EAST BETHEL ROAD COMMISSION MEETING
May 13, 2014

The East Bethel Road Commission met on May 13, 2014 at 6:30 P.M at the East Bethel City Hall for their
regular monthly meeting.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Lori Pierson-Kolodzienski  Deny Murphy Kathy Paavola

Roger Virta Al Thunberg

MEMBERS EXCUSED: Jeff Jensen

ALSO PRESENT:

Adopt Agenda

Approve —
April 8, 2014
Meeting
Minutes

Roads
Financial
Information

Discussion of
TH 65 Access
with MnDOT

Jack Davis, City Administrator
Tim Harrington, City Council Member

Pierson-Kolodzienski motioned to adopt the agenda as submitted. Thunberg
seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously.

Davis stated there are three City Council persons in the audience. Councilperson
Moegerle is present regarding an agenda item. Ronning is here as an interested person
and will not participate in the discussion.

Virta had a change on page 5, he said it would be the second paragraph, seventh sentence,
going along with that the sewer and water to fund this. This would be Roads Capital to
fund this.

Virta said also farther on down the page, last paragraph, Virta said we have to write a
check out in a month. We have to be careful that we keep pushing money; we don’t keep
pushing money at something.

Virta motioned to approve the minutes with the changes. Murphy seconded; all in
favor, motion carries unanimously.

If there are any questions, Davis will answer them. Virta asked how we are doing
financially, are we on budget. Davis said overall we are right on budget.

Paul Jung and Gayle Gedstad, North Metro Area Engineers with the Minnesota
Department of Transportation were in attendance to discuss access possibilities and
locations along TH 65 near the municipal service area. Some options that could be
discussed include traffic signals, right in/right outs, J-turns, and acceleration lanes.

Along with these possible improvements, different funding sources can be examined
including municipal agreement funding.

These persons will discuss the options in the area we are looking at improvements.

The areas we are talking about are 187" Lane; this is the entrance to East Bethel Theater.
The traffic count on Hwy 65 is 28,000-30,000 vehicles at this location. There will be
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extensive development in this area. Ideally the City would like to see a signalized
intersection.

Gedstad stated that Hwy 65 is probably evolving into a freeway at some time. It will be a
long ways out, not in our lifetime. The funding is always an issue. We don’t want to
happen what we have learned on Hwy 10 in Anoka and Ramsey. They have signals at odd
locations. If we put a signal in at 187" it would follow what happened in Anoka and
Ramsey and there would not be impetus to put in front or backage road. You have put
money towards the back/frontage roads and close access to Hwy 65 and also medians.
MnDOT supports that. Down in Ham Lake, they have added frontage and backage roads.
MnDOT has funding to encourage that.

We were disappointed to see that there was funding for backage road south of 221% and
we are really puzzled why you wouldn’t build such a thing. You don’t get a signal, unless
traffic warrants. Even if you had the traffic, we would tell you to get the backage road
built. If you put in a signal, it is impossible to get rid of it. We just encourage you, if it is
not too late to resurrect that, we don’t know if it is too late on that one or not. The
frontage road is what encourages to developers. Thunberg said are you talking the one
south of 221, The reason we didn’t care for that is we wanted to build roads where we
have the sewer and water area, than in that area. Again it isn’t our decision, it is the
Councils. Davis said the principal reason it was abandoned was because the metro office
approved the project in its entirety and state office later ruled that they would only fund a
portion of the project with the Cooperative Agreement Grant. The state office also stated
that if we wanted the total funding we would have secure agreements from the property
owners that they would abandon any attempts to have access on Hwy 65. That is why we
decided to discontinue the project but we do have the right of way. We want to take this
money now and concentrate investments in the southern part of the City.

Virta said with the new development, it has done two things. It has created a safety
hazard. We have large trucks coming out onto Hwy 65 and it is dangerous. Gedstad said
187™? Virta said yes, we have additional car traffic. We have Aggressive Hydraulics
down there. One of the things that drove the request was for us, while we go through the
planning process is to address the safety issue at 187". That was the context for the
discussion. Maybe we can put a traffic light there and if that isn’t a good solution, we
could look at other options. Murphy stated that numbers don’t tell the whole story. It only
shows three accidents. If you drive that area daily, you take your life in your hands.
Gedstad said the crash numbers are from what? Murphy stated they were from the East
Bethel Fire Department.

