
City of East Bethel 
City Council Agenda 
Regular Council Meeting – 7:00 p.m. 
Date: June 15, 2016 

 Item 
      7:00 PM 1.0 Call to Order 

      7:00 PM 2.0 Pledge of Allegiance 

      7:01 PM 3.0 Adopt Agenda 

      7:01 PM p. 3-12 4.0 A. Administrative Hearing – Jeff Brozek 
p. 13 B. SWPPP Public Hearing 

C. Presentations 
1. Sheriff’s Department Report

p. 14-17 2. Fire Department Report

 7:35 PM 5.0 Public Forum 

       7:40 PM 6.0 Consent Agenda 
Any item on the consent agenda may be removed for consideration by request of any   
one Council Member and put on the regular agenda for discussion and consideration 

p. 21-23 A. Approve Bills 
p. 24-36 B. Meeting Minutes, June 1, 2016 City Council Meeting 
p. 37-49 C. 2017-2019 MNPEA Contract 
p. 50 D. Liquor License Renewals for 2016-2017 
p. 51 E. Resolution 2016-26 Accepting Donation from Eckberg Lammers 

for Family Fun Night 
              F.        John Anderson Park Siding Contract  

G. SSTS Grant Application 
H. Set Date for Fall Recycle Day 

p. 52 I. Resolution 2016-27 Declaring Playground Equipment at Rod and 
Norma Smith Park Surplus 

p. 53-56 J. Approve Purchase of Playground Equipment for Rod and Norma 
Smith Park 

K. Set Date for July HRA Meeting 
p. 57 L. Resolution 2016-28 Declaring 1986 Ford L-8000 Fire Tanker 

Truck and 1983 Chevrolet Kodiak Fire Truck as Surplus 
p. 58 M. Approval of Election Judge Roster for 2016 
p. 59 N. Resolution 2016-29 Identifying the Need, and Authorizing an 

Application for Planning Assistance Grant Funds 
p. 60-63 O. Pay Estimate #5 for the 185th Avenue, Laurel Road and Lincoln 

Drive Street Reconstruction Project  
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New Business    
       7:41 PM 7.0 Commission, Association and Task Force Reports 

A. Planning Commission 
B. Economic Development Authority 
C.   Park Commission 
D.  Road Commission 

 7:41 PM 8.0 Department Reports 
A. Community Development 

p. 64-66 1. Randolph Anderson, IUP Renewal
p. 67-69 2. Administrative Subdivision, Rimma Medelberg,

20381 East Bethel Blvd.
B. City Engineer 

p. 70 1. Project Report
p. 71-79 2. 2016 Street Improvement Bids

C.       City Attorney 
D. Finance 
E. Public Works  
F. Fire Department 
G. City Administrator 

p. 80-86 1. URRWMO 10 Year Plan
p. 87 2. Phase I Service Road - Real Property Acquisition

     7:55 PM 9.0 Other 
A. Staff Report 
B. Council Reports 
C. Other 
D. Closed Session; Performance evaluation, Minn. Stat.13D 0.5, 

subds 1(d), 3(a) 

      8:15 PM 10.0 Adjourn 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date:   
June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 4.0 A 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Administrative Hearing, Denial of a Building Permit - Ryan Brozek,  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Continue the Administrative Hearing (Section 2-590, City Code of East Bethel) – Ryan Brozek  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Background Information: 
Mr. Brozek applied for a building permit to construct a 2,400 SF detached accessory structure on 
his 3.5 acre lot, zoned Rural Residential, located at 19820 Naples St NE. City Code, Appendix A, 
Zoning, Section 14, allows these type of structures up 2,400 SF on this size parcel.  

Mr. Brozek’s request for a building permit was denied due to issues with City Zoning Ordinance 
that included the following: 

• The design exceeds the square footage allowed for accessory structures when the full 
second floor area is added to the area of the first floor footprint of the structure, Section 
14-4. 

• The design exceeds the sidewall heights permitted in section 14-4. The design height is 
22’- 4” and the permitted height is 14’.  

• Mr. Brozek is seeking a permit to construct a detached accessory structure that features a 
full second story, complete with a floors that meet live and dead loads for potential 
habitable use, full height walls and dormers that run essentially the length of the proposed 
structure. This design creates a space for uses other than storage and is in conflict with the 
Code Sections, Section 14-2 (J) - “The structure must not be designed or used for human 
habitation and must not contain sewage treatment facilities”.  

Mr. Brozek requested an Administrative Hearing as provided under City Code, Section 2-590 
and at the June 1, 2015 meeting. Council received Mr. Brozek’s presentation regarding his claim 
of no basis for the denial of the permit. Mr. Brozek questioned the inconsistencies of the Code 
and disagreed with Staff’s interpretation of the definition of square footage, wall height and 
intent of use of the second story of the structure. After discussion of the Code issues related to 
the appeal, Council moved to remand the issue back to the Building Department for clarification 
regarding the computation of square footage, defining the procedure for measurement of the 14-
foot exterior sidewall height, intent of the Ordinance as it relates to this matter and other 
commentary that may relate to issues brought forth in the Hearing. 
 
Staff contacted the Minnesota Department of Labor and Industry (DLI) and requested definitions 
for Floor Area and Exterior Walls. The definitions and an interpretation from the DLI are 
provided in Attachment 7. These definitions support Staff’s understanding of sidewall/wall 
heights but still leave the matter of floor area open to interpretation. 
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Mr. Brozek met with City Staff to discuss a possible resolution to the differences of 
interpretation in this matter on Monday, June 6, 2016. At the conclusion of the meeting, the only 
outstanding disagreement concerned the determination of the sidewall height of the proposed 
building. Though Mr. Brozek was willing to consider a lower ceiling height for the second floor 
of the building, his preference remains approval of the plans as presented for the original request 
for a permit.  
 
The options available to Council include but may not be limited to the following: 

• Reverse the Staff decision to deny the building permit with conditions that would require 
ceiling heights not to exceed 6-11” for the second floor and accept Mr. Brozek’s 
interpretation of the Ordinance relating to sidewall heights.  

• Reverse the Staff decision to deny the building permit based on the intent of the 
Ordinance (See Attachment 8) and allow the structure to be built as presented. 

• Uphold the Staff decision to deny the building permit on the basis that the proposed 
building exceeds the maximum dimensions for exterior sidewall height.  

• Other Options as directed by Council.  

Regardless of the decision relating to this matter, this section of the Code requires amendment to 
clearly define the type of structures covered, performance standards and calculation of floor 
areas.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Attachments: 
Attachment 1-   Appeal Letter 
Attachment 2 – Letter of denial from the City 
Attachment 3 – Roof truss example 
Attachment 4 – Proposed garage cross section, floor plan and elevation  
Attachment 5 – Location map  
Attachment 6 – City Code, Appendix A, Zoning, Section 14-2, General Regulations  
Attachment 7 – DLI Opinion and Definitions of square footage and exterior walls 
Attachment 8 – Examination of Intent of Code Amendment, Zoning, Section 14 (June 4 ,2014) 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Fiscal Impact: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends that the City Council conclude the Administrative Hearing for Mr. Ryan 
Brozek, 19820 Naples St NE, and upon conclusion of the Hearing provide direction to Staff 
relative to the administrative decision of the denial of the building permit. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
City Council Action 
 
Motion by: _______________   Second by: _______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes: _____     Vote No: _____ 
 
No Action Required: _____ 
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© WSB &May 26, 2016
 

Map Powered by DataLink
 from WSB & Associates

1 in = 188 ft

±

Parcel Information
PIN: 223323440007
Acres: 3.5
Owner Name: BROZEK RYAN
Address1: 19820 NAPLES ST NE
Addres 2: EAST BETHEL, MN 55011

Zoning: RR
Shoreland: Null
Legal: LOT 23 BLOCK 1 WILDWOOD

Site Address1: 19820 NAPLES ST NE
Site Addres 2: EAT BETHEL, MN 55011-9523

ATTACHMENT 5

pp 9



2. - General regulations.  

A. No accessory building or structure shall be constructed on any lot prior to construction of the 
principal structure without prior approval of the city council.  

B. Accessory structures located on lots that are subsequently subdivided shall be considered legal non-
conforming structures.  

C. Every exterior wall, foundation, and roof of accessory structure(s) shall be reasonably watertight, 
weather tight, and rodent proof, and shall be kept in a good state of maintenance and repair. Exterior 
walls shall be maintained free from extensive dilapidation due to cracks, tears, or breaks of 
deteriorated plaster, stucco, brick, wood, or other material.  

D. All exterior wood surfaces, other than decay resistant woods, shall be protected from the elements 
and from decay by painting or other protective covering or treatment. A protective surface of an 
accessory structure(s) shall be deemed to be out of compliance if more than 25 percent of the 
exterior surface area is unpainted or paint is blistered or flaking. If 25 percent or more of the exterior 
surface of the pointing of any brick, block, or stone wall is loose or has fallen out, the surface shall be 
repaired.  

E. [Reserved.] 

F. *No accessory building or detached private garage shall be located nearer the front lot line than the 
principal building except when the lot is three acres or greater and the existing principal building is 
located a minimum of 200 feet from the front lot line. Then the accessory building or detached private 
garage may be located closer to the front lot line than the principal dwelling, but not closer than 50 
percent of the principal dwelling's setback. In the case of a corner lot, the front lot line shall be 
located on the side on which the principal building is addressed. The remaining lot side with street 
frontage shall meet the minimum front yard setback.  

G. The area of a lean-to shall be included in the allowable square footage of detached accessory 
structures and will be subject to the square footage restrictions for a lot.  

H. Accessory structures on lakeshore lots may be placed between the principal building and the 
lakeshore or the right-of-way, and are subject to all setbacks and lot coverage.  

I. [Reserved.] 

J. The structure must not be designed or used for human habitation and must not contain sewage 
treatment facilities.  

K. No cellar, garage, tent, or accessory building shall be at any time be used as a residentially occupied 
space, independent residence or dwelling unit, either temporarily or permanently.  

L. For purposes of accessing storage, accessory structures may have exterior stairs to a second story 
in a side or rear yard.  

(Ord. No. 46, Second Series, 9-25-2013; Ord. No. 48, Second Series, 2-5-2014; Ord. No. 48, 
Third Series, 6-4-2014)  

 

* Please note that Section F was changed and will be included in the next municode 
supplement.   
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Attachment 8 

Historical Review of City Code Relating Sidewall Height of Accessory Structures  

City Code, Appendix A, Zoning, Section 14, Detached Accessory Structures was amended and codified on 
June 4, 2014 and established a graduated size for accessory structures based on lot acreage. Maximum 
side wall heights were also established as part of the amendments. 

Discussions at the both the Planning Commission and City Council levels leading up to approval of these 
amendments was particularly focused on pole (post frame) buildings. The only exception to these 
discussions was the location of detached garages in relation to the principal structure. Second floors in 
these type of structures were mentioned but the conversation never advanced beyond the point that 
the second floor should be allowed if there were no issues to public safety and they were constructed to 
compliment the principal structure (East Bethel Planning Commission Meeting, October 23, 2012). 

Discussion of the sidewall heights was discussed at both the Planning Commission and City Council 
Meetings between October 2012 and May 2014. During these discussions all mention of setting a 
maximum sidewall height was restricted to pole buildings. During these discussions the term pole 
buildings became synonymous with detached accessory structure. Never during these conversations did 
detached private garages nor second floors for these type buildings enter into any considerations. The 
emphasis and attention was solely on pole buildings and wall heights necessary for accommodating a 
12’ garage door. 

