
City of East Bethel 
City Council Agenda 
Regular Council Meeting – 7:30 p.m. 
Date: March 6, 2013 

Item 

7:30 PM 1.0 Call to Order 

7:31 PM 2.0 Pledge of Allegiance 

7:32 PM 3.0 Adopt Agenda 

7:33 PM 4.0 Public Forum 

7:50 PM 5.0  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 

Approve Bills 
Meeting Minutes, February 20, 2013, Regular Meeting 
Meeting Minutes, February 13, 2013 Work Meeting 

Page 7-10 A. 
Page 11-25 B. 
Page 26-34 C. 
Page   35-38    D. Resolution 2013-11 Approving Application for Raffle Permit for Cedar Creek 

Community School 
E. Tammy & Mark Gimpl – 22359 Bataan St. NE – Kennel License Renewal 

Page    39-46 F. Pay Estimate 19, S.R. Weidema, Phase 1, Project 1, Utilities 
G. Approve Advertisement and Hire for Seasonal Public Works Positions 

Page    47 H. Resolution 2013-12 Acknowledging Ken & Janette Langmade for their Adoption 
of Whispering Aspen Park 

I. Set City Council Working Meeting Date 
Page   48-49 J. Approve Hire of Building Inspector 

New Business 
6.0 Commission, Association and Task Force Reports 

8:00 PM A. EDA Commission 
Page   50-54 1. Amend EDA Bylaws

2. Resolution 2013-13 Setting Meeting Dates for EDA for 2013Page  55-56 
8:10 PM B. Planning Commission 

Page 57-63 1. Paul Treml - Interim Use Permit/Horses at 19928 Polk St. NE
8:15 PM C. Park Commission 

Page 64-69 1. Meeting Minutes, February 13, 2013
D. Road Commission 

Page 70-76 1. Meeting Minutes, February 12, 2013

7.0 Department Reports 
A. Community Development 

8:20 PM B. Engineer 
Page 77-81 1. Change Order #10, Phase 1, Project 1, Utilities

C. Attorney 
D. Finance  
E. Public Works 

8:17 PM 



F. Fire Department  
8:30 PM G. City Administrator 

Page 82-89 1. Ordinance 43, Second Series Amending Chapter 2, Administration,
Article V. Officers and Employees

Page 90-91 2. Set Town Hall Meeting Date
Page 92-99 3. Council and Commission Minutes

8.0 Other 
8:45 PM A. Staff Reports 
8:50 PM B. Council Reports 

C. Other 

9:00 PM 9.0 Adjourn 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
March 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 5.0 A-J 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Consent Agenda 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approving Consent Agenda as presented 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Item A 
 Bills/Claims 
 
Item B 
 Meeting Minutes, February 20, 2013 Regular City Council  
Meeting minutes from the February 20, 2013 Regular City Council Meeting are attached for your 
review and approval. 
 
Item C 
 Meeting Minutes, February 13, 2013, Special Meeting  
Meeting minutes from the February 13, 2013 Special Meeting are attached for your review and 
approval.   
 
Item D 
Resolution 2013-11 Approving Application for Raffle Permit for Cedar Creek Community 
School 
This resolution approves an application with no waiting period for an exempt permit for Cedar 
Creek Community School PTO to hold a raffle on Saturday, April 13, 2013 at the Cedar Creek 
Community School. 
 
Staff recomends Council adopt Resolution 2013-11 Approving the Application with No Waiting 
Period for Cedar Creek Community School PTO to Hold a Raffle on Saturday, April 13, 2013. 
 
Item E 
 Tammy & Mark Gimpl – 22359 Bataan St. NE – Kennel License Renewal 
On April 2, 2003, City Council approved an IUP for a private kennel license for the keeping of 
10 dogs over four months of age at the property known as 22359 Bataan St. NE.  The term of the 
private kennel license was for one year and if the conditions were adhered to and there were no 
complaints, the term would be extended up to three years.  This license has been renewed every 
three years since 2004.  City staff has not received complaints and the Gimpls have been in 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



compliance with the conditions approved by City Council.  City staff recommends City Council 
renew the private kennel license for a term of three years to expire March 6, 2013. 
 
Item F 

Pay Estimate #19 for the Phase 1, Project 1 Utility Improvements 
This item includes Pay Estimate #19 to S.R. Weidema for the construction of the Phase 1, 
Project 1 Utility Improvements. The major pay items for this pay request include muck 
excavation and backfill, dewatering and traffic control along Viking Boulevard. Two separate 
payments will be made. One payment will be to S.R. Weidema and the other will be to the 
escrow account established at TCF Bank. Staff recommends partial payment of $1,923,125.48. A 
summary of the recommended payment breakdown is as follows: 
 

Contractor Payment Summary 
 Totals to Date Less Previous Payments Amount Due this Estimate 
MCES $6,135,838.57 $5,312,888.56 $822,950.01 
City $4,028,266.88 $4,027,897.58 $369.30 
County $1,321,880.74 $318,230.85 $1,003,649.89 
Total $11,485,986.19 $9,659,016.99 $1,826,969.20 
 
Escrow Payment Summary 
 Totals to Date Less Previous Payments Amount Due this Estimate 
MCES $322,938.87 $279,625.71 $43,313.16 
City $212,014.05 $211,994.61 $19.44 
County $69,572.67 $16,748.99 $52,823.68 
Total $604,525.59 $508,369.31 $96,156.28 

 
The payment includes $1,826,969.20 to S.R. Weidema and $96,156.28 to the escrow account for 
a total of $1,923,125.48. Payment for this project will be financed from the bond proceeds and 
County proceeds in accordance with the Joint Powers Agreement. Funds, as noted above, are 
available and appropriate for this project.  A copy of the Pay Estimate is attached. 
 
Item G 
 Approve Advertisement and Hire for Seasonal Public Works Positions 
Increased demands for road and park maintenance in the spring and through the summer have 
traditionally required hiring of seasonal personnel to support these activities.  The increased 
work load during this time on park and street projects along with scheduled leave time for full 
time employees creates a situation where seasonal workers provide additional manpower to assist 
in project and maintenance activities.   
 
During the upcoming spring and summer, there are labor intensive park projects scheduled that 
include the installation of playground equipment at Whispering Aspen Community Center and 
Whispering Oaks Park as well as continued improvements to Booster Park that will require City 
personnel and equipment for completion. The extra staffing will enable the department to 
complete the projects as well as ensure adequate maintenance for existing parks.  Road projects 
include crack sealing, seal coating, class V additions to gravel roads, culvert replacements and 
overlay projects. These projects are in addition to the normal maintenance activities that 
generally require significant staff time. 
 
The 2013 budget reduced the number of seasonal employees in the Public Works Department to 
one. However, with the uncertainty of the resumption of one of the full time positions, the 
department is facing a 20% reduction in the work force as compared to the summer 2012 season. 