Davis said regarding the Johnson Street project, we do wish to express our interest in the
project. The difference in opinion came from the State office. Thunberg said we do agree
backage and frontage roads are the way to go. Virta said through numerous people
coming through here, we want to protect the frontage. We want to develop the frontage
and backage. Gedstad said what is on the screen is the next hot button issue for you guys.
Thunberg said don’t you want stoplights one mile apart. Gedstad said two miles is
optimal. Is there a plan to get 187" connected to the cross streets? Davis said yes, a plan
to go to Jackson Street and also down to 181%. The plan to extend Buchanan to the south
is very expensive and he is not sure if it could ever be done. We have also looked at a
right in and right out only.
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Virta said what are the issues if we were to consider extending a frontage. The ideal
situation would be to put in a frontage road that would go all the way down from 221% to
181, The problem we have north of 187" is really wet and is under water now. . We
have never talked about a frontage road to connect down to the next light. Davis said the
issue with going south is we have a trailer court there and it backs up to a wet area. The
80-acres north of 187" are all wetlands. We have several possibilities for extensions on
both sides, but they would not connect the east to west roads.

Thunberg said how have the J turns worked down in Ham Lake. Gedstad said they have
been successful, and no crashes. The lights tend to gap the traffic. That helps a little bit.
Nationwide that type of intersection is growing like dandelions, because it is reasonably
priced and a safety improvement. MnDOT has quite a few on the books, such as Hwy
169 down by Shakopee and Belle Plain and Hwy 52 by Rochester is also another area
getting them. Federal Hwy Administration really likes them. They are hoping MNnDOT
considers more of them.

Davis asked Gedstad to explain what a J turn is. Gedstad said there are different names,
are we familiar with Hwy 169 and Hwy 65. It eliminates the left turns at the main
intersections. You cannot turn left north or southbound. It eliminates the problems in the
median. Once you eliminate the through movements and the left turns, it cleans it up. If
you use to be west bound on Hwy 169, you would go left through the intersection and
then you turn right and you head back south.

Davis said how would the J turn work at commercial and high traffic intersections. Are
they conducive to attracting development or are they an obstacle to development?
Gedstad said he doesn’t know the answer, but he would think that anything that makes it
safer is probably %ood. Murphy asked it is less expensive than what? Gayle said an
interchange. 187" will never warrant a signal, it stops 40,000 cars once a day. It favors
just a few people. It is a tremendous waste of resources, lights, gas, brakes, etc. Virta
said it seems to him a signal would not happen; yet how do we improve the traffic flow in
that area. It seems to him this is a way to improve what is going on. Gedstad said we
could send you some information on it; it is a Reduce Conflict Intersection or R Cuts.
There are different names. They use to be called Michigan lefts. Davis said are there any
other types of innovative types of solutions you are using. Gedstad said a round about
wouldn’t work. If you have twenty million we could consider an interchange. Davis said
is there an interchange planned for Hwy 65 and 22. Gedstad said someone else could
answer that question.

Gedstad said 109" will be next in line for an interchange. Wayne Norris is the expert on
this item. Planning has been lead by Anoka County in conjunction with Blaine and Ham
Lake. The priority order would be due to volume and congestion problems are most
intense in Blaine. Locations such as 109" are the first priorities for interchanges.
Unfortunately there is not funding for interchanges. This will be sometime before they
are constructed in the future for Ham Lake and East Bethel.

Gedstad said that a study that was done by Hakinson/Anderson that identified service
roads. MnDOT looks at this and says it is great. You have a plan for frontage and
backage roads. That would be our first choice. Ham Lake on the east side of Hwy 65
north of Bunker is a good example. MnDOT funded some of the frontage roads. There
was seed money to get them interested. Even if you are not closing any accesses on Hwy
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65 any sort of frontage or backage roads, we find favor in that. We probably put some
funding towards it. Funding is always hard to come by. It is good to build it while you
can. Davis said is there any possibility for acceleration and deceleration lanes on 65 from
existing streets. It would increase the safety. Gedstad said we would have to consider it
on a case-by-case basis. The ten-foot shoulder is a godsend, people use it for acceleration,
passing, and hwy crews have a place to park their trucks. The wide shoulders are the
safest things. When you drive on Hwy 65, you won’t find any official acceleration lane.
Thunberg said Cemstone has an inside acceleration lane. Davis said on Hwy 169 you
would find them in numerous places. Gedstad said we monitor all the minor crashes and
try to see how and why it happens. To see if we can do anything with signally, lighting,
icing, or what we can do to improve safety. Murphy stated you need a deceleration lane.
Gedstad said you have plenty of room. Maybe 1000 or 1,500 feet. It will depend on the
situation. We want to make sure we don’t make it worse than it is. Gedstad asked who
would pay for this. The first question will be are there crashes there. The intersections
that are more dangerous get funded first.