As the minutes of these meetings reflect, the intent of the amendments to this section of the Code was 
limited to pole buildings.  As a result, it could be reasonably assumed that the 14’ maximum sidewall 
heights apply only to this type of building. It also appears that the calculation of square footage for 
determination of size for pole buildings only includes the building footprint due to: 

• Second floors in pole buildings, while possible, are rarely encountered and are the exception 
rather than the rule. As such, second floors were not addressed as an option for pole buildings 
and thus, were not considered as part of the calculations:  

• Attic space is the general means of incorporating storage space above the first floor of a pole 
building and attic/storage space is not required to be included in the computation of square 
footages. 

If the intent and applicability of this section of the Ordinance was focused on pole buildings as indicted 
in the meeting transcripts, then it could be realistically presumed that detached “stick built” private 
garages were not intended to be included within the performance standards set forth in amendments.  

If this was the intent of the amendments, it could be interpreted that sidewall heights do not apply to 
detached “stick built” private garages and Mr. Brozek’s application for a building permit could be 
approved and still be compliant with the City Zoning Code.  
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Date:  June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Agenda Item Number:  Item 4.0 B 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Agenda Item: 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP) Public Hearing 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Requested Action: 
Conduct Annual Meeting 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Background Information:   
The City of East Bethel has developed a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program as required by the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination Program, which authorizes City’s to discharge storm water to the public water 
system.  The goal of the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program is to reduce the discharge of pollutants into 
receiving waters to the Maximum Extent Practicable.  The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency issued coverage 
to the City of East Bethel on January 9, 2008.   
 
Some of the implementation strategy’s that are part of the program include: 

1. Sweeping City Streets. 
2. Inspection of approximately 20 percent of the City’s storm water basins each year. 
3. Posting City Programs such as the clean-up day on the City website. 
4. Conducting the annual meeting. 
5. Developing educational pamphlets for distribution to City residents. 
6. Investigate any reports of illicit discharge or other non-compliance storm water complaints.  

 
At the annual meeting the City will consider public input, both oral and written, regarding the adequacy of the 
Program.  Based on the public input, the City can modify the Program as the City determines to be appropriate.  
As required, the meeting notice was advertised in the Anoka Union.  Copies of the City’s SWPPP are available 
for public review at City Hall and on the City website. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends that the City Council conducts the annual meeting to consider public input on the City’s Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Program. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
City Council Action: 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 4.0 C.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Fire Department Report 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Informational only  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The Fire Chief has provided reports of Fire Department emergency calls and emergency medical 
calls from the previous month. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Informational only. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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East Bethel Fire Department
Type of Medical Calls

May, 2016

Number of Medical Calls  23

Type Number Transport by Ambulance

Medical Complications 2 2

Short of Breath 5 4

Cardiac 3 2

Bleeding

Illness 6 3

Trauma 2 2

Assist 0 0

Stroke 1 0

Other 4 1

Totals 23 14
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Incident 
Number 

Incident 
Date 

Alarm 
Time Location Incident Type 

188  05/31/2016  07:47  727 229th LN NE  EMS call  
187  05/30/2016  10:03  420 Grove RD NE  EMS call  
186  05/28/2016  19:15  19863 University AVE NE  EMS call  
185  05/27/2016  02:16  20520 Polk ST NE  EMS call  
184  05/24/2016  15:56  22032 East Bethel BLVD NE  Illegal Burning  
183  05/23/2016  11:44  250 Forest RD NE  EMS call  
182  05/23/2016  04:07  20055 Naples CT NE  EMS call  
181  05/22/2016  16:26  2241 221st AVE NE  EMS call  
180  05/22/2016  15:13  18360 Leyte ST NE  EMS call  
179  05/22/2016  00:44  20520 Polk ST NE  EMS call  
178  05/21/2016  19:57  22435 Palisade ST NE  EMS call  
177  05/21/2016  17:00  NE 209 LN NE and Kenyon Grass Fire  
176  05/18/2016  03:36  18203 Antler CIR NE  EMS call  
175  05/16/2016  17:30  21035 Buchanan ST NE  EMS call  
174  05/16/2016  14:27  North Coon Lake DR & Stutz EMS call  
173  05/15/2016  17:00  24355 Highway 65 HWY NE  EMS call  
172  05/11/2016  15:21  Viking BLVD & Hwy 65 Vehicle accident with injuries  
171  05/11/2016  01:33  18360 Leyte ST  EMS call  
170  05/09/2016  19:41  22336 Washington ST  EMS call  
169  05/09/2016  06:37  727 229th LN NE  EMS call  
168  05/07/2016  22:54  24355 Highway 65 NE  Illegal Burning  
167  05/07/2016  13:37  1845 209th AVE  EMS call  
166  05/06/2016  15:18  181st  AVE NE & Alamo Power Lines in tree  
165  05/06/2016  15:17  1046 181st LN NE  EMS call  
164  05/06/2016  10:05  24355 Highway 65 NE  EMS call  
161  05/05/2016  15:41  21108 Polk ST NE  False Alarm  
163  05/04/2016  13:08  1280 211th AVE NW  Mutual Aid - Building fire  
162  05/04/2016  09:40  22761 East Bethel Blvd  False Alarm  
161  05/03/2016  10:01  18164 Highway 65 NE EMS call 
160  05/02/2016  19:49  24355 Highway 65 NE  Unauthorized burning  
159  05/02/2016  04:28  18164 Highway 65 NE  EMS call  
158  05/01/2016  12:28  19451 East Front BLVD NE  EMS call  
Total 32 

 
 

East Bethel Fire Department 
May, 2016  

Response Calls  
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Date: 
June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 6.0 A-O 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Consent Agenda  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Requested Action: 
Consider approval of the Consent Agenda  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Item A 
 Approve Bills 
 
Item B 
 June 1, 2016 City Council Meeting Minutes  
Meeting minutes from the June 1, 2016 City Council Meeting are attached for your review. 
 
Item C 
 Union Contract 
City Council and the Minnesota Public Employees Association have concluded contract negotiations for a 
labor agreement for term of January 1, 2017 through December 31, 2019. This agreement will replace the 
current contract which will expire December 31, 2016. The new contract with red-line additions is 
included in the packet. 
 
Item D 
 Approve Liquor License Renewals for 2016-2017 
All of the current City liquor license holders have submitted applications for renewal.  Liquor licenses run 
for the period July 1 of each year through and including June 30 of the following year.  License 
applications being considered are for the period July 1, 2016 through and including June 30, 2017.  All 
approvals are subject to all forms being received by the City, background checks being completed, the 
Sheriff’s signature and approval from the Alcohol and Gambling Control Board at the State of Minnesota. 
 
Item E 
 Resolution 2016-26 Accepting Donation from Eckberg Lammers 
The City of East Bethel has received a donation of four Minnesota Twins Tickets valued at $252.00 from 
Eckberg Lammers.  These tickets will be given away in a drawing as part of the Booster Days Family Fun 
Night scheduled for Friday, July 15, 2016. 
 
Item F 
 John Anderson Park Siding Contract for Park Building 
The warming house at John Anderson Park is in need of repairs to the siding due to water intrusion and 
rot issues. Over the past few years, city staff have tried repair the issue but the design and original 
construction seems to not be adequate to prevent the issue from reoccurring. The Building Official and 
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numerous contractors suggested removing the existing siding, replacing the rotting boards underneath, 
wrapping the building, and installing a weather proof maintenance free siding.  
 
Staff has received three quotes for the installation of vinyl siding, aluminum soffit, fascia, window trim 
and door trim. Public works staff will handle the removal and disposal of the old siding as well as the 
replacement of any rotted boards underneath. 
 
The quotes ranged in price from $5,630 to $6,963. Staff recommends the low quote of $5,630 from 
Professional Exteriors, Inc. 
 
Item G 
  Sub Surface Treatment Systems (SSTS) Grant  
The City of East Bethel applied for reimbursement funds from Anoka County Conservation District’s 
Natural Resource Block Grant Program.  Communities can receive up to 50% reimbursement for 
expenses incurred related to SSTS activities.  Eligible expenses include any licensing software used for 
SSTS enforcement, staff inspections and administrative costs.  The City of East Bethel qualifies for up to 
$2,900.00 in reimbursement expenses. Staff requests approval to submit the grant application.   
 
Item H 
 Set Date for Fall Recycle Day 
Staff recommends that the date for the Fall Recycle Day be set for September 17, 2016 at the City Ice 
Arena parking lot. This date allows the monthly drop off day at the Recycle Center, scheduled for the 4th 
Saturday of each month, to continue uninterrupted. 
 
Item I 
 Resolution 2016-27 Declaring Playground Equipment at Rod and Norma Smith Park Surplus 
The playground equipment located at Rod and Norma Smith Park has been scheduled for replacement and 
budgeted for in the 2016 the Parks Capital Improvement Plan. The existing equipment has reached an age 
where it is no longer a benefit to the park or the community and finding replacement parts is no longer an 
option. Staff will recycle and dispose of the playground and swing set and reuse the border edging for the 
new play equipment. 
 
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution 2016-27 declaring the equipment surplus and directing removal 
and disposal. 
 
Item J  

Purchase of Playground Equipment for Rod and Norma Smith Park 
As part of the 2016-2020 Parks Capital Improvement Plan, the playground equipment located at Rod and 
Norma Smith Park is scheduled for replacement. Based on the age and ongoing city inspections of 
playground equipment, staff has determined the replacement of this playground is necessary and 
consistent with the schedule developed for playground replacement. The funding for this purchase has 
been budgeted for in the Park Capital Fund. A total of $35,000 has been allocated for the equipment and 
site improvements. 
 
A proposal from Minnesota/Wisconsin Playground and their GameTime product meets our guidelines and 
has proven to be a durable, low maintenance playground system that has been used in recent playground 
upgrades. The purchase will be made through U.S. Communities, a national joint powers cooperative 
purchasing group of which the City is a member. This group allows communities to purchase items at 
discounted prices based on competitive bidding processes enabling those member communities to 
maximize purchasing power.     
 
Installation of the equipment and site upgrades will be performed by Public Works staff.  
 
Staff recommends purchase of the playground equipment for Rod and Norma Smith Park from 
Minnesota/Wisconsin Playgrounds for the bid sum of $34,997.95 which includes shipping. 
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Item K 
 Set Date for July HRA Meeting 
Staff recommends that the July HRA meeting, originally set for July 6, 2016 be re-scheduled to July 20, 
2016 at 6:30 PM.  
 
Item L 
 Resolution 2016-28 Declaring 1986 Ford L-8000 Fire Tanker Truck and 1983 Chevrolet Kodiak 
Fire Truck as Surplus 
City Council approved the purchase of a Fire Tanker Truck earlier this year.  The Tanker will be complete 
no later than July 31, 2016. The replaced vehicle, a 1986 Ford L-8000 Fire Tanker Truck will be 
decommissioned and has come to the end of its useful service life as a reliable and dependable piece of 
equipment.   
 
The 1983 Chevrolet Kodiak, Series K, Fire Truck, has been replaced by the new Engine 31 and has been 
used for a backup pumper and service vehicle. There is no longer a need for either a backup pumper or a 
service vehicle. This vehicle is ready for decommission and has come to the end of its useful service life 
as a reliable and dependable piece of equipment. 
 
Resolution 2016-28, Declaring Surplus Property, is provided for surplus property declaration and 
authorization for disposal. Bothe vehicles will be sold on the Minnesota State auction site; MinnBid. 
 
Item M 
 Approval of Election Judge Roster for 2016 
Minnesota Statutes 204B.21, Subd. 2, Appointment of Election Judges, requires that the City Council 
appoint election judges.  The appointments must be completed 25 days prior to the primary election (MS 
204B.21, subd.2) which is August 9th.  We have attached a list of primary election judges for your 
consideration.  We are still actively seeking additional judges to fill the remaining available positions. We 
have recruited election judges, and have been provided the names of potential election judges from the 
respective political parties.  Staff is recommending approval of the election judges identified on the roster. 
 