Based on these reductions and an increased work load, staff is requesting the City Council 
consider approving the hire of two seasonal employees to work from mid-May through the end 
of August 2013. These seasonal employees would permit the normal park and street maintenance 
to proceed while the more experienced staff could work in those construction activities that 
require additional experience.  Seasonal employees would also be used for general labor and to 
back up the schedule when full time personnel have scheduled leave. 
 
These positions are limited to 67 days for each seasonal employee. Funding for one position in 
the amount of $5,476 is provided for in the 2013 General Fund under the Parks Department 
budget. If the council approves the hiring of an additional seasonal employee this amount would 
increase to $10,952. First year seasonal employees are proposed to be paid $10.00/hr. and 
seasonal employees with previous employment with the City would be paid $11.00/hr.  
 
Staff is recommending approval to hire two seasonal employees for the period of mid-May to the 
end of August, 2013 with each position not to exceed 67 working days. Funds are available in 
the Sheriff’s Department Contingency carry-over to pay for the second position. This fund is 
currently unobligated. 
 
Item H 

Resolution 2013-12 Acknowledging Ken & Janette Langmade for their Adoption of 
Whispering Aspen Park 
The City has received an application for the Adopt-A-Park Program to adopt the Whispering 
Aspen Community Center Park from Ken and Janette Langmade. 
 
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution 2013-12 recognizing the commitment from Ken and 
Janette Langmade to help keep the Whispering Aspen Community Center Park clean as part of 
the City of East Bethel’s Adopt-A-Park program. 
 
Item I 
 Set City Council Working Meeting Date 
Staff requests Council approve and set the date of Wednesday, March 20, 2013 at 6 PM at City 
Hall for a Council Work Meeting for continued discussions of the MCES/City Force Main 
Project, Village Green Water and Sewer Connection Proposal and Water and Sewer Connection 
Ordinances or other items as Council desires.  
 
Item J 

Approve Hire of Building Inspector 
With the resignation of Mr. Emanuel Sackey, the City’s Building Inspector, City Council 
directed that the Building Inspector’s position be advertised and filled. The ad for the position 
was posted in the Anoka Union, the City’s web site and the League of Minnesota Cities web site.  
The City received seven applications for the position.  Of the seven staff identified six that had 
the required qualifications including current licensure as a Building Inspector by the State of 
Minnesota, MPCA ISTS certification and experience in the position.  Four of the qualified 
applicants were invited for an interview.   
 
Tree candidates were interviewed on February 18, 2013. Of the three, Steve Lutmer was found to 
have the qualifications necessary and required of the position.  
 
Mr. Lutmer has been the Building Inspector for the City of Ramsey. Mr. Lutmer was employed 
in this position for 22 years prior to the elimination of the Building Department as a City staffed 
operation in 2010. Mr. Lutmer is currently employed as a Security Officer. Attached is Mr. 
Lutmer’s resume` for your review.  



 
Mr. Lutmer is very well qualified and possesses the experience and “people skills” to function at 
a level that is expected of an employee in this position.  All references from Mr. Lutmer’s 
previous employment have been completed and Mr. Lutmer received complimentary marks and 
commendations for his previous service. His past employer stated they would hire him again if 
there were a position open in his department. Mr. Lutmer had no issues with his background 
check. 
 
 If Council moves to approve the offer of employment, we would anticipate Mr. Lutmer being 
available for work on March 25, 2013. Wages and benefits have been budgeted in the City’s 
General Fund budget for 2013 for this position. 
 
 Staff is recommending approval of the tentative offer of employment which has been extended 
to Mr. Steve Lutmer as the Building Inspector at Pay Grade 7, Step C with benefits per City 
Policy.  This pay grade represents an annual salary of $52,062. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
As noted above. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Recommend approval of the Consent Agenda as presented. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 



$115,107.43
$23,439.93
$28,850.84

$167,398.20

Payments for Council Approval March 6, 2013

Total to be Approved for Payment 

Bills to be Approved for Payment 
Electronic Payments
Payroll City Staff - February 28, 2013



City of East Bethel
March 6, 2013

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

Arena Operations Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 2049 Lockstar Locksmith Service 615 49851 999.92

Arena Operations Gas Utilities 358466718 Xcel Energy 615 49851 3,357.42

Arena Operations Motor Fuels 1075083414 Ferrellgas 615 49851 252.43

Arena Operations Refuse Removal 273385 Walters Recycling, Inc. 615 49851 164.12

Arena Operations Repairs/Maint Machinery/Equip W124055 Herc-U-Lift 615 49851 136.85

Building Inspection Motor Fuels 2169054 Lubricant Technologies, Inc. 101 42410 159.96

Building Inspection Professional Services Fees 022513 Kevin Tramm Construction, Inc. 101 42410 1,148.50

Building Inspection Telephone 332373310-135 Nextel Communications 101 42410 21.73

Central Services/Supplies Telephone 10612793 Integra Telecom 101 48150 232.52

City Administration Telephone 332373310-135 Nextel Communications 101 41320 9.21

City Administration Travel Expenses 022713 Jack Davis 101 41320 125.43

Economic Development Authority Professional Services Fees 131915 CivicPlus 232 23200 5,927.00

Finance Auditing and Acct g Services 304655 Abdo, Eick & Meyers, LLP 101 41520 1,000.00

Fire Department Clothing & Personal Equipment 131722 Aspen Mills, Inc. 101 42210 187.80

Fire Department Gas Utilities 358466718 Xcel Energy 101 42210 1,757.47

Fire Department Motor Fuels 2169053 Lubricant Technologies, Inc. 101 42210 500.38

Fire Department Motor Fuels 2169054 Lubricant Technologies, Inc. 101 42210 254.45

Fire Department Personnel Advertising 252 Engine 11 Company 231 42210 7,250.00

Fire Department Refuse Removal 273385 Walters Recycling, Inc. 101 42210 39.63

Fire Department Safety Supplies 80990278 Bound Tree Medical, LLC 101 42210 1,131.32

Fire Department Safety Supplies 46401 Metro Fire, Inc. 101 42210 58.00

Fire Department Safety Supplies 46402 Metro Fire, Inc. 101 42210 139.31

Fire Department Small Tools and Minor Equip 34215 Ancom Communications 101 42210 3,385.93

Fire Department Small Tools and Minor Equip 148101 Clarey's Safety Equipment Inc. 101 42210 2,111.39

Fire Department Small Tools and Minor Equip 8222 Standard Electric 101 42210 300.00

Fire Department Telephone 10612793 Integra Telecom 101 42210 145.35

Fire Department Telephone 332373310-135 Nextel Communications 101 42210 107.39

General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 80990278 Bound Tree Medical, LLC 101 41940 413.97

General Govt Buildings/Plant Gas Utilities 358466718 Xcel Energy 101 41940 761.13