Harrington said what about 185", How would MnDOT be to another intersection?
Gedstad said not very. Audience member asked about 181%, will there be a light.
Gedstad said it doesn’t show it. Which is why | said if you built what is in this plan, then
you could plop the interchange in where they are on the map. Davis said there could be a
street connection from 187 to 189" to Jackson. On the east side, according to the plan,
there would be a backage road and a service road up to County Road 22.

Gedstad said the project that got declined, why was there a decision to apply for the
funding there. Dauvis said the Johnson Street project had the opportunity to initially get
full funding. MnDOT changed the ruling on what was eligible after the project was
approved. Unless we got agreements from the property owners that would never request
access off of Hwy 65 we would have to come up with more local funds. Gedstad asked if
it would be all or none. Davis said we would have had to come up with $165,000. Davis
said there is a project on the East Side and 184™ could possibly be closed. We will have
to do water and sewer on it but we have no way to fund the utilities.

Gedstad asked if this area could have been connected up to County Road 22 with the
money from MnDOT. He is just curious. Could you connect to 189™? You couldn’t
close 189™. If you connected 187" to 189"™. Davis said this is a commercial industrial
area that needs the access. Gedstad said businesses rely on it. Thunberg said the frontage
road project was originally needed south of 221% because the stoplight wasn’t being put in
until 2015. The intersection got moved up a few years and it changed the needs for the
service roads. Davis said Anoka County helped accelerate that project. Gedstad said we
are 100% sure that the money for that other project is gone, and there is no possibility the
monies could be used anywhere else. Davis said we are trying to look for other projects;
we have turned the money back and notified them we won’t be using the money. Gedstad
said in the future let Paul know and he won’t let the money go away. Virta said does
MnDOT want to have a J turn in this intersection. Did I hear you say how much you will
pay? Gedstad said we are speaking out of turn and can draw up plans, on what if one was
built how would things be routed. That is the next step. Virta said it is a good plan.
Gedstad said it really helps if you are continuing to work on a long-range plan. Virta said
he thinks of a frontage/backage road, as running parallel to Hwy 65. He has problems
with routing traffic to Jackson Street and putting a lot of traffic on to residential street.
Anything that relieves traffic off of Hwy 65 would qualify. The worst example was 494
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in Bloomington. 30% of the traffic on 494 was local traffic. Once American Boulevard
was built and the north side was 77". Those were the relievers we can see that right away
on traffic. They are parallel relievers. You go down to Lowe’s and Walmart. Ulysses
street is a reliever off of Hwy 65 in Blaine. Lowe’s was in place. And Walmart comes
along, and Walmart has 5,000 in and 5,000 out every day. That was proposed with a new
driveway onto Hwy 65. In this case, all the access is from Ulysses. The review took two
minutes. The backage road is handling that traffic. The streets coming out to Hwy 65
control the traffic.

Gedstad said he would encourage everyone to take a look at the plan. Davis said it is part
of the comprehensive plan.

Paul said major construction would be closure of southbound Hwy 65 would be closed in
Fridley and Spring Lake Park. Any concerns please call me.

Requested Action: Approve the final draft for the Municipal State Aid and Street Capital
improvement plans

Background:

The Roads Commission prepares a Capital Improvement Plan annually which updates
projected projects, evaluates priorities and establishes funding for these works for the
coming year and for each of the subsequent years for a five year period. This plan is
presented to City Council for their approval and use for preparing the coming year’s
budget.

Attached is the updated draft 2015-2019 Roads CIP. We will discuss those projects that
are listed for 2015 and determine if they need to stay in their current funding year or be
rearranged to reflect any changes in our roads priorities. Other projects can be added and
existing ones can be deleted if there is a need for restructuring the schedule.