Item N 
 Resolution 2016-29 Identifying the Need and Authorizing an Application for Planning Assistance 
Grant Funds 
The City of East Bethel is eligible for the 2016-2018 Met Council Planning Assistance Grant program.  
The eligible amount is $32,000.00 and can be used for costs directly associated with the City’s local 2040 
Comprehensive Plan update.  This is a non-competitive program and the City needs to apply by 
September 1, 2016 to receive the full amount.   
 
Staff recommends approval of Resolution 2016-29, Identifying the Need and Authorizing an Application 
for Planning Assistance Funds. 
 
Item O 
 Pay Estimate #5 for the 185th Avenue, Laurel Road and Lincoln Drive Street Reconstruction 
Project 
This item includes Pay Estimate #5 to Peterson Companies for the 185th Avenue, Laurel Road and 
Lincoln Drive Street Reconstruction Project. This pay estimate includes payment for the bituminous wear 
course paving. Staff recommends partial payment of $97,610.98. A summary of the recommended 
payment is as follows: 
 
Total Work Completed to Date $ 1,016,406.74 
Less 3% Retainage  $      30,492.20 
Less Previous Payments  $    888,303.56 
Total Payment   $      97,610.98 
 
Payment for this project will be financed from the Municipal State Aid Construction Fund. Funds are 
available and appropriate for this project. A copy of Pay Estimate #5 is attached. 
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EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
JUNE 1, 2016 

 
The East Bethel City Council met on June 1, 2016, at 7:00 p.m. for the regular City Council meeting at City 
Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:     Steve Voss  Ron Koller  Tim Harrington 

Brian Mundle  Tom Ronning 
 

ALSO PRESENT:    Jack Davis, City Administrator 
Mark Vierling, City Attorney 
Mark DuCharme, Fire Chief 

            
1.0 
Call to Order  

The June 1, 2016, City Council meeting was called to order by Mayor Voss at 7:00 p.m.     

2.0  
Pledge of 
Allegiance 

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited. 

3.0 
Adopt 
Agenda  
 

Harrington stated I’ll make a motion to adopt tonight’s agenda including Consent 
Agenda Item I. Supplemental Payment Summary.  Koller stated I’ll second.  Voss 
asked any discussion?  All in favor?  All in favor.  Voss asked opposed?  Hearing none, 
that motion passes. Motion passes unanimously.  
 

4.0A 
Admin. 
Hearing 
4.0A.1 
Ryan Brozek 
Detached 
Access. 
Structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Davis presented the staff report and explained this is an Administrative Hearing for staff’s 
denial of a building permit request.  He presented the request of Ryan Brozek who applied 
for a building permit to construct a 2,400 square foot detached accessory structure on his 
3.5-acre lot, zoned Rural Residential, located at 19820 Naples Street NE. It was noted that 
City Code, Appendix A, Zoning, Section 14, allows these type of structures up 2,400 square 
feet on this size parcel. The Code also provides these structures must be of similar design 
and finished with building materials similar to the principal structure and shall not be used 
as a residentially occupied space, independent residence or dwelling unit, either temporarily 
or permanently.  
 
Davis explained Mr. Brozek submitted plans for the proposed detached accessory structure 
that featured floor trusses designed for a second story and included full length dormers on 
both sides of the structure. This design provides a potential habitable space and is in conflict 
with City Code, Appendix A, Zoning, Section 14-2, General Regulations J, H and K.  He 
noted that Section J specifically states the structure must not be designed or used for human 
habitation and must not contain sewage treatment facilities.  Section K states no cellar, 
garage, tent, or accessory building shall be at any time used as a residentially occupied 
space independent residence of dwelling unit either temporarily or permanently.  Davis 
indicated Mr. Brozek’s request for a building permit was denied for the following reasons: 
• The design exceeds the square footage allowed for accessory structures when the full 

second floor area is added to the area of the first floor footprint of the structure, Section 
14-4. 

• The wall height of the structure is limited to 14 feet and this design features a wall 
height that is 22 feet and 4 9/16th inches.  
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• Mr. Brozek is seeking a permit to construct a detached accessory structure that features a 
full second story, complete with floors that meet live and dead loads for habitable use 
with a minimum wall height of 6 feet 6 3/4 inches and dormers that run the length of the 
proposed structure with the exception of 3 feet on either side of the building. This design 
provides the opportunity to utilize this space for uses other than storage and is in conflict 
with the Code Sections cited above, Section 14-2. 

Davis indicated that detached accessory structures have been approved with storage areas 
that are part of a roof truss system designed for this purpose, which is shown in Attachment 
3 of the packet. These designs do not allow the potential for any use other than storage.  Mr. 
Brozek is proposing to build an accessory building with a second floor.  It is evident by the 
design that this space could potentially be used for or converted to a bonus room, apartment, 
or other habitable use at some point in time or by a future owner and is not a storage area 
incorporated in a roof truss system. 
 
Davis indicated staff recommends that the City Council conduct an Administrative Hearing 
for Mr. Ryan Brozek and upon conclusion of the Hearing provide direction to Staff relating 
to the administrative decision to deny this building permit. 
 
Jeff Brozek, Ryan Brozek’s father, stated after their first meeting with Nick, he knew this 
would not be an easy process and since Ryan works 50 hours a work, he told Ryan he 
would talk to the Council.  Jeff Brozek offered to provide information to the Council that 
included pictures of the residence and existing structures in East Bethel with second stories.  
Voss advised that information is not relevant to the application and staff’s denial.  He asked 
Mr. Brozek to focus on staff’s areas of concern. 
 
Jeff Brozek referenced the staff report and indicated the dormers are not actually full length 
as they step in on both ends.  He stated staff found that the design exceeds the square 
footage allowed for accessory structures when the second floor area is added; however, it 
was his impression that on any building, the square footage was the ground footprint.  He 
stated if considering other accessory structures with second floors, that square footage was 
not factored into the size of the building.  Thus, he feels their building is being signed out.  
Voss stated on the issue of other structures, you need to keep in mind that ordinances 
change over time and those may have been allowed at the time they were constructed. 
 
Jeff Brozek referenced the location of several structures that he believed were not over three 
years old yet had second floors, higher square footages, and permitted by Code.  He again 
opined that their proposed structure was being singled out.  Davis stated the Building 
Official has indicated the allowable square footage is open to interpretation and while in 
some cases only the first floor is considered, in other cases it includes all floors.  He noted if 
the building was listed for sale, the square footage of all floors would be reflected. In this 
matter, staff interprets that the second floor is part of the square footage calculation. 
 
Voss asked if the ordinance specifically indicates the total square footage or the size of the 
building.  Davis advised the wording indicates the size of the building cannot exceed 2,400 
square feet.  Voss stated for the most part, when thinking about accessory buildings (pole 
buildings), two story structures are not thought about.  Davis stated if talking about a second 
floor storage space, it’s incorporated within the roof truss system and does not allow 
potential for human habitation or such use at any point. 
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Jeff Brozek disagreed, thinking that a lot of structures are being built today with bonus or 
expansion trusses with future expansion in mind.  He reviewed the dead load and live load 
rating on the truss, thinking it is the same rating used on the individual floor trusses used in 
the building.  He described the building design and constructed methods, noting it is a 40-
foot building.  They plan to sheath the deck, construct a 6.5-foot wall, and use 180-pound 
trusses.  To construct otherwise would be far more expensive and complicated.  He pointed 
an expansion/storage truss has a lot of wasted space, probably 40-50% of the area being 
built.  Rather, they have designed a building to utilize close to 100% of the space and he 
believed it conformed to the Code.  Mr. Brozek stated the biggest issue he has with this 
denial relates wording such as: ‘provides the potential,’ ‘could possibly be,’ ‘provides the 
opportunity to utilize,’ ‘could potentially be converted to a bonus room at some point in 
time or by a future owner.’  He stated his opinion that everything used to deny this permit is 
speculation and not factual relating to a Code violation.  Mr. Brozek believed the Code 
allows any approved method to build including use of floor trusses.  He stated the second 
floor is no more habitable than any space on the first floor or any space in any other 
building anywhere.  He asked whether park benches and the underside of bridges, where 
people sleep, would be considered habitable.   
 
Davis clarified that the recommendation of denial is based on two factual statements: 
1. The square footage of thee structure exceeds what’s limited in the Zoning Code. 
2. The wall height of the structure exceeds the wall height permitted in the Zoning Code.  

The Zoning Code restricts wall height to 14 feet and the plan proposes a total wall 
height of 22 feet 4 9/16ths inches. 

 
Jeff Brozek maintained that wall height is measured from the floor to the ceiling.  Ronning 
clarified that with accessory structures, wall height is measured from the ground to the top.  
Voss felt a pole building could not be constructed with a 6/12 pitch that will be less than 14 
feet.  He stated 14 feet is the sidewalls, not the total building height.  Mundle stated the 
Planning Commission did discuss the definition of the wall height of this exact situation. 
 
The Council discussed construction methods and interpretation of wall height and storage 
space. 
 
Jeff Brozek referenced language in the State Building Code and East Bethel Code relating 
to what is considered habitable spaces and accessory structures.  He maintained that two-
story buildings are clearly allowed by the Code.  Davis noted the City can be more 
restrictive than the State definition.  Jeff Brozek agreed that is the case but it must be 
written in the Code and applied equally across-the-board. 
 
Jeff Brozek stated he thinks the Council can decide this tonight and offered to meet with 
staff along with a Councilmember.  He stated the Council could also not make a decision 
tonight and refer the application to a State Board of Appeal for consideration by people who 
deal with these issues all the time and understand the Code and intent of the Code and not 
allow the Code to be manipulated.   
 
Voss stated tonight is an Appeal Hearing.  Jeff Brozek stated it is an Administrative 
Hearing, not a Board of Appeal Hearing.  Voss explained this is the process to go through to 
appeal an administrative decision on a Zoning Code issue.  Jeff Brozek continued to 
maintain staff is misinterpreting the City and State Building Code. 
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Voss stated one issue is that there is not clarity on what is meant by square footage in the 
accessory ordinance or how it is applied, which directly affects this application. He 
questioned whether the 14-foot sidewall height is being correctly interpreted.  Voss stated 
the report mentions the second floor not being habitable space but yet says the square 
footage includes both floors, noting it cannot be both ways.  He stated residential structures 
have second floors that are habitable but just because they’re habitable does not mean they 
are lived in if they do not have bathrooms or kitchen facilities.  Voss suggested either 
saying there can be no second floor because the City does not want habitable space or 
determine how to add square footage.  He believed the intent with square footage was never 
to include a second floor. 
 
Ronning concurred.  Davis stated that is correct for a detached accessory structure.  
Ronning stated the center space is not habitable but it is floor space.  Voss felt it was no 
smaller than a bedroom. 
 
Jeff Brozek asked if the height of the second floor is a concern.  He stated their plan was 
drawn with a CAD program with a scissor truss to align the rooflines but they could 
redesign and collar-tie the top trusses at any height to reduce the height of the ceiling.    Mr. 
Brozek stated they want to build the platform structure, floors, walls, and put the trusses on 
top without increasing the cost to hire a crew or crane.  He stated they have put a lot of time 
into these plans and want a design that is easy for them to construct.   Mr. Brozek stated 
there would be an opening in the floor trusses to provide space for a future stairway or lift 
to move something from the lower level to the upper level and provide access.  But, there is 
also room to construct a future stairway.  He described the difficulty in constructing when 
using expansion trusses.  Mr. Brozek thanked the Council for their consideration. 
 
Mundle agreed there are some ambiguities and suggested the Council first address the 
sidewall height issue to alleviate the second story questions.  Davis stated the Code contains 
a table section to address sidewall height and it says a maximum of 14 feet for detached 
accessory structures.  Mundle asked if sidewall height is measured from lowest floor to 
height of the eave.  Davis stated if it were not for the bump out of the dormers, it would be 
an easy question to answer.  But because of the bump out of the dormers, the question is 
where do you stop the measurement.   
 