General Govt Buildings/Plant Refuse Removal 273385 Walters Recycling, Inc. 101 41940 31.73

Human Resources Professional Services Fees 572 Safe Assure Consultants Inc. 101 41810 3,164.00

Legal Legal Fees 125549 Eckberg, Lammers, Briggs, 101 41610 6,791.70

Mayor/City Council Conferences/Meetings 21513 Subway 101 41110 55.71

Mayor/City Council Dues and Subscriptions 2013 North TH65 Corridor Coalition 101 41110 250.00

Mayor/City Council Small Tools and Minor Equip 022713 Richard Lawrence 101 41110 800.00

Park Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 1182370678 G&K Services - St. Paul 101 43201 19.56

Park Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 1182381761 G&K Services - St. Paul 101 43201 19.56

Park Maintenance Motor Fuels 2169053 Lubricant Technologies, Inc. 101 43201 962.27

Park Maintenance Motor Fuels 2169054 Lubricant Technologies, Inc. 101 43201 218.10

Park Maintenance Telephone 10612793 Integra Telecom 101 43201 53.28

Park Maintenance Telephone 332373310-135 Nextel Communications 101 43201 70.12

Payroll Insurance Premiums 03 2013 Dearborn National Life Ins Co. 101 1,092.85

Payroll Insurance Premiums 5063120 Delta Dental 101 799.95

Payroll Insurance Premiums 30490337 Medica Health Plans 101 10,041.47

Payroll Insurance Premiums 03 2013 NCPERS Minnesota 101 128.00

Planning and Zoning Legal Notices IQ 01810835 ECM Publishers, Inc. 101 41910 41.00

Planning and Zoning Telephone 332373310-135 Nextel Communications 101 41910 64.51



City of East Bethel
March 6, 2013

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

Recycling Operations Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 101865 Rogers Electric 226 43235 110.00

Recycling Operations Gas Utilities 358466718 Xcel Energy 226 43235 246.39

Recycling Operations Refuse Removal 273385 Walters Recycling, Inc. 226 43235 248.75

Sewer Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 154200 Bolton & Menk, Inc. 434 49455 1,697.00

Sewer Utility Capital Projects Due from Other Governments 154200 Bolton & Menk, Inc. 434 34,647.50

Sewer Utility Capital Projects Legal Fees 125549 Eckberg, Lammers, Briggs, 434 49455 705.45

Sewer Utility Capital Projects Legal Fees 125549 Eckberg, Lammers, Briggs, 434 49455 297.00

Street Maintenance Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 402204 Ham Lake Hardware 101 43220 10.20

Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 1182370678 G&K Services - St. Paul 101 43220 5.70

Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 1182381761 G&K Services - St. Paul 101 43220 5.70

Street Maintenance Cleaning Supplies 2572267 Dalco 101 43220 70.79

Street Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 1182370678 G&K Services - St. Paul 101 43220 14.47

Street Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 1182381761 G&K Services - St. Paul 101 43220 14.47

Street Maintenance Equipment Parts FP149864 Crysteel Truck Equipment 101 43220 659.96

Street Maintenance Equipment Parts H86962 H&L Mesabi 101 43220 1,715.45

Street Maintenance Equipment Parts H87084 H&L Mesabi 101 43220 2,506.12

Street Maintenance Equipment Parts 021313 Plow World, Inc. 101 43220 32.01

Street Maintenance Equipment Parts 021413 Plow World, Inc. 101 43220 22.00

Street Maintenance Gas Utilities 358466718 Xcel Energy 101 43220 1,025.86

Street Maintenance General Operating Supplies 19782 Menards - Forest Lake 101 43220 67.62

Street Maintenance Lubricants and Additives 1539-200536 O'Reilly Auto Stores Inc. 101 43220 69.42

Street Maintenance Motor Fuels 2169053 Lubricant Technologies, Inc. 101 43220 2,386.45

Street Maintenance Motor Fuels 2169054 Lubricant Technologies, Inc. 101 43220 94.51

Street Maintenance Motor Vehicle Services (Lic d) 19230 Central Truck Service, Inc 101 43220 1,119.81

Street Maintenance Motor Vehicles Parts 3167592 Auto Nation SSC 101 43220 107.94

Street Maintenance Motor Vehicles Parts 361067394 BlueTarp Financial, Inc. 101 43220 288.56

Street Maintenance Motor Vehicles Parts FP149696 Crysteel Truck Equipment 101 43220 267.65

Street Maintenance Motor Vehicles Parts 9882 Smith Iron Works 101 43220 32.06

Street Maintenance Refuse Removal 273385 Walters Recycling, Inc. 101 43220 248.75

Street Maintenance Small Tools and Minor Equip 1780017 Acme Tools - Plymouth 101 43220 330.22

Street Maintenance Street Maint Materials 70943402 North American Salt Co. 101 43220 8,447.33

Street Maintenance Telephone 10612793 Integra Telecom 101 43220 53.28

Street Maintenance Telephone 332373310-135 Nextel Communications 101 43220 176.38

Street Maintenance Welding Supplies 247673 Winnick Supply 101 43220 24.92

Water Utility Operations Gas Utilities 021513 CenterPoint Energy 601 49401 213.30

Water Utility Operations Gas Utilities 021513 CenterPoint Energy 651 49401 188.99

Water Utility Operations State Connection Fees 2013 MN Dept of Health 601 273.00

$115,107.43



City of East Bethel
March 6, 2013

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

Payroll

Payroll

Payroll

Payroll

Payroll

Payroll

$23,439.93

$5,797.40

$2,229.02

$3,232.39

State Withholding

PERA

Electronic Payments 

Federal Withholding

MSRS

Medicare Withholding

FICA Tax Withholding

$5,530.23

$5,295.03

$1,355.86



 

  EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
February 20, 2013 

 
The East Bethel City Council met on February 20, 2013 at 7:30 PM for their regular meeting at City Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:     Bob DeRoche  Ron Koller  Richard Lawrence  

Heidi Moegerle  Tom Ronning 
 
ALSO PRESENT:    Jack Davis, City Administrator 

Mark Vierling, City Attorney 
Craig Jochum, City Engineer 

            
Call to Order 
 
 

The February 20, 2013 City Council meeting was called to order by Mayor Lawrence 
at 7:30 PM.     

Adopt Agenda  
 

Moegerle made a motion to adopt the February 20, 2013 City Council agenda.  
Lawrence seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  
 

Presentation – 
Sherry 
Allenspach for 
Service on 
EDA 

Davis at this time, staff would like to recognize Sherry Allenspach for her service on the 
Economic Development Authority. Ms. Allenspach served the City of East Bethel as an 
Economic Development Authority Commission member from 2009 to 2013.  We have a 
plaque to honor of her service to the City.  We will see that she gets the plaque.   
 
Lawrence, “We would like to thank Sherry for her service.”  