Staff is seeking input from the Road Commission on which projects to prioritize and add
to the MSA Capital Improvement Plan and the Roads Capital Improvement Plan for the
next 5 years.

Possible items up for addition to the MSA CIP include;

1. 189™ Ave (or other access to Classic/Sauter Commercial Park)

2. East Side Service Road (approx $2,170,000 with only $785,160 eligible for
MSA funding)

3. Davenport Street from 209" up to and including 213" Ave (3/4 mile approx
$550,000)

4. 181% Ave from TH 65 to Jackson St(3/4 mile with the cooperation of Ham
Lake approx $800,00)

5. University Ave from Sims road to 221* Ave (1 mile with the cooperation of
Oak Grove approx $900,000)

6. Klondike Dr (Gravel 1 % mile approx $1,500,000-$2,000,000)

Attachments:

6.1) Updated Draft 2015-2019 MSA and Street Capital CIP
6.2) 189™ Ave Plans

6.3) Cost Estimate for 189" Ave
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6.4) 2013 Traffic Counts

Under the MSA, balance of $500,000 in 2015. Originally we had projected we would be
borrowed out against these funds. But due to the deletion of the Johnson project and the
delay on the Coon Lake Beach project, we were able to utilize another $1,000.000 in
revenues. In 2015, there is a project listed, it would be 189™ Avenue. It would be
improvements for the access. We have had two incidents in the past year when the
intersection was closed. This problem will only intensify in nature. There is development
also in the area on the vacant parcels. It is very important we achieve another access in
and out. This is probably the one that is most logical. It will be easy to implement and
will give us the most bang for the buck. They are not very receptive into adding another
access point to Hwy 65. The best option appears to be connecting this area with 189™ and
Jackson. Traffic count on Jackson Street is about 1,000 vehicles per day. Most of the
traffic coming out of here will go back up to County Road 22. The road is designed for
high traffic flow. Most of the homes are set back from the street. This is a secondary
means for access. In 2016, the proposed MSA project would be Davenport Street, this is
behind Flex Fitness. The 2017 would be 181%. In 2018, the proposed project would be
University. Half of this street would be in Oak Grove. They would be able to participate
in 2018. In 2019 there is not a proposal, but it would be dependent on what we do in the
next four years.