The Council discussed methods to measure sidewall height and building height, depending 
on the type of roof and whether they contained dormers.  Davis agreed the key is to define 
sidewall height as it is not defined in the ordinance and only indicates it is a maximum of 14 
feet.  Jeff Brozek stated they believed sidewall was defined as measured on the exterior 
from the grade to the bottom of the soffit but believed it is measured instead from the floor 
to the ceiling.  Because of that, they adjusted their building height down.  Davis stated the 
question is which soffit level is measured to, at the end of the building, or the dormer.  
Discussion continued on the interpretation of the Code.   
 
Voss stated it comes down to whether the City’s Code allows a second floor in an accessory 
building, whether storage or not.  Davis advised it is not stated in the Code but is not 
prohibited.  Voss stated then a two-story structure could be built if it met the allowable 
dimensions.  The issue is the trusses and whether the second story is counted within the 
2,400 square feet.  The Council agreed that is not clear in the Code. 
 
Voss stated his opinion that square footage of accessory structures has always been about 
the impact of the footprint.  Mundle noted the Code states, ‘maximum square footage’ so if 
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you add up the square footage, he would ask what is the maximum.  If a footprint of 2,400 
square feet plus an upstairs with allowable square footage, he would ask if it exceeds the 
maximum.  Ronning asked if a home is not completely finished, how is the square footage 
measured.  Mundle stated there are two different ways to measure it, described as finished 
square feet and total square feet.  Voss noted that all buildings had storage within the truss 
spaces.  Mundle indicated the Building Code states, as far as basements, the ceiling height 
can change the use of the room.  If below a certain height limit, it is no longer considered 
finished square footage. 
 
Ronning stated the height of walls is the biggest deprivation and if the truss went down to 
the top plate, there wouldn’t be a complaint.  Davis agreed and stated a lot is open to 
interpretation as the Code is not written to cover every situation.  The request of staff is for 
Council to give direction on this permit that was initially denied on issues somewhat 
speculative and based on potential but upon further examination, comes to the question of 
the square footage and wall height. 
 
Voss stated if the second floor wall height was dropped to an elevation of six foot six 
inches, it would not be deemed habitable/occupied space under the Building Code.  He 
asked if that would avoid the issue.  Davis indicated that eliminates the conflicts with 
Sections J and K.  He asked how to address the issue of calculating square footage and wall 
height. 
 
Ronning asked about the intent for ceiling height.  Jeff Brozek stated they want 14 feet 
downstairs because they want a 12-foot door and ability to put in a hoist.  The upstairs was 
intended strictly for storage and if second story ceiling height is a critical issue, it is easy to 
change.  Jeff Brozek stated if the Council indicates 7.5 feet is a reasonable height, they will 
collar tie it at that height.   
 
The Council discussed measurement of the sidewall and an example drawing that had a 6.5 
feet in the upper floor as measured from the bottom of the truss to the bottom of the tie 
across.  Voss stated then a 14-foot sidewall measurement would not include the upper floor.  
Davis explained that is because there is no bump out with a dormer.  He reviewed the 
dimensions of the proposed building with dormers, noting the consideration is the Zoning 
Code, not the Building Code.  Davis cautioned that this consideration will establish a 
precedence and one issue in the City is that residents rent out their garages yet they do not 
meet Fire Codes, Plumbing Codes, and/or Electrical Codes. 
 
Koller felt the sidewall height goes to the ceiling and the upper level is just dormers and 
should not count in the sidewall height.  Davis stated he does not disagree and the only 
difference is that this dormer is essentially the full length of the building on both sides, 
which increases usable space.  Koller stated the Ordinance does not prohibit that.   
 
Vierling advised the Council needs to look at the intent of the Ordinance, which has not 
been considered in tonight’s discussion.  He stated obviously there was an intent for the 14-
foot wall height restriction instead of allowing taller wall heights. Vierling stated he 
understands the economics of construction and maximizing costs and the issue of existing 
structures but one issue the Council needs to consider is the intent of the maximum 14-foot 
wall height restriction.  Ronning stated he and Koller are the only two on the Council that 
were part of that discussion.  Davis stated it was added two to three years ago.  Before that, 
the maximum was 12 feet.  He explained it was increased to 14-feet to accommodate a 
bigger door height for a recreational vehicle.   
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Voss stated the other issue is how to calculate square footage and his concern is setting a 
precedence and ambiguity over intent.  Vierling stated with regard to intent, you can draw a 
reasonable intention from what you read.  For example, when you have the ordinance 
talking about maximum allowable square footage, there is the issue of whether it means 
simply the footprint or the footage on multiple floors.  When you look at the ordinance that 
specifically allows multiple accessory dwellings on properties of acreage, he thinks there is 
reasonable intent drawn that the drafter of the ordinance at that time was considering simply 
beyond a footprint when looking at possible multiple accessory buildings as you could 
easily quadruple or double that 2,400 square feet if there are second floors.  Ronning stated 
for discussion sake, with the example given, that second floor is square feet.  He asked with 
the storage truss, does it count as square feet. 
 
Voss stated with square footage, he takes the opposing view, noting we have a graduated set 
of allowable square footage based on acreage that is footprint to footprint.  The smaller the 
lot, the smaller the building you can have and the larger the lot, the larger the building you 
can have.  He stated it seems to him it is not elevation, it is tied to square footage, which is 
practical as it is tied to issues of wells and septics and setbacks.  Voss stated he cannot think 
of more than a couple cases in the past where a second floor was discussed for an accessory 
building. 
 
Mundle referred to parcel size and maximum square feet, noting it does not say maximum 
square feet per floor.  Voss stated that is tied to the size of the lot.  Mundle stated but with 
the size of a structure or detached structure, a maximum is a maximum and it does not 
define per floor.  Voss recalled that for homes, the ordinance used to have a minimum 
footprint of 900 square feet.  Davis stated it is now 1,000 square feet.  Voss stated it does 
not say that is the minimum size of the house, but it is the minimum footprint and is tied to 
lot size and making sure the house is practical.  Davis stated in that case, it does include all 
floors.  Mundle explained how it also changes per house style.   
 
Ronning asked the second floor doesn’t count as square feet.  Davis explained the 
interpretation used is that it would be very difficult to make it a habitable space but the 
Code does not specify how to calculate it.  Ronning stated there is an extra cost to create 
that second story so his question is the intent of the use.  Jeff Brozek stated it is an extra 
cost but the primary cost of the structure is the first level and the second story cost is cheap 
space so it is added when the building is constructed, not after it is constructed. 
 
Vierling advised the Council has the opportunity to remand the issue back to the Building 
Department to answer these questions.  Voss stated he is not comfortable making decisions 
on what the intention is without a full process.  He noted if a decision is made contrary to 
staff’s recommendation, it sets precedence so he would rather uphold or suspend the 
hearing until the process can go through, which will include Planning.  Mundle stated he 
would also like to see some concrete definitions on some of the questions raised.  He asked 
whether the Council was under a time constraint.  Vierling advised the Council has 
conducted the initial hearing and can remand the matter to staff to answer questions, 
keeping the hearing open and bringing it back before them at the next meeting.  Voss stated 
his support to remand the issue to staff and continue the hearing for two weeks. 
 
Davis asked whether the Council wanted this item to go to the Planning Commission for 
recommendation.  Voss asked staff to research past meeting minutes related to setting the 
wall height measurement so that in two weeks, the Council may be able to define these 
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things.  Davis offered to meet with Mr. Brozek to review Building Code language that may 
shed some light on this and give clarification to some of the Councils questions.  In 
addition, staff will conduct other research in the hope that this item can be resolved at the 
next meeting. 
 
Voss stated for all the two-story buildings he has seen, they are not pole buildings so people 
put more work into them, which brings the issue back to square footage.  He stated the 
Council may have to define square footage.  Davis concurred. 
 
Ronning asked whether tonight’s discussion reveals the Council’s intentions.  Davis stated 
it does and it will be beneficial to meet and further discuss this item, to provide more 
information, and get some clarification so a decision can be made.   
 
Ronning moved to remand the issue back to the Building Department for clarification 
on the issues the Council has indicated such as the computation of square footage, 
whether or not they are using a footprint or multiple floors, how the 14-foot sidewall is 
measured, and any other commentary they want to supply in terms of how they 
proceeded for the Council’s consideration in two weeks.  Koller stated I’ll second.  
Voss asked any other discussion?  All in favor say aye?  All in favor.  Voss asked any 
opposed?  That motion passes. Motion passes unanimously.  
 

4.0B 
Presentation 
4.0B.1 
Auto Manual 
Aid Fire 
Department 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Davis presented the report and staff’s recommendation to approve the Automatic Mutual 
Aid Plan for the City of East Bethel, City of Bethel, and Linwood Township.  He explained 
that Mutual Aid is a process whereby one jurisdiction supports another when requested.  
Automatic Aid, or Auto Aid, is a process whereby one jurisdiction supports another 
automatically when an incident occurs.  The Anoka County Fire Departments have 
supported each other for years through a Mutual Aid and Auto Aid plans.  Our Auto Aid 
plans are limited to a specific time of day and days of weeks; 5 a.m. to 5 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. 
 
Davis described the discussion over the past six months of the Fire Chiefs of East Bethel, 
Bethel, and Linwood about expanding the scope of Auto Aid to 24 hours a day, seven days 
a week and conclusion it would be beneficial to all parties.  Davis indicated that the 
Insurance Services Office (ISO), which rates fire departments, will not recognize Auto Aid 
plans unless they are 24/7.  The new Auto Aid plan may give the East Bethel Fire 
Department additional points towards a lower rating on the next assessment.  All other 
Mutual Aid and Auto Aid agreements will remain in effect.  In the future, it is possible that 
other neighboring cities may request to enter into similar 24/7 Auto Aid agreements with 
East Bethel.  Davis stated staff recommends approval of the Automatic Aid plan with 
Bethel and Linwood fire departments.  
 
Fire Chief DuCharme stated why this proposal for a formal agreement is important for East 
Bethel, Linwood, and Bethel, noting auto accidents would be limited to daytime but 
reported structure fire would be 24/7.  He stated he does not think this agreement will 
increase any number of calls or create a fiscal impact related to payroll.  DuCharme 
described the procedure for call out with this program and indicated it will be tracked for 
ISO consideration. 
 
Koller moved to approve Resolution 2016-23, approving the Automatic Aid plan with 
the City Bethel and Linwood Township fire departments.  Mundle stated I’ll second.  
Voss asked any discussion?   
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Ronning asked whether the protocols will become uniform.  DuCharme stated they will not 
because communities have different values.  As an example, in East Bethel the value is to 
run all medicals but in Ham Lake they only run certain medicals.  DuCharme answered 
questions of the Council relating to when and how Auto Aid calls will be answered.  Voss 
asked any other discussion?  All in favor say aye?  All in favor.  Voss asked any opposed?  
That motion passes. Motion passes unanimously.  
 

5.0 
Public 
Forum 

No one signed to speak at the Public Forum. 

  
6.0 
Consent 
Agenda 

Item A Approve Bills 
 
Item B May 18, 2016 Town Hall Meeting Minutes  
 
Item C Resolution 2016-24, Accepting Donation from Chops, Inc. 
 
Item D Acknowledgement of Receipt of Certificate of Appreciation from Heading Home 

Anoka 
 
Item E Approve Application to Conduct Excluded Bingo for East Bethel Seniors – Booster 

Day, July 16, 2016 
 
Item F Res. 2016-25 Designating 2003 Ford F-550 Light Duty Truck Surplus Property 
 
Item G Approve Purchase of Light Duty Truck with Dump Box and Snowplow  This item 

was removed from the Consent Agenda. 
 