  
Sheriff’s 
Report 

Lt. Orlando gave the January 2013 report as follows:  
 
DWI Arrests: There were four DWI arrests in the month of January.  One arrest was the 
result of a rear-end collision on Highway 65.  The victim sustained a minor head injury.  The 
case is still pending the results of the blood test.  The three other DWI arrests were the result 
of driving conduct or drivers being passed out behind the wheel.  The highest blood alcohol 
level reported was a .18 
 
Thefts:  There were fifteen thefts reported in January.  One felony level theft involved an 
acquaintance that the homeowner allowed to stay for a few weeks.  The homeowner found 
some pawn receipts which matched his property and realized that his property was no longer 
in the home. The suspect was arrested.  There were two reported license plate thefts.  There 
was one dispute over a pony, which has since been resolved.  There were two reports 
involving thefts of tools.  There was one reported shoplifting, where a juvenile was charged.  
There were two no pay thefts of gasoline, both of which were resolved.  There was one theft 
of pull tabs report that is currently under investigation.  There were two vehicle theft reports 
taken.  One theft involved a snowmobile taken from a yard.  The second theft involved a 
vehicle that had the keys left in the vehicle, while parked on the street overnight.  The 
vehicle was later recovered in Brooklyn Center. 
 
Burglaries:  There were three burglaries reported.  One burglary report involved entry 
through the front door, which was locked.  The only item stolen was a pack of cigarettes.  
The second reported burglary involved several items being taken from a residence.  The 
homeowner believes the burglar to be someone he knows due to it occurring at night, while 
he was out at a card game and only gone for a few hours.  The last burglary involves a 
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lockbox being taken off the front door and the key used to gain entry to the residence, which 
was being renovated.  The items stolen were power tools. 
 
DeRoche, “How are we doing on accidents?”   Lt. Orlando, “We are doing good. We haven’t 
had any on Viking lately.”  Lawrence, “We had one on 221st and Highway 65.  Was it 
alcohol related?”   Davis, “A pickup truck ran the red light and struck the sedan on the side.”    
 
Sheriff James Stuart, “Good evening, it is my privilege to be the Sheriff of Anoka County.  
This is a neat opportunity for us, because we love to introduce you to the deputies that are 
working the East Bethel contract.  I will continue to sing the praises of our staff.  We hire the 
best, train the best and retain the best.  I would put our office up against any organization 
because I have that much confidence in the quality of the work that our people do.  I know 
they serve the City of East Bethel with pride and they work hard on behalf of our citizens.” 
 
“We have been engaged in a lot of activities at the sheriff’s office over the last year.   
Community outreach has been a big part of that.  We have engaged in some softball 
tournaments for food shelves, done a hockey tournament for MS, expanded our roles in the 
Special Olympics we did the 2nd Annual Polar Bear Plunge for Special Olympics and there is 
always room next to me on the platform if anyone wants to jump next year.  Our staff has 
really embraced becoming ambassadors outside just the course of their shift. Another area 
we had been expanding on is “Towards Zero Deaths” and county-wide collaborative efforts 
to reduce alcohol crashes and drunk driving. You may or may not have seen the article on 
our “Squad Taxi” but I wanted to pass that around to refresh your memory on this. It is a PR 
tool used for education and enforcement and to get people talking about why they need to 
take a taxi. This is available for parades and community events, county-wide basis, first-
come, first serve.  Let us know as soon as possible if you would like to have it come out to 
your community.” 
 
“Last thing I wanted to touch base on is the 2014 Contract numbers.  As you may or may not 
recall they are always based on calls for service on previous full year. So, 2014 as we talk 
later this year will be based on 2012.  The good news is calls for service seemed to have 
plateau.  I am not prepared to present numbers.   With gas prices and everything I am just 
not prepared to do that.  But I can say that the coverage levels, staff levels are adequate and 
will maintain those through 2014 at least. Then just a reminder, I haven’t heard from anyone 
lately.  If you don’t have my cell number, I am available 24/7.  That is what we are here for. 
Chief Deputy Tom Wells is also here tonight, we travel in packs.  He also likes to get out 
and refresh the cobwebs.”   
 
 

Introduction 
of Anoka 
County 
Deputies 
Assigned to 
East Bethel 
For 2013 

Lt. Orlando introduced the Anoka County Deputies assigned to East Bethel for 2013.  
 
Eric Denarski currently works the day shift and it his 5th year working the East Bethel 
contract and he has been with Anoka County for eight years.  He also spent six years 
working as a Hennepin County Deputy.  Shawn Merit also works the day shift and has been 
with East Bethel for three years. It is his eleventh year with our office. He is also a field 
training officer and is a Taser instructor.  Luke Kristofferson works the power shift, and has 
been with East Bethel for seven years. Has been with our office for nine years. He is also on 
the dive team and a certified advanced diver. He is an Explorer Advisor and field training 
officer. Travis Wold has been with East Bethel for five years. It is his eighth year with our 
office. He also likes taking long walks in Booster Park. Thomas Quam has been with East 
Bethel for three years. It is his fifth year with our office. He is also a firearms instructor.  
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Ryan Rockets has been with East Bethel for three years. It is his sixth year with our office. 
He was a Detention Deputy in the jail and he is a self-proclaimed big deal. Feel free to call 
them if you have questions, needs or desires.   

Moegerle, “Do they Taser dogs?”  Lt. Orlando, “He did Taser a pig once.”  

 
Introduction of 
East Bethel 
Fire 
Department 
Officers 

 
Fire Chief Mark DuCharme, “Tonight I am proud to introduce our slate of officers for 2014. 
I am going to let them introduce themselves and tell you a little about themselves.”   
   
Dan Meinen, “I have been with the fire department for five years and I am the Assistant 
Training Officer.”  Mark Duchene, “I have been with the fire department for nine years and I 
am the fire inspector.”  Tammy Gimpl, “I have been with the fire department eight years and 
I am the lieutenant at Station 2.”  Gary Schultz, “I have been with the fire department for 14 
years this spring and I am the lieutenant for Station 1.”  Adam Arneson, “I have been with 
the fire department for seven years and I am the lieutenant for Station 1.”  Rod Sanow, “I 
have been with the fire department for 13 years and I am the captain at Station 2.”   Mark 
Prachar, “I have been on the fire department for 11 years and I am the captain at Station 1.”  
Todd Bennett, “I have been with the fire department for 17 years and I am the district chief 
at Station 1.”   Arden Anderson, I have been with the fire department for 31 years and I am 
the deputy chief.”   
 
Chief DuCharme, “The district chief from Station 2, Dan Berry was not able to make it 
tonight.  This is your slate of officers and on top of coming here tonight they are going to 
spend 24 hours in the next two weeks in front of simulator acting out and doing command 
scenarios.  Call it Blue Card certification.”   

  
Public Forum 
 
 

Lawrence opened the Public Forum for any comments or concerns that were not listed on the 
agenda.  
 