Thunberg has a question on the sheets; the funding doesn’t seem to add up. We show five
years of transfer from general fund. We come up with $2.9. It would only be $2.195.
Seven years would add up to $2.9. In 2015, you have $921,000 balance, the projects add
up to $1,795. We end up with a balance of $295,000. The addition and subtraction
doesn’t add up. Davis said we know that simple math that it doesn’t add up on the
Okinawa. Thunberg said $716, ended up with $781. If we look at all this, our numbers
are way off. Davis said you are correct there. Taking that into consideration, he is not
sure how we make a recommendation. Also if you look at the MSA and the revenues
being $557, that adds up to $2 million. Yet there is only $2.29. Davis said we could table
this to the next meeting. We won’t be presenting Council the budget until the July
meeting. Thunberg said we could have some discussion on 189" project. Roger doesn’t
like the idea of dumping traffic onto Jackson. This is where City Council has to make the
decision. There is more value to the City as a whole. Yet it will have a negative effect.
This is the right thing to do. Pierson-Kolodzienski said wasn’t Jackson reconstructed to
have more traffic. Davis said it is an arterial street. If Hwy 65 were closed it would be
directed to Jackson street. You can travel almost 6 miles on Jackson Street. It is the only
north south street other than Hwy 65. Thunberg said could we go north with this road up
to County Road 22. Davis said we could take the road from here and then goes north to
County Road 22 and would increase the road length by 1,300 feet, and there would be
more rights of way needing to be purchased and also a bridge. Thunberg asked about an
entrance permit onto County Road 22. Davis said it would probably be ok with it
matching up with Viking Preserve. The other option for getting in out of here are much
more difficult. We looked at extending 185" and a right in and right out. MnDOT said
they wouldn’t be in a favor of it. Ultimately it would be great if we could come out of to
the south. If we could go south that would be great, but would be expensive and a lot of
traffic coming out here would go to an uncontrolled intersection. We could possibly
design this, or restrict truck traffic. We could regulate Jackson street truck traffic. The
amount of traffic that is on Jackson street right now is about 1,000 a day. Traffic would
be in two concentrated periods.
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Pierson-Kolodzienski said she did hear them correctly that they would help fund. Davis
said yes, we could possibly get funding from MnDOT for this project. Pierson-
Kolodzienski said she would possibly go north out of there every day. It is hard to get
across the southbound lane. It is a nightmare. This situation here is only going to get
worse. We haven’t seen the worst of it yet. Virta said the discussion we had last month,
we will have to extend the sewer and water as well. We have numbers in here that we talk
about the extension. What is the total cost? It is $1.3 million one of my concerns is
where would that money come from. One of the points, that Nate made is we could
borrow against the Road Capital fund. Is that true? Does it make sense to do one and not
the other? Davis said if we did this road, we would want to do the water extension. We
would not want to come back and tear up the road. We have sewer service that terminates
at points that wouldn’t require extensions at this time. We would shift the road off center
of the right of way to accommodate any future sewer needs. The cost of the water
extension is going to be $194,000. The total road cost is $1.3 million. Where will the
money come from? Davis said we could borrow from the roads funds. We are going to
apply for a grant to decommission the plant. Those funds then could be reallocated to this
project. Under that scenario we could do the project and not borrow against any other
accounts. Virta said it is so bad that area is so restricted. It is inconceivable that the
development is there. Seriously, we have 35/30 houses there; we have good 10/15/20
houses on Jackson and County Road 22. He is not sure they know what is coming.
Maybe he is wrong, maybe they don’t care. Now we are going to have side dumpers on
there. There will be theater traffic and side dumpers. He doesn’t like being in the
position to make a decision. All we do is recommend, City Council decides. It speaks to
the poor decision-making that puts us in this place. Pierson-Kolodzienski said Jackson is
a thru street and that is what they are created for.

Pierson-Kolodzienski motioned to table. Paavola seconded; all in favor, motion
carries unanimously.

Requested Action:
Consider proposing a recommendation to City Council concerning safety improvements at
the intersection of Forest Road and Lakeshore Drive

Background:
The City Council entered into an easement agreement with Roger Schoer, 553 Lakeshore
Drive, on October 1, 1986 for the purpose of allowing a portion of a sewage disposal
system and a retaining wall appurtenant to the system to remain within City Right of Way
on the conditions, summarized as follows, that:
e The Owner indemnify and hold the City harmless from any damage to
property or injury
e The Owner agrees that the City shall not be responsible for any damage to
these improvements in the Right of Way
e The agreement shall terminate upon the termination of the useful life of the
Owner’s sewage disposal system
See Attachment # 4 for details of the entire agreement

As a result of the approval of Mr. Schoer’s easement in 1986, a retaining wall that is
approximately 3’-6” high and backfill was allowed to remain on City Right of Way to
accommodate a portion of the drain field for the septic system. The wall limits the view.
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Mr. Schoer has since sold the property with Michael MClane being the owner of record
from circal989 to 2012. Heidi Moegerle and Gary Otremba purchased the property in
2013. The current owners pulled a demolition permit for the structure on this site and have
removed most of the interior finish of the home including the plumbing. The title report
for the property has been reviewed by the City Attorney and there, apparently, is no
recorded declaration or restrictive covenant that came out of the former council decision,
at least none which were located as being recorded.

As part of Michael MClane’s efforts to sell this property, a septic system compliance
inspection report was required as a condition of sale. The report identified that the system
was non-compliant due to failure to meet soil separation requirements of the Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency for properties in the Shoreland Overlay District.

Per City Ordinance Section 74-30, A failing ISTS shall be upgraded, replaced or its use
discontinued within ten months. The date of the compliance inspection was October 13,
2011 and the septic system has since been disconnected from the residence at 553
Lakeshore Drive. As such this has been interpreted that termination of the useful life of
system has concluded and the easement has expired.

This is important, as there have been complaints concerning site lines at the intersection
of Forest Road and Lakeshore Drive. This is a three way stop but vehicles that stop on
Forest Road to turn east or west on to Lakeshore Drive have limited site distance due to
the wooden retaining wall which obstructs the view of traffic proceeding in an easterly
direction on Lakeshore. The wooden retaining wall is part of the sewage disposal system
that is referenced above and further described in the Attachment #4. There have been no
reported accidents at this intersection in the past 2-% years.