Item H Approve Application to Conduct a Raffle for Hope Chest for Breast Cancer on August 

27, 2016 
 
Item I  Supplemental Payment Summary 
 
Harrington stated I’ll make a motion to adopt tonight’s Consent Agenda.  Mundle 
stated I’d like to pull item G.  Ronning stated second.  Voss asked any discussion?  All in 
favor?  All in favor.  Voss asked any opposed?  Hearing none, that motion passes. Motion 
passes unanimously.  
 

6.0G 
Approve 
Purchase of 
Light Duty 
Truck with 
Dump Box and 
Snowplow 

Mundle requested a correction in the second to the last paragraph to indicate Ford F550 rather than 
Ford F450.  Davis clarified that the truck to be purchased is a 2017 Ford F450 and he will assure the 
correction is addressed.  Mundle stated with that correction he’ll make a motion to approve the 
purchase of light duty truck with dump box and snowplow.  Harrington stated I’ll second.  
Voss asked any discussion?   
 
Ronning stated for general information, this is an excellent price.  Davis stated this purchase 
is through a State contract bid and explained that process satisfies the City’s procurement 
requirements.  Voss asked any other discussion?  All in favor?  All in favor.  Voss asked 
any opposed?  That motion passes. Motion passes unanimously.  
 

7.0 
New Business 

Commission, Association and Task Force Reports 
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Davis presented the staff report and request of Sara Stream, 20856 Kissel Street, for an IUP 
for the keeping of six chickens on her 1.99-acre lot. This property is zoned Rural 
Residential and the request complies with City Code, Chapter 10, Article V, Farm Animals. 
There was no one that spoke in opposition to the request for an IUP for the keeping of 
chickens at the public hearing.  Davis presented the recommendation of the Planning 
Commission, by unanimous vote at their May 24, 2016 meeting, to approve an IUP for the 
keeping up to six chickens for Ms. Sara Stream, 20856 Kissel Street NE, East Bethel, MN 
55011, PIN 13-33-23-31-0007, subject to the seven conditions as detailed in the staff report. 
 
Ronning stated move to adopt the recommendation by the Planning Commission 
regarding chickens at PIN 13-33-23-31-0007, subject to the seven conditions as detailed 
in the staff report.  Koller stated I’ll second.  Voss asked any discussion?  All in favor?  
All in favor.  Voss asked any opposed?  That motion passes. Motion passes unanimously.  
 

7.0A.2 
IUP Farm 
Animals 
2630 196th 
Avenue NE 
 

Davis presented the staff report and request of Stacey Persons, 2630 196th Avenue, for an 
IUP for the keeping of five chickens on her 6.44-acre lot. This property is zoned Rural 
Residential and the request complies with City Code, Chapter 10, Article V, Farm Animals. 
There was no one that spoke in opposition to the request for an IUP for the keeping of 
chickens at the public hearing.  Davis presented the recommendation of the Planning 
Commission to approve an IUP for keeping of up to five chickens for Stacey Persons, 2630 
196th Ave NE, East Bethel, MN 55011, PIN 27-33-23-22-0004, subject to the seven 
conditions as detailed in the staff report. 
 
Ronning stated move to adopt the recommendation by the Planning Commission for 
an IUP for the keeping of chickens at PIN 27-33-23-22-0004, subject to the seven 
conditions as detailed in the staff report.  Harrington stated I’ll second.  Voss asked any 
discussion?  All in favor?  All in favor.  Voss asked opposed?  Hearing none, that motion 
passes. Motion passes unanimously.  
 

7.0A.3 
IUP Private 
Kennel 
2630 196th 
Avenue NE 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Davis presented the staff report and request of Stacey Persons, 2630 196th Ave., for an IUP 
for a private kennel license for the keeping of six dogs on her 6.44-acre lot.  This property is 
zoned Rural Residential and Ms. Persons currently has two dogs, a Great Dane and a Golden 
Retriever. There are no enclosures for the dogs but the applicant has stated they plan to 
install a fenced area to contain the animals.  The dogs have proof of rabies vaccination and 
are currently licensed with the City.  
 
Davis presented the requirements contained in East Bethel City Code Chapter 10, Article II. 
Dogs.  He stated four residents, whose locations are listed on Attachment 1 in the packet, 
expressed concerns regarding the application for the IUP. Their issues were barking dogs 
and the potential for dogs running loose. As questioned by the Planning Commission, the 
applicant provided additional information regarding enclosures, hours the dogs would be 
contained inside the home, and intent for eventually having additional dogs. The applicant 
has indicated that she may breed dogs in the future. An IUP for a home occupation would 
be required for this activity if sale of puppies is contemplated.  Davis stated the minutes of 
the May 24, 2016, Planning Commission Meeting were forwarded to City Council and 
include the discussions that occurred at that meeting.  The minutes are also available to 
view on the City’s website. 
 
Davis presented the recommendation of the Planning Commission at their May 24, 2016, 
meeting, and by unanimous vote, to approve an IUP for a Private Kennel License for no 
more than six dogs for Ms. Persons, located at 2630 196th Avenue NE, East Bethel, MN 
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7.0A.3 
IUP Private 
Kennel 
2630 196th 
Avenue NE 
 
 
 
 
 

5501, PIN: 27-33-23-22-0004, subject to the seven conditions as detailed in the staff report. 
 
Mundle stated I’ll make a motion to approve the IUP for Private Kennel License for no 
more than six dogs for Ms. Persons, located at 2630 196th Avenue NE, East Bethel, MN 
5501, PIN: 27-33-23-22-0004, subject to the seven conditions as detailed in the staff 
report.  Harrington stated I’ll second.  Voss asked any discussion?  All in favor?  All in 
favor.  Voss asked opposed?  Hearing none, that motion passes. Motion passes 
unanimously.  
 

7.0A.4 
Admin. Subd. 
Ord. Amend. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Davis presented the staff report and consideration of the Planning Commission on May 24, 
2016, when it held a public hearing to discuss potential changes to Chapter 66, Article V, 
Administrative Subdivisions. The proposed changes include amendments to allow a simple 
lot split for divisions of property that create no more than two lots, one of which must have 
an existing home, meet the underlying zoning requirements, and require no new public 
roads.  Currently, a lot split can only occur under the provisions of the City Zoning 
Ordinance, Section 12 for a metes and bounds property and only if that property creates five 
acre or greater lot sizes and each lot has 300 feet of road frontage.   
 
Davis explained the City received more requests for this type of lot split but most applicants 
cannot meet the metes and bounds requirement of 300 feet of frontage or may want to only 
sell the house and retain not less than 2.5 acres of property.  The only option available to a 
property owner that desires to complete a simple lot split as described above is to go 
through the full subdivision process.  For a simple lot split that can meet the requirements of 
the underlying zoning district, the subdivision process may not be necessary and is 
excessively expensive for the property owner. This process also requires a Developers 
Agreement between the City and the applicant. 
 
Davis noted existing City fees to complete the simple lot split would result in the 
homeowner being charged $1,450 for the concept, preliminary, and final plat, $6,500 in 
escrow fees and park dedication fees based on the value of the property.   The escrow fees, 
if not required for legal or engineering review, are returned to the applicant after the project 
is complete.  
 
Davis stated the simple lot split modification, as proposed in Attachment 2, seems to be a 
more practical, cost effective means to deal with these types of land division. The cost to 
the applicant under this proposal would be a $300 application fee, a $1,000 escrow, and 
park dedication fees based on the value of the property.  The City Attorney has reviewed the 
proposed changes to the Administrative subdivision ordinance and his comments are 
reflected in Attachment 2. 
 
Davis indicated the Planning Commission recommends changes to the Administrative 
Subdivision Ordinance, Chapter 66, Article V as presented in Attachment 2 to the City 
Council.   
 
Ronning stated move to adopt the recommended changes to the Administrative 
Subdivision Ordinance, Chapter 66, Article V as presented in Attachment 2 to the City 
Council.  Harrington stated I’ll second.  Voss asked discussion?   
 
Mundle stated he has a question on Section 66-134, Qualifications, C5, noting it states a 
simple lot split can only be done once and a future lot split requires meeting all 
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7.0A.4 
Admin. Subd. 
Ord. Amend. 

requirements of Chapter 66.  He asked how that will be tracked.  Vierling advised that as a 
matter of course for any lot split, the City has to sign and provide to the County an 
authorization allowing the split and recording so there would be a record at the County that 
the City did consent at that time.  It would be reflected on the original lot and the newly 
created lot.  Voss stated this will be a nice change and make the process less cumbersome.  
Voss asked any other discussion?  All in favor?  All in favor.  Voss asked any opposed?  
That motion passes. Motion passes unanimously.  
 

7.0B 
Economic 
Development 
Authority 

None. 

7.0C 
Park 
Commission  

None. 

7.0D 
Road 
Commission  

None. 
 

8.0 
Department 
Reports  
8.0A 
Community 
Development 

None. 
 

8.0B 
Engineer 

None. 

8.0C 
City Attorney 

None. 
 

8.0D 
Finance 
8.0D.1 
2017 Budget 
Meeting 

Davis presented the staff report and City’s policy for staff to submit the proposed City 
budget for the coming year to Council during the month of July to initiate Council’s review, 
direction and eventual approval of the 2017 Budget.  Staff is proposing that the 2017 Draft 
Budget be presented to Council at a Work Meeting prior to the regularly scheduled Council 
meeting on July 6th, at a Work Meeting on July 13th, or other time as desired by Council. At 
this meeting, the City Administrator, Finance Director and the Department Heads will 
present their proposed budgets and answer questions from the Council regarding the 
requests. It was noted the Council is required to submit an approved preliminary budget in 
September and approved final budget in December to the County for the 2017.   Davis 
presented staff’s request that Council to set a date for the 2017 Draft Budget presentation 
and provide direction as to any changes in the format of the discussion.  
 
The Council discussed availability.  Harrington stated motion to schedule a Work 
Meeting on July 6th at 5:30 p.m. to discuss the 2017 Preliminary Budget.  Koller stated 
I’ll second.  Voss asked any discussion?  All in favor?  All in favor.  Voss asked any 
opposed?  That motion passes. Motion passes unanimously.  
 

8.0E 
Public Works 

None. 
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8.0F 
Fire 
Department 

None. 

8.0G 
City 
Administrator 

None. 
 

9.0 Other 
9.0A 
Staff Reports 
 
AV Project 
 
June 8 Work 
Meeting 
 
 
 
 
Road Project 
Update 

Davis reported the Council Chamber audio visual project will start on Monday and be 
completed by the June 15th Council meeting.   
 
Davis requested authorization to schedule a joint Council/Planning Commission Work 
Meeting on June 8th starting at 6 p.m. to discuss the proposed zoning changes to the Light 
Industrial Zone, City Code Appendix A.  Mundle stated make a motion to schedule a 
Work Meeting with the Planning Commission for June 8th.  Harrington stated I’ll 
second.  Voss stated he will not know whether he can attend this meeting for several days.  
Voss asked any discussion?  All in favor?  All in favor.  Voss asked opposed?  Hearing 
none, that motion passes. Motion passes unanimously.   Note: At the end of this meeting, 
motion was made, seconded, and passed to change the start time from 6 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.  
 
Davis stated the wear course on Lincoln and Longfellow began today so that project will 
finally be completed. 
 

9.0B  
Council  
Report – 
Member 
Mundle 

Mundle stated he had no meetings to attend so has nothing to report on meetings.  He 
announced Booster Day is looking for vendors and asked if the City is still looking for 
seasonal maintenance workers.  Davis stated one position remains open but an applicant 
was interviewed yesterday who may be interested. 
 

Council 
Member 
Koller 

None. 
 

Council       
Member 
Ronning 

None. 

Council 
Member 
Harrington 

Harrington announced there are openings for the July 15th Chamber of Commerce Golf 
Tournament. 

Mayor Voss 
Waterball 
Tourney 
 
Movie in the  
Park 

Voss asked whether the Council is interested in making a Booster Day challenge to the Ham 
Lake Council for a waterball tournament.  The Council indicated in the affirmative and 
asked staff to extend the invitation if acceptable with the Fire Department. 
 