Dan Butler of 20332 Austin Street NE, “I know Council is working on ordinances. One of 
the ordinances I was looking at is as it relates to gambling.  I have been involved with the 
gambling operations as a CEO in a nearby community; one of the things I noticed is the 
ordinance asked that there is a 3% tax or fee on the net proceeds of the gambling operation.  
If you investigate the surrounding communities and their ordinances you will find that is 
low. They require as high as 10% and they might require that the gambling operation have 
an office within the city. I know Andover is different than Ham Lake, than Blaine, than St. 
Francis.  Other thing in the ordinance that is onerous, 90% of net proceeds, need to be 
expended in trading area.  Don’t know that would need to be there if you change the first 
part of the ordinance.  Trade area is Columbus, any city contiguous.”  DeRoche, “Didn’t we 
discuss this when they did the transfer at Route 65?”  Davis, “Yes, we did.  And we did also 
discuss the trade area.”  There were no comments so the Public Forum was closed. 
 

Consent 
Agenda 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Moegerle, “I want to acknowledge the other two fire fighters that have completed probation, 
Item C and pull Item B, Meeting Minutes, February 6, 2013, Regular Meeting.”  Ronning, “I 
want to pull Items A) Approve Bills and B) Meeting Minutes.”  Moegerle, “I will pull Item 
C) Completion of Probation for Firefighters, just to give them the recognition.”  Lawrence, 
“What about item D?” Moegerle, “If you want to pull it, Craig is here to explain it.”   
 
All the items were pulled from the Consent Agenda to be addressed separately. 
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Item A) 
Approve Bills 
 
 
 
Item B) 
Meeting 
Minutes, 
February 6, 
2013 Regular 
Meeting 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Item C) 
Approve 

Ronning, “I pulled this item because I need more explanation on an item.  Page 11, 
Economic Development Authority, Professional Fees, Civic Plus for $5,900?”  Davis, “That 
is for website design services.  That is broken up into three payments.”  Ronning, “Three 
payments like this?”  Davis, “The total was around $17,000 for the contract.”    
 
Moegerle, “I pulled B, looking at page 17, last two paragraphs.  Bob’s statement, it says 
fiduciary, but did you mean financially?”  DeRoche, “Yes, I meant financially.”  Moegerle, 
“For Tom last paragraph, $3xx,xxx.”  Ronning, “I said in excess of $300,000.  I didn’t give a 
specific number.”   Ronning, “Page 20, reference comments of DeRoche and Moegerle, third 
line down on Moegerle made a comment “I know staff does a lot of things to cater to staff 
members.  They do a lot of things to help us with our issues” These are public documents 
and staff hasn’t done anything to help me.  And, I don’t think they have had a chance to do 
anything for Ron.”  Moegerle, “They haven’t answered your questions; they haven’t taken 
their time to talk to you and meet with you?  Because if they haven’t met with you to talk to 
you and answer your questions then I think that is something we need to discuss with staff.”  
Ronning, “I think there is a difference between answering questions and catering, myself.  
Catering is.” Lawrence, “Engagement?”  Ronning, “Yes.  At any rate, to me, as far as in the 
public record, it is a misleading statement.”  Moegerle, “If it would make you feel better, 
than we can strike cater and put help.  But cater is the word I used to mean help. Does that 
satisfy your concern?” Ronning, “If it is absent of any part of catering, I move to strike the 
sentence. It is misleading.”  Moegerle, “This is not a court of law.”  
 
Ronning, “It is a little accusatory. Actually more than a little.”  Moegerle, “Absolutely not.”  
DeRoche, “When I read this statement I got the impression that it is the Council directing 
staff what to do.”  Moegerle, “Uh, huh.”  DeRoche, “That is Jack’s job.  Council directs Jack 
and Jack directs city staff.  This almost puts it out that Council Members are telling staff 
what they need to do almost in a micromanaging standpoint.  That is what I got out of it and 
that is not what happens.  And I don’t think anybody should get that impression that the 
Council Members come in here and tell staff different things that they should be doing when 
in fact that is what Jack does.”  Moegerle, “Well put certainly I have been exceedingly 
impressed with our staff that when we have a question, they jump on it.  So if you want to 
change the word cater to help that will be the way it will be interpreted.  But they do a lot of 
things to help us with questions and understanding things and it is not accusatory. In fact it is 
laudatory for the staff.  So, I don’t understand the sense of objection.”  Ronning, “Well the 
content, context and inflexion was more than “help”. I can accept that, but I want to bring it 
to attention though that nobody caters to the Council.  We don’t expect or instruct anyone to 
cater to us.  We make recommendations and decisions, but if you look at the paragraph 
above it, you can go into the content/context.”   
 
Lawrence, “The way the command goes is if we have a question, we call Jack.  And then 
Jack moves forward with delegating the work to get the question answered.  I just wanted to 
make sure you understand how this gets administered.” Moegerle, ‘The thing is, they 
respond very quickly and promptly to any questions we have. This was in context of what 
they do, it is not above and beyond what their job responsibilities are, nor does it say that 
they go beyond what they job duties are, they just do them extremely well.”  Ronning, “So 
you will retract the cater and substitute help?”  Moegerle, “I meant what I said. If it makes 
you feel better and clarifies this for you, I will agree to change it to help.”  Ronning, “That 
was your suggestion.”  Moegerle, “I am fine as it is.” 
 
Moegerle, “I just pulled this to congratulate them on their efforts and what they have to do. 
The testing is not easy.  It is physically rigorous; it is a commitment that many people are 
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Completion of 
Probation for 
Firefighters 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Item D) Pay 
Estimate No. 
11 for Water 
Treatment 
Plant No. 1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

not willing to make.  So I just wanted to say congratulations to all three of them.”  Chief 
DuCharme, “Abby Vados could not be here tonight works in the health research field so she 
is working tonight.  And Andrew Dotseth actually works testing water also was not able to 
make it. Mike Howe is here and he is one of our three that will be a full time firefighter.  He 
is working very hard to become a law enforcement officer.  He is a great addition to the fire 
department, he works really hard.”  Ronning, “It is nice to see you guys take this on your 
own and do it these things.  There were not a whole lot of people who took the time to 
appreciate people in this service until 911. What you do should be recognized once in a 
while as well, thank you.”   
 
Jochum, “Is the pay estimate for the water treatment plant.  We are releasing the retainage 
except for $1,500 which should cover the cracked sidewalk.  That can’t be fixed until spring.  
So that is why the money is being held. The facility is up and running and is under warranty 
for a year and that is protected by performance and payment bond that we have in place. 
From December 3 of 2013 would be the warranty period.”   Lawrence, “Just so everyone 
knows we do have water in the tank.”  Moegerle, “Is it cycling at this point?”  Jochum, “Yes 
and then they drain it to the wetland that is adjacent.  Soon we will be using it for the 
flushing of the facilities.  A bumper to bumper warranty, except normal wear and tear.”  
 