If the easement agreement is no longer in force due to the termination of the useful life of
the system, this raises the question of who is responsible for the removal of the retaining
wall and material that was placed on City Right of Way. The City Attorney has opined
that the “property owner has effectively abandoned the septic system by demolition of the
house. The septic system and retaining wall on city ROW should be removed by the
property owner. The septic system now abandoned on the private property of the owner
should be properly closed and abandoned as required by code”.

The Roads Commission is requested to consider the following:
¢ Is this an intersection that poses a safety issue and needs improvements; and
e If the intersection is deemed to be a hazard due to site distance concerns, then the
Roads Commission should consider a recommendation to City Council as to a
solution(s) to the issue.

Attached is preliminary site sketch that identifies a grading plan necessary to improve the
site distance at this intersection and a preliminary estimate of probable costs.

Recommendation(s):

Staff is requesting a recommendation from the Roads Commission to City Council as it
relates to intersection safety at this location.

The proposed grading plan would be a 3 to 1 slope. It would make the intersection safer.

Heidi Moegerle - 179 Forrest Road. She wanted to say a couple of things, the fact is, and
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as of 6:00 p.m. the house has not been demolished. This has such a long history. At the
point before the bank came to us to ask us to buy it. There was a suggestion if the City
would like to purchase it. The city took hands off. The property has issues with the
retaining wall. This might be a planning issue. We are trying to decide a couple things.
We want to use the house as storage and want to have green space. There is a lot of water
that comes down Forrest and that is a park’s issues. There is an ordinance that came in
2004 that the site line shall never be above the grade of the road. This road is grand
fathered in. Does the grading need to be resolved? Will Roads commission recommend a
change for the intersection? We would be glad to add our property to a rain garden at the
intersection. If you have a concern about changing the site lines, then we can go home.
We can put a rain garden at that point, so run off won’t go into the lake.

Paavola knows the history quite well. When the house went up, it made things easier for
others to build out and put in retaining walls up. It is not a good thing with the plows.
Getting to the rain garden thing, she knows that the Coon Lake Improvement Association
is working on the water flow, and to get so there isn’t so much into the lake. They are
talking about something like that. Moegerle said she spoke to Jamie Schurbon about that.
Paavola said that would be of great value. Moegerle said it all adds up. It is kind of Parks
and Roads. It is so many layers deep. Davis put it well, there are sticking points. They
are working arbitrarily.

Paavola said her feeling on the road and safety.... you might see a big vehicle, the kids
that ride on the road with their bicycle, they are there and you don’t see them. They don’t
stop. That is dangerous. Moegerle said not everyone stops at that stop sign. It may not
matter to you, the stop sign there is held in place by the retaining wall. It is so narrow.
What we noticed last year, we noticed people park their fishing boat trailers there.
Paavola said she has seen it. There are many concerns. Moegerle said we wanted to hear
from you. Thunberg said he drove by it, to know what we are talking about it. The safety
point of view, the wall does create a safety hazard. Especially for bicycles and pedestrian.
It limits your view. If this were a bush, Nate would have removed the bushes. The
retaining wall should be removed. Paavola said she agreed. Moegerle said you can
remove the retaining wall but the soil is still there. Thunberg said the soil and the
retaining wall would need to be removed. Moegerle said we would want to put in a rain
garden, and then I should talk to Parks. What happens next?

Davis said the rain garden would be a Roads commission issue, because it would be in
right of way, and would require maintenance. Pierson-Kolodzienski agreed there would
be maintenance, by the third year; you then have to burn them. It is a controlled burn, you
need to hire the people to come in and do that. You do replace the plants. There is
maintenance and cost to the City. Moegerle said she has talked to Jamie about that. They
pick up the trash by the lake and also have wild flowers there. She intends to be an active
participant. We need to talk to Jamie about that.