Davis stated to encourage attendance at the July 15th Booster Day Movie in the Park event, 
they will be showing the new Star Wars movie and there will be costumed actors.  It will be 
held at Booster West.  He encouraged all to attend this Friday night event and added the St. 
Francis Youth Hockey Association will have the concession stand open. 
 

9.0C 
Other 

None. 

9.0D 
Closed 

Vierling stated thank you Mr. Mayor.  For the members of the public and for the benefit of 
the record, we’d note the Council is about to go into Closed Session authorized under 
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Session 
Union 
Negotiations 
PINs 
#29-33-23-34-
0001 and  
#29-33-23-33-
0002 
 
 

Minnesota Statute 13D to review two matters.  The first is relative to Union Negotiations 
authorized under Minnesota Statute 13D.03.  The second is with regard to potential real 
estate acquisitions authorized under Minnesota Statute 13D.05, affecting parcels #29-33-23-
34-0001 and #29-33-23-33-0002. 
 
The Council will maintain a tape recorded or digitally recorded devise on the course of the 
Closed Session that will be maintained for a period of two years as required by law.  He 
recommended a motion be made to go into Closed Session for the purposes indicated.  It 
was noted that the Council will be coming back into Open Session after that Closed Session 
is concluded to announce any actions that were taken during the course of the Closed 
Session. 
 

Move to  
Closed 
Session 

Mundle stated make a motion to go into Closed Session at 8:38 p.m. for the purposes 
that City Attorney’s indicated.  Harrington stated I’ll second.  Voss asked any 
discussion?  All in favor say aye?  All in favor.  Voss asked any opposed?  That motion 
passes. Motion passes unanimously.  
 

Reconvene 
Open Session 
 
 
Closed 
Session 
Summary 
Report 
 
 
 
Change 
Start Time of 
June 8, 2016, 
Work 
Meeting 

Vierling stated thank you Mr. Mayor.  For the benefit of the public and again for the 
minutes, we’d note that the Council’s back into Open Session after having concluded a 
Closed Session.  Closed Session was attended by all members of the Council including City 
Staff Administrator Mr. Jack Davis and myself, Mark Vierling, as City Attorney.  The 
Council reviewed matters relative to Union Negotiations as a status report and took no 
action.  The Council also received reports from the City Administrator and the City 
Attorney with regard to real estate acquisition issues affecting two properties as noted 
previously.  Again, the Council took no action on either in specific but gave staff some 
direction relative to strategy and process.  That concludes the summary report of the Closed 
Session. 
 
Mundle stated we need to amend a motion for that meeting.  Mundle stated I’ll make a 
motion to amend the motion for the June 8th Work Meeting with P&Z to change the 
time from 6 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.  Ronning stated second.  Voss asked any discussion?  All 
in favor say aye?  All in favor.  Voss asked any opposed?  That motion passes. Motion 
passes unanimously.  
 

10.0 
Adjourn 
 

Harrington stated I’ll make a motion to adjourn.  Mundle stated I’ll second.  Voss 
asked any discussion?  All in favor?  All in favor.  Voss asked any opposed?  Hearing 
none, meeting adjourned. Motion passes unanimously.  
 
Meeting adjourned at 8:56 p.m. 

 
Submitted by:  
Carla Wirth 
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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NAME OF ON-SALE OFF-SALE ON-SALE OFF-SALE SUNDAY WORKERS BACKGROUND INSURANCE CHECK
LICENSEE 3.2 3.2 SALES COMP FORMS RECEIVED CERTIFICATE PROCESSED

BLUE RIBBON PINES $3,500.00 -- -- -- $200.00 X X X 5/4/2016
Total of five owners

COOPER'S CORNER -- -- -- $150.00 -- X X X 5/4/2016
Total of three owners

COOPER'S CORNER LIQUOR -- $380.00 -- -- -- X X X 5/4/2016
Total of three owners

E.J.'S BOTTLE SHOP $3,500.00 $280.00 -- -- $200.00 X X X 5/4/2016
Total of two owners

GO FOR IT -- $380.00 -- -- -- X X X 5/4/2016
Total of one owner

HIDDEN HAVEN COUNTRY $3,500.00 -- -- $150.00 $200.00 X X X 4/29/2016
CLUB Total of one owner
MOONSHINE WHISKEY $3,500.00 -- -- -- $200.00 X X X 5/25/2016

Total of one owner
ROUTE 65 DISCOUNT LIQUORS -- $280.00 -- -- -- X X X 5/25/2016

Total of two owners
ROUTE 65 PUB & GRUB $3,500.00 -- -- -- $200.00 X X X 5/25/2016

Total of two owners
SMOKEY'S PUB N' GRILL $3,500.00 $380.00 -- -- $200.00 X X X 5/25/2016

Total of three owners
VIKING MEADOWS $3,500.00 -- -- -- $200.00 X X X 5/25/2016

Total of four owners
WAYNE'S LIQUOR -- $380.00 -- -- -- X X X 5/4/2016

Total of one owner
If highlighted, we have not received all information needed to meet requirements.

2016-2017 Liquor License Renewal List
For approval at the June 15, 2016 City Council Meeting
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2016-26 

 
RESOLUTION ACKNOWLEDGING THE DONATION FROM 

ECKBERG LAMMERS 
 

 WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel has received a donation of four Minnesota Twins Tickets 
valued at $252.00 from Eckberg Lammers to be used towards the Family Fun Night scheduled for Friday, 
July 15, 2016.  
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST BETHEL, 
MINNESOTA THAT:  the City Council of the City of East Bethel acknowledges and accepts the 
Minnesota Twins Tickets valued at $252.00 from Eckberg Lammers.  
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: the City Council of the City of East Bethel expresses its 
thanks and appreciation to Eckberg Lammers for the donation of the Minnesota Twins Tickets for a prize 
drawing on Family Fun Night.  
 
Adopted this 15th day of June, 2016 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
 
 
______________________________ 
Steven R. Voss, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2016-27 

  
RESOLUTION DESIGNATING SURPLUS PLAYGROUND EQUIPMENT 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel owns and maintains park and playground equipment 
for recreational purposes; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel has adopted a Parks Capital Improvement Plan for 
the replacement of park and playground equipment; and   

 
WHEREAS, the park and playground equipment located at Rod and Norma Smith Park 

has been scheduled for replacement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council of East Bethel has approved the purchase of replacement 

equipment pursuant to the Parks Capital Improvement Plan. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST 
BETHEL, MINNESOTA THAT:  the park and playground equipment located at Rod and 
Norma Smith Park is hereby declared as surplus property and direction to dispose of the property 
is hereby authorized.  
 
Adopted this 15th day of June, 2016 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 

 
 
______________________________ 
Steven R. Voss, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 
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QuantityQuantityQuantityQuantity Part #Part #Part #Part # DescriptionDescriptionDescriptionDescription Unit PriceUnit PriceUnit PriceUnit Price AmountAmountAmountAmount
1 RDU GameTime - PT16034 Charge. $21,404.46 $21,404.46 
1 RDU GameTime - Four-unit swing package. $4,556.00 $4,556.00 
1 CONS Lump Sum - Provide one consultant to

supervise a one day volunteer build. -
Drilling of footing holes and concrete footings
by others.

$750.00 $750.00 

1 EWF - 10L EWFLGE - Lump Sum - 10" compressed
depth engineered wood fiber.

$2,193.00 $2,193.00 

1 161290 GameTime - Geo-Textile 2250 Sq Ft Roll $596.00 $596.00 
1 161291 GameTime - Geo-Textile 1125 Sq Ft Roll $298.00 $298.00 
11 4862 GameTime - Playground Border (Blowmold) $47.00 $517.00 
2 4858 GameTime - Access Playcurb-w/Adap $484.00 $968.00 
1 178749 GameTime - Owner's Kit $50.00 $50.00 

SubTotal:
Freight:

Total Amount:

$31,332.46 
$3,665.49 

$34,997.95 

This quotation is subject to current Minnesota/Wisconsin Playground policies as well as the following terms and conditions. Our quotation is
based on shipment of all items at one time to a single destination, unless noted, and changes are subject to price adjustment. Purchases in excess
of $1,000.00 to be supported by your written purchase order made out to Minnesota/Wisconsin Playground.

This quotation is subject to polices in the current Gametime Park and Playground catalog and the following terms and conditions. Our quotation
is based on shipment of all items at one time to a single destination, unless noted, and changes are subject to price adjustment. Purchases in
excess of $1,000.00 to be supported by your written purchase order made out to Gametime, c/o Minnesota/Wisconsin Playground.

Pricing: f.o.b. factory, firm for 30 days from date of quotation. Sales tax, if applicable, will be added at time of invoice unless a tax exempt
certificate is provided at time of order entry.

Payment terms: net 30 days for tax supported governmental agencies. A 1.5% per month finance charge will be imposed on all past due accounts.
Equipment shall be invoiced separately from other services and shall be payable in advance of those services and project completion. Retainage
not accepted.

Exclusions: unless specifically included, this quotation excludes all site work and landscaping; removal of existing equipment; acceptance of
equipment and off-loading; storage of goods prior to installation; equipment assembly and installation; safety surfacing; borders and drainage
provisions.

Minnesota / Wisconsin Playground
5101 Highway 55, Suite 6000
Golden Valley, Minnesota 55422
Ph. 800-622-5425 | 763-546-7787
Fax 763-546-5050 | info@mnwiplay.com

QUOTE
#15463

05/02/2016

Rod and Norma Smith Park D8076H

City of East Bethel
Attn: Nate Ayshford
2241 221st Ave. NE
East Bethel, MN 55011
Phone: 763-367-7876

Ship To Zip: 55011
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Order Information:

Bill To: _____________________________________________                  Ship To: _____________________________

Company: ___________________________________________                 Project Name: ________________________

Attn: ________________________________________________                 Attn: _____________________________

Address: _____________________________________________                 Address:  ____________________________

City, State, Zip:  _______________________________________                City, State, Zip:  ______________________

Contact: ______________________________________________                 Contact:  ____________________________

Tel: _________________________________________________                 Tel:  ________________________________

Fax: _________________________________________________                 Fax:  ________________________________

Acceptance of quotation:

Accepted By (printed): _________________________________                 P.O. No: _____________________________

Signature: ___________________________________________                 Date: ________________________________

Title: _______________________________________________                 Phone:  ______________________________

Facsimile:  __________________________________________                 Purchase Amount: $34,997.95

Minnesota / Wisconsin Playground
5101 Highway 55, Suite 6000
Golden Valley, Minnesota 55422
Ph. 800-622-5425 | 763-546-7787
Fax 763-546-5050 | info@mnwiplay.com

QUOTE
#15463

05/02/2016

Rod and Norma Smith Park D8076H
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2016-28 

  
RESOLUTION DESIGNATING SURPLUS PROPERTY 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel owns and operates a fleet of Fire Trucks and 
equipment for the purposes of emergency response; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel has adopted a plan for the replacement of Fire 
Trucks and equipment; and   

 
WHEREAS, the 1986 Ford L-8000 Fire Tanker Truck has come to the end of its useful 

service life as a reliable and dependable piece of equipment; and 
 
WHEREAS, the 1983 Chevrolet Kodiak, Series K, Fire Truck has come to the end of its 

useful service life as a reliable and dependable piece of equipment; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council of East Bethel has approved the purchase of a replacement 

piece of equipment; and 
  
 WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel will sell both the 1986 Ford L-8000 Fire Tanker 
Truck and the 1983 Chevrolet Kodiak, Series K, Fire Truck on State Auction;   
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST 
BETHEL, MINNESOTA THAT:  1986 Ford L-8000 Fire Tanker Truck and the 1983 
Chevrolet Kodiak, Series K, Fire Truck be declared as surplus property and placed for sale on the 
State Auction. 
 