Moegerle made a motion to approve A) Approve Bills; B) Meeting Minutes, February 
6, 2013, Regular Meeting; C) Approve Completion of Probation for Firefighters; D) 
 Pay Estimate No. 11 for Water Treatment Plant No. 1; E) Pay Estimate No. 18 for the 
Phase 1 Project 1 Utility Improvements.  Ronning seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries.  

Building 
Official’s 
Report 

Davis explained that included in your packet was the Building Department reports for your 
review. 
 
Total fees due the City of East Bethel for the Oak Grove Building Official and Inspections 
Services for January 2013 are $4,496.06.  Total fees for this service for 2013 from Oak 
Grove are projected to be $60,000.  
 
Fees collected for the City of East Bethel totaled $5,621.40. Total fees for Building 
Department Services within the City for 2013 are projected to be $87,700. 
 
Keep in mind that January is historically the slowest month for permit issuance and 
indications are that revenues received will exceed those projected for 2013 
 
DeRoche, “How is Nick doing?”   Davis, ‘He is staying very busy.”   DeRoche, “How is it 
going with Oak Grove?’   Davis, ‘It is going very well.”   
 

EDA Minutes Davis explained that the EDA minutes are provided for your review and information.  
DeRoche, “Is the EDA going to direct the Council or is the Council going to direct the 
EDA?”  Davis, “The Council has control over everything the EDA does, because they 
approve every expenditure.”  DeRoche, “In reading the minutes, and granted they are draft. 
There has been a lot of talk about the City Center. When that stuff is discussed, I think it 
should be discussed in a work meeting with City Council to see what ideas are being 
bounced around.  Different places.  These ideas are being bounced around and you get some 
draft notes and that is it.  I don’t know who from the EDA is going out and speaking with the 
Met Council, realtors, and whatever.  But, I think that is something that needs to come back 
in a work session and we should hear this was discussed in this meeting and this is what was 
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discussed at that meeting and this is what we are looking at.  We are looking at housing, we 
are looking at this kind of development here, because even though the EDA is the Economic 
Development Authority in the city, as the City Council we are supposed to be directing the 
way things are going.  And if we don’t know until the last minute, it kind of puts people on 
the spot. I think it does.”    
 
Davis, “I agree, anything of this importance would need to be discussed at a work meeting.  
However, this whole thing is in the very embryonic stages and there are no definite plans for 
it.  So, the EDA is kind of your sounding board to try to put together some alternatives that 
can be brought to a work meeting to be discussed to see if there is any potential for it.”  
DeRoche, “Part of my concern is this. I have watched other EDAs in other cities and I see 
some of the devastation that has happened. It is kind of after the fact, a good example is 
Forest Lake.  Now they are all tied up in a bunch of legal stuff because the EDA, I think in 
my opinion, that they created a problem.  We are looking at different places for Council 
meetings, fixing up Booster West, Booster East, that is stuff that needs to be discussed at a 
council level. Because I personally think Council meetings should be someplace they can be 
tape recorded, they can be filmed.”   
 
Davis, “They definitely would be.  I think what you are referring to is what I sent out in a 
staff update about some repairs that might be necessary at City Hall.  Before any of those 
would ever be affected they would be presented to Council to approve.”  DeRoche, “This is 
page 43 of the electronic packet, maybe 41 of the paper packet. Right after Moegerle sent 
out an invite for the staff at Met Council, the chair is coming….  One of Moegerle’s 
concerns is we have two places to meet other than Council Chambers.  We have Booster 
East which has no windows and we have Booster West which is cold and has no tables.  
Now are these different places we are looking at for Council meetings or are these meetings 
for people coming up here?”  Moegerle, “Those were developer meetings.”  Davis, ‘Those 
wouldn’t be Council meetings. One of the things we are looking at is maybe getting some 
recording facilities in this room over here so we can go back and have some of the 
commission meetings there like we used to have roads.  But still have the ability to record it.  
These would be for meetings other than commission meetings and other meetings we have 
during the day.  Anything we propose will be brought before Council for their discussion 
and approval.”   
 
DeRoche, “I understand that, but there have been things that have come up and there have 
been meetings prior to it getting on the agenda and the Council.  And it comes here and we 
have an agenda packet and that is all we have.  All of us aren’t in these meetings and so we 
don’t all know what has all been said around it.  If I don’t  know the facts I am not going to 
vote for it.  And I would hate to see something get voted through when all the facts are not 
out there on it.  Whether it is a meeting with Met Council. I have my thoughts about that.  
But people are talking now that at some point we are going to have to work with Met 
Council on infrastructure and trails. That is in the minutes here.”   Davis, “This involved the 
need for painting the public spaces in City Hall, especially the hallways.  In that discussion it 
was discussed that we should maybe look at a few other items.  We are getting some costs 
on those and we will present those at either a regular meeting or a work session, however 
you want to do it. Then Council can make a decision on how they want to proceed.” 
 
DeRoche, “I am not talking about that.  That is why I asked can we get the minutes for the 
Planning Commission and EDA even though they are not official. So we know what is 
discussed and what is coming down the pipe.  Another example is the discussion on the East 
Bethel Theatre. And another example is the discussion on the revolving loan program. None 
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of that has come back up before the Council.”  
 
Davis, “The reason none of that has come back before the Council is because a specific 
policy has not been developed. If you want to have a work meeting to discuss it, we can do 
that.  But, it is still in the formulation process.”   DeRoche, “I think we need to do work 
meetings and bring some of this stuff up. We need to formulate some of this stuff.”  Davis, 
“I think we need to have work meetings every other Wednesday between the Council 
meetings. Until we get some of this stuff resolved.”  Lawrence, “I understand your concerns, 
because we want to make sure everyone is well informed.  But it is the EDA to get the idea 
formulated so that we don’t have to have three or four work meetings.  They get it down to 
the best plan and then we can take a look at it.”  DeRoche, “Don’t you think if we are talking 
to Susan Haig at Met Council, who we were originally all allowed to talk with, granted they 
have changed, don’t you think that is something we should be kept abreast on?  I have no 
idea what goes on in those meetings.”   
 
Moegerle, ‘I invited Susan Haig here and she sent Pat Born who is the administrator of Met 
Council.  The idea was to open up communication at Met Council at a level above Bryce 
Pickart. I think I advised Council in reports it was going to happen.  And I advised what 
happened at the meeting.  Basically, the point of it was to open doors of communication, to 
brainstorm ideas, to look at the sewer system in a different light.  While there was not an 
admission, that Mr. Ronning would say was an explicit admission, but he indicated that yes, 
Met Council was to a certain extent complicit in the situation in which we are in. There were 
no proposals, the doors of communication were opened with Colleen and Jack. I  will 
probably never speak with Mr. Born again.  So I just think it created opportunity.  That is 
what I see the Council is to do, as their responsibility.  Create opportunities to make life at 
East Bethel better.” 
 