Murphy asked if street maintenance is different if the wall is removed versus a rain
garden. Dauvis said the snow could be stored in the rain garden. The wall is about five
feet away from the pavement. Moegerle said the salt could filter through the rain garden.
Davis said he is looking at it from the maintenance and budget standpoint. Murphy said
we don’t have accident information that says it is a problem. If people blow through it. If
it would ease up maintenance. The agreement has run out. We should have the wall
removed. Davis said what you see here is a sketch of a site plan to regrade the right of
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way and adjoining property at the intersection. This grading plan would not provide
enough area for a rain garden. The house portion would be torn down, and then it would
have to go back here and require more earth work. That would increase the site distance.
This grading plan wouldn’t be sufficient for a rain garden. Murphy asked if the structure
was going. Moegerle said the septic system has been disconnected and has not been wet
for two years. We do have a demolition permit. We want to wait to find out if we change
the perimeter of the house. We don’t want to get out of the grandfathering, whether
ordinances update or not. These changes won’t happen for two of three years. There is a
big tree on the north side, and we have gotten rid of all the black locust. We are certainly
amendable. We wanted to take off the cabin portion, but we can’t. We want to work with
the City for what works best with the community.

Thunberg asked how wide the City right of way is. Davis said it is 50 feet, but there is a
claim by the community center that they own the property to the center of the street. The
plats vary. If a full-scale survey were done down there none of the houses may be on
their lots.

Virta asked what is the cost for this? Davis said for the grading sketch that is what the
engineer estimates the cost is. Virta said the cost would be $5,000. Pierson-Kolodzienski
said that doesn’t seem out of line. Virta said he went down there today. He took some
pictures. It does affect the site lines. It seems to him that cost is minimal. Davis said the
cost is an FYI. We are not asking for approval of the monies. The Roads Commission
needs to consider the safety. Paavola said most of us are in agreement that the wall needs
to be taken down.

Virta said do you need a recommendation for City Council. Davis said it is a discussion
item, but if you want to make a formal recommendation. Davis said you should consider
this intersection and one that should be addressed, as far as a solution; we can leave that
up to City Council. Unless you have a proposed solution which you wish to offer. Davis
said at a minimum the wall would be removed, and a 3 to 1 grade would be created.

Paavola made a recommendation for at 553 Lakeshore Drive and Forest to have the
retaining wall removed and the work the resident is proposing, to move forward
with that due to it being a safety issue. Virta seconded; all in favor, motion carries
unanimously.

Harrington said road restrictions came off last week. He put in a call to the County to see
what the time frame on 221% and East Bethel Boulevard. When he gets an answer back,
he will email you all.

Davis said we might want have City Council to send a resolution to the County. They had
an issue where there were four tires busted on 237" Avenue. The deputies actually called
the Hwy Department to get them out to repair. That is a problem they have all over.
Some of these streets we have here. Jill was telling me about East Bethel Boulevard and
68 as you go down to Ham Lake needs work. He will be proposing the City Council send
a resolution to accelerate their repairs. We had discussed trading some roads with the
County. The Roads Commission would be providing some upgrades. Taking over
County Roads that aren’t maintained. It is rather embarrassing to have people drive
through the mind field to get to City Hall. We could talk with the County on this.
Murphy said people talk to him when is East Bethel going to do something about the road,
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the perception is out there. Davis said we could add that to the next agenda. We could
look at what could be exchanged. We could see what their appetite for discussing this is.
Davis said they did work a couple Saturdays. Murphy said what swings more weight,
residents contacting them or the Council. Davis said he thinks both. He would like to
have something on record. Sometimes the squeaky wheel gets the grease. Thunberg
asked where to call. Davis said on the phone or online. Either way would be beneficial.
He is sure they know about the problem, but we should make sure they don’t forget about
it.

Paavola asked if we have any prospects for the Road Commission. Davis we have one
gentleman that was interested in Parks and we will find out if he would be interested.

Thunberg asked if the development west of Hwy 65 would still be happening. Davis said
yes, the developer ran into problems with the Army Corp. When he ran into problems, he
will bring in material from other jobs to keep his job down. But it will probably be next
year before there is activity. Murphy said at one time he was ready to go. The Corps of
Engineers became involve and said it would take a year to go through the process. As a
result he scaled back the project and proceed for the less restrictive permit.

Pierson-Kolodzienski motioned for adjournment. Thunberg seconded; all in favor,
motion carries. Meeting was adjourned at 8:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Jill Anderson

Recording Secretary
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