Adopted this 15th day of June, 2016 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 

 
 
______________________________ 
Steve Voss., Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2016-29 

  
RESOLUTION IDENTIFYING THE NEED FOR FUNDING 

TO COMPLETE THE CITY OF EAST BETHEL  
 2040 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE AND 

AUTHORIZING AN APPLICATION FOR PLANNING ASSISTANCE GRANT FUNDS 
 

WHEREAS the City of East Bethel must review and update its comprehensive plan as required 
by the “decennial” review provision of Minnesota Statutes section 473.864 , subdivision 2; and 
 

WHEREAS, on April 27, 2016, the Metropolitan Council adopted need-based eligibility criteria 
for awarding available local planning assistance grant funds and established maximum grant amounts 
for eligible grantees to help grantees review and update their comprehensive plans as required by the 
“decennial” review provisions of Minnesota Statutes section 473.864, subdivision 2; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City is an eligible city, county, or town in the metropolitan area as defined in 
Minnesota Statutes section 473.121; and 
 

WHEREAS, planning assistance grant funds will be made available to eligible applicants subject 
to terms and conditions contained in Metropolitan Council grant agreements. 
 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST BETHEL, 
MINNESOTA THAT: 
 
the City Administrator is authorized to:   
 

1) Submit on behalf of the City an application to the Metropolitan Council for Local Planning 
Assistance grant funds for the decennial review and update of the City’s local comprehensive 
plan required under Minnesota Statutes section 473.864; and  

2) Execute on behalf of the City a grant agreement with the Metropolitan Council for planning 
assistance grant funds. 

 
Adopted this 15th day of June, 2016 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 

 
 
______________________________ 
Steven R. Voss, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
8.0 A.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Interim Use Permit Renewal for the keeping of Farm Animals 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approval of the renewal of an IUP for the keeping of farm animals. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Mr. Randolph Anderson, 24315 University Ave. NE received an Interim Use permit for the 
keeping of Farm Animals in August 2013.  The IUP stipulated conditions that Mr. Anderson 
continues to maintain. His original IUP was issued in 2013 and will expire in August 2016. 
 
He has submitted an application for an IUP renewal.  The IUP is for the keeping of up to four (4) 
horses and/or three (3) bovines, located at 24315 University Ave Ext.  Mr. Anderson owns 17 
acres of property and meets all the requirements of City Code, Chapter 10, Article V.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Attachments: 

1. IUP Renewal Agreement 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends the approval of an IUP to Mr. Randolph Anderson for the Keeping of Farm 
Animals at 24315 University Ave. NE subject to the conditions as outlined in the IUP Renewal 
agreement.     
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by: _______________   Second by: _______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes: _____     Vote No: _____ 
 
No Action Required: _____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council Meeting 
Agenda Information 
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
ANOKA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

INTERIM USE PERMIT (IUP) AGREEMENT 
 
 
 

Dated:    June 15th, 2016    
 
Property Owner:  Randolph E. Anderson 
    24315 University Ave. Ext. NE 
    East Bethel, MN 55005-9772   
 
Applicant:   Randolph E. Anderson 
      
Parcel Location:  24315 University Ave. Ext. NE   

Anoka County 
    East Bethel, MN 55005-9772 
 
Parcel Number:  30-34-23-22-0009 
    30-34-23-22-0010    
 
Present Zoning District: RR - Rural Residential 
     
 
IUP REQUEST:  to continue the keeping of up to four (4) horses and/or three (3) 
bovines, located at 24315 University Ave. Ext. NE, East Bethel.   
 

CITY COUNCIL ACTION 

The City Council considered the matter at its meeting on June 15th, 2016 and approved 
the IUP continuation request with the following conditions. 

 

CONDITIONS AND REQUIREMENTS 
 

1. An Interim Use Permit Agreement must be signed and executed by the property 
owner and the City. 

2. Property owner shall provide shelter and have a minimum of 8.2 acres of pasture land 
for the animals. 

3. Property owner must comply with City Code Section 10. Article V. Farm Animals.  
4. Permit shall expire when: 

a. The property is sold, or 
b. Non-compliance of IUP conditions   

5. Property owners shall have thirty (30) days to remove approved domestic farm 
animals upon expiration or termination of the IUP. 

6. Property will be inspected and evaluated annually by city staff. 

IUP-16-01 
Renewal of IUP 13-06 
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7. Conditions of the IUP must be met no later than August 1, 2016.  IUP will not be 
reissued until all conditions are met. Failure to meet conditions will result in the null 
and void of the IUP. 

8. The IUP shall be for a term of three (3) years, expiring on June 15th, 2019, at which 
time the applicant will be required to re-apply for an IUP.  
 

 
ACCEPTANCE 

 
The undersigned property owner hereby accepts the foregoing conditions and agreed to 
be bound thereby. 
 
PROPERTY OWNER:    
    
___________________________________    
Randolph E. Anderson     
      
         
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA  ) 
     ) ss. 
COUNTY OF                          ) 
 
On this _____ day of ______________, 2016, before me a notary public, personally 
appeared Randolph E. Anderson who signed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged 
said instrument to be the free act and deed of the City. 
 
 
       _____________________________ 

Notary Public 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
8.0 A.2   
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Simple Lot Subdivision – 20381 East Bethel Blvd. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approval of an Administrative Subdivision, Simple Lot Split for Ms. Rimma Medelberg 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Ms. Rimma Medelberg owns a 29.04 acre lot at 20381 East Bethel Blvd. that is zoned Rural Residential. 
Ms. Medelberg’s residence is located on this tract.  It is her plan to sell the house and divide the property 
into two lots, one of which will retain the home and contain 2.5 acres (including right of way) and the 
other lot will be 26.54 acres.  Per revisions that were approved at the City Council meeting on June 1, 
2016, Ms. Medelberg’s property qualifies for a simple lot split under the amended Administrative 
Subdivision Ordinance.  Ms. Medelberg meets the requirements for a simple lot division and the 
requirements of the underlying Rural Residential (RR) zoning district.  
 
The legal description of the proposed lot split is currently being prepared and will be forwarded to 
Council and included in this report on Monday, June 13, 2016.    
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Attachments: 

1. Administrative Lot Split Plat  
2. Location Map 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends the approval of the Administrative Subdivision request for Ms. Medelberg, 20381 East 
Bethel Blvd, East Bethel, MN 55011, PIN# 22-33-23-11-0006.   
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action: 
 
Motion by: _______________   Second by: _______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes: _____     Vote No: _____ 
No Action Required: _____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council Meeting 
Agenda Information 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
8.0 B.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
City Engineer Project Report 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Item 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The City Engineer will provide an update on the Castle Towers WWTP Decommission Project 
and report on the Phase I Service Road Project.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Attachments: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
To be determined 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
No action required.     
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by: _______________   Second by: _______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes: _____     Vote No: _____ 
 
No Action Required: _____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council Meeting 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 B.2  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Resolution 2016-30 Accepting Bids for the 2016 Street Surface Improvement Project 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider Approval of Resolution 2016-30 Accepting Bids for the 2016 Street Surface Improvement Project  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The City Council approved the plans and specifications and authorized solicitation of bids for the 2016 Street 
Surface Improvement Project at the May 18, 2016 meeting. Bids were opened on June 10, 2016. This project 
includes overlaying approximately 12,000 lineal feet of City Street and reclaiming and overlaying 6,700 lineal 
feet of City Street. There were also 2 alternate bids received. The Alternate Bids were as follows: 
 

Alternate Bid No. 1: Overlay the City Hall parking lot. 
Alternate Bid No. 2: Reconstruct the Public Works Building parking lot. 

 

The bids are summarized on the attached resolution and are shown in detail on the attached bid tabulation. Rum 
River Contracting was the lowest bidder for the Base Bid and Knife River was the lowest bid for the Base Bid and 
any combination of the Alternate Bids. Staff recommends that the Base Bid and both alternate bids be accepted 
from Knife River in the amount of $686,387.58. 
 
Attachments: 

1. Resolution 2016-30 Accepting Bids for the 2016 Street Surface Improvement Project 
2. Bid Tabulation 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Staff recommends that the Base Bid and both alternate bids be accepted from Knife River in the amount of 
$686,387.58.The estimated cost of this project was $794,400. The Streets Capital Improvement Plan has set a 
budget of $871,000 to be spent on overlays in 2016. Funds are available and appropriate for this project. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is recommending approval of Resolution 2016-30 Accepting Bids for the 2016 Street Surface Improvement 
Project. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action: 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council Meeting 
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2016-30 

 
RESOLUTION ACCEPTING BID 

 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the advertisement for bids for the 2016 Street Improvement 
Project, bids were received, opened and tabulated according to law, and the following Base Bids 
were received complying with the advertisement: 
 

Rum River Contracting Co.  $514,937.85 
Midwest Asphalt Corporation $519,806.00 
Knife River $521,113.40 
Hardrives, Inc. $564,870.83 
Park Construction Company $606,662.18 

   
AND WHEREAS, the City received Alternate Bid No. 1, which included overlaying the 

City Hall parking lot; 
 

AND WHEREAS, the following Alternate No. 1 Bids were received complying with the 
advertisement: 

 
Rum River Contracting Co.  $77,742.27 
Midwest Asphalt Corporation $54,189.00 
Knife River $43,208.53 
Hardrives, Inc. $63,077.97 
Park Construction Company $57,239.59 
 
AND WHEREAS, the City received Alternate Bid No. 2, which included reconstruction 

of the Public Works Building parking lot; 
 

AND WHEREAS, the following Alternate No. 2 Bids were received complying with the 
advertisement: 

 
Rum River Contracting Co.  $145,277.49 
Midwest Asphalt Corporation $140,657.00 
Knife River $122,065.65 
Hardrives, Inc. $150,656.21 
Park Construction Company $136,158.05 
 
AND WHEREAS, Staff recommends that Council accept the Base bid, Alternate Bid 

No. 1, and Alternate Bid No. 2; 
 
AND WHEREAS, it appears that Knife River of North Branch Minnesota is the lowest 

responsible bidder; 
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AND WHEREAS, the City accepts the bid proposal in the amount of $686,387.58. 
 

 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST 
BETHEL, MINNESOTA THAT: 
 
 1. The Mayor and City Administrator are hereby authorized and directed to enter 
into a contract with Knife River of North Branch, Minnesota in the name of the City of East 
Bethel for the 2016 Street Improvement Project, according to the plans and specifications 
therefore approved by the City Council and on file in the office of the City Clerk. 
 
 2. The City Engineer is hereby authorized and directed to return forthwith to all 
bidders the deposits made with their bids, except that the deposits of the successful bidder and 
the next lowest bidder shall be retained until a contract has been signed. 
 
Adopted this 15th day of June, 2016 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
 
 
       
Steven R. Voss, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
8.0 G.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Upper Rum River Watershed Management Organization (URRWMO) Action Plan 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Item. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The URRWMO’s mission and activities are guided by their Watershed Management Plan which is 
required to be updated every 10 years. The URRWMO is in the process of the plan update and at their 
June 6, 2016 meeting the attached list of potential action items was presented for their Board review and 
consideration. These items will be discussed at the upcoming URRWMO 10‐Year Plan Open House at the 
Oak Grove City Hall on June 29, 2016 at 7:00 p.m.  
 