DeRoche, “That is fine and good, but again the perception, by not only myself but people 
out in the public is that things are being directed by certain people.  And, not as a Council as 
a whole. And, how do I address that.”  Lawrence, “The Council has directed the EDA to be 
enacted. They have to do something.  That is the function of the EDA to go out and work on 
items to be involved in this.  We have Parks, Roads and Planning to help Council once they 
have it figured out what is the best plan.  Then we make the decision. Only reason we have 
the committees.”  DeRoche, “It has nothing to do with the other commissions.  We are in a 
situation where again, a representative from the city should be dealing with this themselves.  
Not independently without letting the Council know.  Because certain things in these 
meetings could be taken out of context of this is what the city wants to do.”  Lawrence, “But 
the end result is it stops at the Council level.”  DeRoche, “Yes, I know that, but I don’t want 
people getting upset because a certain person told them this.” Lawrence, “We can have work 
meetings to get it figured out.”   
 
Koller, “We need to know more of what is going on.”  Moegerle, “There is nothing firmed 
up.  A lot of ideas.  Is there something stacked up?”  DeRoche, “I did not say anything was 
firmed up.  I said I didn’t want people to get that idea.  Don’t put words in my mouth.”  
Ronning, “I would like to know a little bit about what is going on before it happens, before it 
gets to us.  But, at the same time are their minutes we can refer to that will explain some of 
the content of these meetings?”  Davis, “There are. I don’t know if they will explain the full 
content of the meetings.  I think you have to decide as a Council what extreme you want to 
be involved. Do you want to be hands-on in everything?  If you do, we have to have multiple 
work meetings to discuss everything. Whatever your choice, we will do.”  Ronning, 
“Doesn’t seem we need to be involved in everything.”  Lawrence, “You are all welcome to 
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come to the EDA meetings.”  DeRoche, “I am not talking about the EDA meetings.  I am 
talking about the meetings outside of the EDA.”  Lawrence, “No meetings happened 
outside.”  DeRoche, “You are only picking up on half of this.”   
 
Moegerle, “I was at the meeting as the EDA president, Colleen was there as community 
development director and Jack as there as city administrator to open the doors at a higher 
level at MCES.  That is what was accomplished, nothing else.  I reported it in my Council 
reports.  As a result of that, Colleen has a connection at MCES higher than the Bryce 
Pickarts of the world.  And at the Council meeting following that I indicated that is what 
happened.  And you could have the same kind of meeting.  You have the same right.”  
DeRoche, “Where I am coming from, there is a lack of communication.  At different 
meetings lately it has been we need to work with Met Council.  A couple years ago we had 
this problem.  In my mind, what is in it for Met Council.”   Moegerle, “Met Council can help 
us through their Legacy Funds get trails and it won’t cost us a dime.”  DeRoche, “I am still 
on paying for our sewer and water.”  Moegerle, “There was no substance at this meeting.”   
 

Planning 
Minutes 

Davis explained that the Planning minutes are provided for your review and information.  
DeRoche, “The conversation came up about someone changing something on Highway 65  
north of 221st and that it wasn’t zoned for what he wanted to do.  The comment was made 
let’s just change it for what he wants to do.”  Colleen Winter, community development 
director, “That was just a discussion item on the Planning Commission.  That is a concrete 
recycling facility and there is no place where that is allowed.  They discussed is this 
something they want and if so, where should they be located.  They asked staff to go back 
and do some additional research and report back.”    
 
Ronning, “There were no actions.  There was some discussion about there was some code 
areas that need attention and I commented, “Take your opportunities when they come”.  I 
don’t think anyone on Planning Commission implied that we should do any particular 
thing.”   DeRoche, “Tanner did make the comments that when it came out that it was B-2 we 
should try to keep the business in the community.”   Winter, “My point of bringing it to them 
was to have that discussion because someone is asking to have that use. They may not be the 
only one to ask, so we need to start the discussions of whether we are going to allow this 
anywhere in the city.”   DeRoche, “Aren’t we working on changing the zoning?”   Davis, 
‘Yes as part of our comp plan review.  This is a specific instance that will have to be covered 
individually.”   Winter, “I didn’t think it was fair to the person to go through the whole 
process of a conditional use permit if we don’t have any place for it.”   Moegerle asked the 
city attorney, “Do you have any guidelines about meetings with developers and those kinds 
of things of which Council Members might attend.  Or the Mayor might attend as far as 
reporting back.  With developers some of that is confidential and the discussions we had 
here there was no substance to.”  Vierling, “As a general rule we prefer that developer 
meetings be staff only, that Council Members not be present because it does give the 
impression of some implicit authority. I think most cities try to adhere to that.”  Moegerle, 
“What about other meetings with other entities?”  Vierling, “There are multitude of meetings 
between elected officials and other elected officials and other governmental bodies and 
things of that nature. So, there are almost no rules because they vary so widely.  Bottom line, 
the open meeting law.  Terms of getting to know your neighbors, very informal and councils 
will meet as deem possible.  Staff should be in attendance.”      
 

Purchasing 
Policy 

Davis explained that the City’s current purchasing policy reflects the prior and unamended 
Minnesota Statute, 471.345, Subd.3, which required sealed bids for purchases over $50,000. 
The state limit has been amended to require sealed bids for purchases over $100,000 and 
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allow other options for purchases less than this amount. The following is the current Statute, 
Uniform Municipal Contracting Law, 471.345. 

471.345 UNIFORM MUNICIPAL CONTRACTING LAW. 
Subd. 3.Contracts over $100,000. 
If the amount of the contract is estimated to exceed $100,000, sealed bids shall be 

solicited by public notice in the manner and subject to the requirements of the law governing 
contracts by the particular municipality or class thereof. With regard to repairs and 
maintenance of ditches, the provisions of section 103E.705, subdivisions 5, 6, and 7, apply.  

Subd. 3a.Contracts over $100,000; best value alternative. 
As an alternative to the procurement method described in subdivision 3, municipalities 

may award a contract for construction, alteration, repair, or maintenance work to the vendor 
or contractor offering the best value under a request for proposals as described in section 
16C.28, subdivision 1, paragraph (a), clause (2), and paragraph (c).  

Subd. 4.Contracts exceeding $25,000 but not $100,000. 
If the amount of the contract is estimated to exceed $25,000 but not to exceed 

$100,000, the contract may be made either upon sealed bids or by direct negotiation, by 
obtaining two or more quotations for the purchase or sale when possible, and without 
advertising for bids or otherwise complying with the requirements of competitive bidding. 
All quotations obtained shall be kept on file for a period of at least one year after receipt 
thereof. 