As required by MN State Statute 8410, the 10‐year plan update requires a public and agency 
outreach effort to solicit input. Citizens and public officials are encouraged to provide comments and are 
invited to the Open House Meeting. Additional information is available on the URRWMO’ website or 
questions and comments can be directed to East Bethel Members Brian Mundle and Calvin Bahr or 
Chuck Schwartz, MSA Professional Services, Inc. at 612/548‐3141 or cschwartz@msa‐ps.com. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Attachments: 

1.)  URRWMO Action Plan 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
No action required 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action: 
 
Motion by: _______________   Second by: _______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes: _____     Vote No: _____ 
 
No Action Required: _____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council Meeting 
Agenda Information 
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Offices in Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin 

60 Plato Blvd. East, Suite 140, St. Paul, MN  55107‐1835 
(612) 548‐3132     (866) 452‐9454 

FAX:  (763) 786‐4574     WEB ADDRESS:  www.msa‐ps.com 

Page 1 of 1\\spnas2\projects\16900s\16940s\16941\16941000\Documents\Meetings\06‐06‐16 URRWMO Meeting\Memo

More ideas. Better solutions.® 

Memo 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Date: 

City Administrator/Clerk of Bethel, East Bethel, Ham Lake, Nowthen, Oak Grove & 

St. Francis

Upper Rum River Watershed Management Organization (URRWMO) 

10 year Plan update 

June 7, 2016 

At the most recent URRWMO plan meeting the attached list of potential action items was compiled for 
Board review and consideration; black‐colored  items were extracted from the current approved plan, 
red‐colored items represent suggested plan tasks and recommendations of the various respondents to 
date.   The Board requested that  it be forwarded to each member community Administrator/Clerk for 
distribution to Council and other interested individuals.  These items will be discussed at the upcoming 
URRWMO  10‐year  plan Open House  at Oak Grove  City Hall  on  June  29,  2016  at  7:00  p.m.    Items 
ultimately  included  in the plan will  impact the watershed, your natural resources, development, and 
your community’s budget.  This memorandum provides background information and brief description 
of the potential action items. 

URRWMO seeks to maintain the quality of area  lakes, rivers, streams, groundwater, and other water 
resources across municipal boundaries. Resources of particular  importance  to  the URRWMO  include 
the  Rum  River,  Seelye  Brook,  Ford  Brook,  and  Cedar  Creek.  The  stretch  of  the  Rum  River  flowing 
through URRWMO  is designated as a state Scenic and Recreational Waterway. Lake George and East 
Twin Lakes, the primary recreation lakes in the watershed, are also of high priority, in addition to many 
smaller lakes and wetlands. 

As required by MN State Statute 8410,  the 10‐year plan update requires a robust public and agency 
outreach effort to solicit input.  Please review the list, provide your comments, and consider attending 
the Open House.  Additional information can be found at www.urrwmo.org.  Questions and comments 
can be directed  to one of your  individual community  representatives or Chuck Schwartz, PE of MSA 
Professional Services, Inc. at 612/548‐3141 or cschwartz@msa‐ps.com. 
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1. Surface Water Quality 

a. Maintain/Revise/Expand water quality monitoring program to track trends in water 

quality over time within the watershed 

    2016 2017 2018 

Lake Water Quality  East Twin  $1,407  

Lake George  $1,407  

Mud Lake  ? 

Pickerel Lake  ? 

Rogers Lake  ? 

Lake Levels  East Twin  $265  $273  

Lake George  $265  $273  

Coopers Lake  $265  $273  

Minard Lake  $265  $273  

Stream Water 
Quality  Rum River CR24  $1,392  $1,434  

Rum River CR7  $1,392  $1,434  

Seelye Brook CR7  $1,392  $1,434  

Cedar Creek CR9  $1,392  $1,434  

Ford Brook CR63  $1,392  $1,434  

Crooked Brook  ? 

Biomonitoring  Rum River CR24  $901  $929  

Reference Wetlands  East Twin  $612  $630  

Lake George  $612  $630  

Cedar  $612  $630  

$10,757  $13,895  

b. The URRWMO will implement policies designed to achieve a goal of non‐

degradation for water quality in their major recreational water bodies of East Twin 

Lake, Lake George, and the Rum River. 

c. Implement the recommendations of the Rum River WRAPP 

i. Cedar Creek ‐ Work with ACD to develop and implement plan to investigate 

and reduce E. Coil concentrations (targeted agricultural BMPs) 

ii. Crooked Brook ‐ Work with ACD to develop and implement plan to 

investigate and improve dissolved oxygen concentrations (lateral ditch 

abandonment and nutrient management planning for sod farm(s)). 
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iii. Lake George – Work with ACD to develop and implement a water quality 

diagnostic and feasibility plan.  Work with ACD to implement plan upon 

completion. 

1. URRWMO will continue to work with ACD on control of aquatic invasive 

species in Lake George. 

iv. Pickerel Lake ‐ Work with ACD to protect water quality through shoreland 

management and property acquisition. 

v. East Twin Lake ‐ Work with ACD to protect water quality through shoreland 

management and property acquisition. 

vi. Seelye Brook ‐ Work with ACD and or Isanti County (issues appear to originate 

in Isanti County) to develop and implement plan to investigate and reduce E. 

Coil concentrations (targeted agricultural BMPs, wetland restoration, 

property acquisition) 

vii. Rum River –  

1. Require member communities to undertake desktop and field studies, as 

appropriate, to determine the location and extent of erosion along the 

Rum River and use the study to determine next steps to address this 

issue. 

2. Work with ACD and grant programs to protect critical corridor areas 

through property/easement acquisition.  

3. Work with ACD to develop lateral drainage ditch abandonment/wetland 

restoration plans 

4. Work with ACD and member communities to develop an inventory of 

culverts and drainage structures along Rum River and connected 

tributaries within URRWMO boundary. 

5. Work with ACD and member communities to implement stormwater 

runoff management BMPs (St. Francis project). 

viii. Mud Lake – No Recommended Action 

2. Development Management  

a. The URRWMO will undertake a review of the member communities’ regulatory 

programs. This review will be done as part of the local water resource plan review for 
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conformance with URRWMO policies, and through an annual report to the URRWMO 

from member communities.  This will be completed in 2017‐2020. 

b. The URRWMO will review applicable ordinances (Post‐Construction Stormwater 

Management, Floodplain Management, and Shoreline Management) from each 

member community and require revisions to community ordinances to establish a 

uniform minimum standard.  The minimum standard will incorporate current state and 

federal standards. 

i. Member communities, through local permitting programs, will require the 

treatment of stormwater runoff in according with local, state, and federal 

standards. 

a. Treatment of stormwater runoff shall include infiltration practices as 

specified by MPCA, unless prohibited.  In such cases, developments 

shall consider other methods of volume reduction such as stormwater 

reuse. 

ii. Member communities will establish long‐term maintenance agreements with 

developers who install structural stormwater management practices as part of 

their development approval process. 

iii. The URRWMO will update applicable rainfall references to reflect NOAA Atlas 14 

data. 

c. URRWMO will require member communities to implement and enforce a policy that 

ISTS must be installed in conformance with State and County regulations. 

i. URRWMO will pursue grants (MPCA) and/or establish an incentive cost‐share 

program to encourage land owners to upgrade septic systems 

d. The URRWMO will develop an inventory of natural land locked basins and will not allow 

construction of outlets from such basins unless a technical study is completed which 

quantifies the effect of the basin outlet and the effects are found to be minimal and 

acceptable to the URRWMO.  

e. The URRWMO will require detailed flood studies to be completed prior to development 

along areas mapped as Zone A floodplains.  Development proposed in such areas will be 

required to comply with applicable floodplain management ordinances. 

3. Local (Municipal) Surface Water Management Planning 

a. The URRWMO will require member communities to develop an inventory of publicly and 

privately owned stormwater management BMPs.   
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i. Each member community will be required to develop a plan to inspect existing 

BMPs and implement necessary maintenance and repair plans. 

ii. The URRWMO will require member communities to develop procedures for 

evaluating the effectiveness of existing stormwater management BMPs and to 

evaluate alternatives for improving the performance of BMPs that are not 

meeting current water quality treatment standards. 

b. The URRWMO requires that member communities develop/revise hydrologic/ hydraulic 

models as part of the development of their local surface water management plans.  

These models must provide: subwatershed boundaries, indicate direction of flow, 

predict 100‐year peak flows, and show location of discharge points at municipal 

boundaries. 

i. The URRWMO will require member communities to quantify changes to runoff 

rates, volumes, and flood elevations resulting from the cumulative effects of 

development. 

c. The URRWMO will require all municipalities to provide training opportunities for 

municipal road salt applicators about effective deicing methods and to provide 

equipment that allows reductions in salt use. 

d. Member communities shall undertake illicit discharge detection and elimination 

activities per the NPDES Phase II rules and include results in their annual report to the 

URRWMO. 

4. Wetlands 

a. URRWMO wetland buffer standards will be revised if appropriate prior to 2019.  

Revisions may include consideration of buffer requirements for agricultural operators. 

5. Agricultural Land Management 

a. URRWMO will work with ACD, member communities, and grant programs to conduct a 

barnyard and feedlot survey to identify potential sites for improvements for water 

quality. 

b. URRWMO will work with ACD, member communities, and grant programs to conduct a 

desktop study of active cropland to identify potential land management practices for 

improved water quality. 

c. URRWMO will establish an incentive cost‐share program to encourage farmers to enroll 

in the MN Ag Water Quality Certification Program 

d. URRWMO will pursue grants and/or establish a cost‐share program for establishment of 

stream buffers and livestock exclusion (fencing) projects. 
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6. Forest Resources 

a. URRWMO will pursue grants to facilitate member communities in responding to Emerald 

Ash Borer invasive species. 

b. URRWMO will pursue grants and/or establish an incentive cost‐share program to 

encourage reforestation of lands which were historically forested. 

7. Invasive Species. 

a. The URRWMO will request assistance from the Anoka Conservation District, the 

Department of Natural Resources, lake associations, Lake George Conservation Club, 

and other agencies to develop an invasive species monitoring program.   

b. The URRWMO will develop a public education program about the problems of invasive 

aquatic species and how to control the spread of these organisms. 

c. The URRMWO will work with member communities, as requested, to develop aquatic 

vegetation management plans for lakes. 

8. Groundwater 

a. The URRWMO will work with ACD, Anoka County, MDNR, and other agencies to develop 

a plan to track ground water levels, trends, and water quality. 

b. The URRMWO will work with ACD, Anoka County, MDNR, MDH, and other agencies to 

complete a groundwater capacity study to determine if the population can be supported 

by private wells. The URRWMO recognizes the need to work with agencies outside of 

the URRWMO as this issue transcends the URRWMO boundaries. 

9. Funding 

a. The URRWMO will actively pursue grant opportunities.  The URRWMO will add a budget 

item to meet the URRWMO obligation for matching funds that may occur as part of 

future grants. 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
June 15, 2016 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
8.0 G.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Purchase or Sale of Real or Personal Property 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approval of the purchase of real property and permanent easements for the Phase I Service Road.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
City Staff has concluded real estate negotiations with affected property owners for the right of way/easements 
required for the Phase I Service Road. Staff has previously informed Council as these matters were in process.  
 
There two permanent/temporary easements and one parcel purchase proposed for acquisition. PIN #’s for the 
properties are as follows: 

29-33-23-34-0001, 0.39 acres permanent and 1.51 acres temporary easement - $15,000 
29-33-23-33-0002, 10 acre tract with dwelling - $349,000 
29-33-23-32-0004, 1.6 acres permanent and 1.5 acres temporary easement - $12,000 

 

Attachments: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Total acreage of the acquisition consists of one 10 acre tract with dwelling, 1.99 acres of permanent easement and 
3.01 acres of temporary easement and the cost of the this right of way/easement is $376,000. The City will use 
funds from their Municipal State Aid Account (MSA) for the acquisitions. The MSA account is funded by an 
annual appropriation from MnDOT and no City General Funds will be required for these purchases.   
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends the approval of the real property acquisition of lands identified as PIN #’s  

29-33-23-34-0001 
29-33-23-33-0002  
29-33-23-32-0004 

with total payments to be $376,000 and disbursements to made at closings.   
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action: 
 
Motion by: _______________   Second by: _______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes: _____    Vote No: _____ 
 
No Action Required: _____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council Meeting 
Agenda Information 
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