Subd. 4a.Contracts exceeding $25,000 but not $100,000; best value alternative. 
As an alternative to the procurement method described in subdivision 4, municipalities 

may award a contract for construction, alteration, repair, or maintenance work to the vendor 
or contractor offering the best value under a request for proposals as described in section 
16C.28, subdivision 1, paragraph (a), clause (2), and paragraph (c).  

Subd. 5.Contracts $25,000 or less. 
If the amount of the contract is estimated to be $25,000 or less, the contract may be 

made either upon quotation or in the open market, in the discretion of the governing body. If 
the contract is made upon quotation it shall be based, so far as practicable, on at least two 
quotations which shall be kept on file for a period of at least one year after their receipt. 
Alternatively, municipalities may award a contract for construction, alteration, repair, or 
maintenance work to the vendor or contractor offering the best value under a request for 
proposals as described in section 16C.28, subdivision 1, paragraph (a), clause (2), and 
paragraph (c).  
Adoption of the current State Statue regarding municipal contracting eliminates the 
inconsistency between State and City definitions concerning this matter. 
 
In addition to, if we are going to rescind Change Order # 8 which is the next agenda item, 
we need to amend our purchasing policy so that we can do a best value alternative for the 
S.R. Weidema contract.  The S.R. Weidema contract is $54,000 and that exceeds our policy 
by $4,000. Meaning we would have to bid this if we don’t do it by change order. We can’t 
do it by change order now because we are going to exceed the 25% limit on the total contract 
amount.  The problem with trying to bid the S.R. Weidema work is the time limits involved, 
the space they are working in is so confined it would  be just about impossible to have 
another contractor working in there with them. 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=103E.705%23stat.103E.705
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=16C.28%23stat.16C.28.1
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=16C.28%23stat.16C.28.1
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes?id=16C.28%23stat.16C.28.1
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Staff recommends deletion of the section “Purchases exceeding $50,000” from the City’s 
Purchasing Policy and adopt the current State Statute 471.345, Subd. 3, 3a,4 and 5, as 
described above, as the City’s purchasing policy for purchases between $5,000 and 
$100,000. Keep in mind that City Council has full control over anything done on this.  
Council has to approve anything, it is still in your control. 
 
Ronning, “When I read this I thought it doesn’t sound quite right to me.  So, I went to the 
16.C.28 subd. 1 and C. The following agencies are eligible to participate in phase 1. That is 
the $100,000.  State agencies, counties, cities and school districts.  So it isn’t’ that we are 
non-complaint. But, it does sound like the best thing to do.”  
 
Vierling, “Right now you are more restrictive than the state allows. You are basically 
limiting yourselves in terms of the process you have to go through.  Competitive bids are 
very expensive to go through. Part of the recognition of the state making this change was 
recognizing the cost to prepare them, relative to the price of the contract wasn’t being 
merited.  That is why they increased the level to $100,000. Aside from the next issue, I don’t 
know that there is any reason why the city wouldn’t want to comply or match up with the 
state statute.”   
 
Lawrence made a motion to adopt the current state statute  including deletion of the 
section “Purchases exceeding $50,000” from the City’s Purchasing Policy and adopt 
the current State Statute 471.345, Subd. 3, 3a,4 and 5, as described above, as the City’s 
purchasing policy for purchases between $5,000 and $100,000.  Moegerle seconded.   
DeRoche, “There was a limit set on here for some reason in the past. I am hoping we don’t 
run into any issues with this.”   Davis, “The cost for a bid can be $10,000 to $15,000. This 
has been in place for a long, long time and has never been amended.”   Vierling, “This also 
doesn’t mean that the Council couldn’t order a competitive bid process if you really wanted 
one.”   Moegerle, “What happens to sections of our current purchasing policy that are not 
covered under the statute?  Such as credit cards and such. There are grammatical corrections 
needed.”  Vierling, “Those would remain in place.  The grammatical changes can be done 
internally.”  All in favor, motion carries.   
 

Change Order 
#8 – S.R. 
Weidema 

Davis explained that the city has an approved Change Order, Change Order #8, with S.R. 
Weidema to widen Viking Boulevard an additional 4’ for a distance of 1,200’ west, along 
the north side of Viking Boulevard, from the Hwy. 65 intersection as part of the existing 
reconstruction project. The cost of this work, $54,245.25, will be paid by East Bethel 
Properties, LLC, the owner of the property at the NW corner of Hwy. 65 and Viking 
Boulevard as part of a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the City.  
 
Due to potential conflicts with state law concerning the allowable percentage of change 
order increases ( not to exceed 25%) to the original value of a contract,  Change Order # 8 
needs to be rescinded and separate contractual agreements with S.R. Weidema and East 
Bethel Properties LLC need to be developed and agreed upon, separate and apart from the 
Municipal Utilities Contract. The deletion of Change Order # 8, will provide the City with 
additional flexibility for consideration of any potential change orders that may arise prior to 
project completion. 
 
While Change Order #8, as well as Change Orders #7 and 9, are essentially administrative 
adjustments to accommodate to the reconstruction of Viking Boulevard, they have an  
unproportional relevance to the water and sewer project and as such are being paid in total 
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by the  Anoka County Highway Department ( ACHD). The city’s participation in these 
agreements is solely an administrative function and provides the mechanism by which the 
Viking Boulevard Project can be coordinated and completed in conjunction with the 
Municipal Utilities Project. Again, the entire costs of these change orders (7 and 9) are being 
reimbursed to the City by the ACHD  
 
As recommended below, the means to address the issue of contract change order increases 
that will cause the least disruption and inconvenience to all parties is to rescind Change 
Order # 8 and directly contract with S.R. Weidema and East Bethel Properties, LLC for the 
additional shoulder widening with the City being the intermediary in the process . The cost 
of this additional work will be reimbursed to the City by East Bethel Properties, LLC. 
 
Staff recommends Council approve the rescission of Change Order # 8 and delete this from 
the Municipal Utilities Contract. Further and in addition,  staff  recommends contracting the 
additional shoulder widening work that would be deleted by the rescission of Change Order 
# 8 directly with S. R. Weidema, separate and apart from the Municipal Utilities Contract. In 
addition, and as part of this contract,  staff recommends the incorporation of  a modified 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with East Bethel Properties, LLC, assigning those 
same agreements and responsibilities to East Bethel Properties, LLC as contained the 
original MOU to the new contract for the shoulder widening work. The effective date of this 
rescission would be the date of the execution of the contract between the City, S.R. 
Weidema and East Bethel Properties, LLC.  
 
DeRoche made a motion to rescind Change Order #8, S.R. Weidema and delete this 
from the Municipal Utilities Contract. Koller seconded.   
 
Koller, “The MOU, that was before my time. What exactly is involved in that?”   Davis, 
‘That says the East Bethel Properties will pay for this work. The $54,000.”   Vierling, “We 
will go to a direct contract and have the security posted.”   Lawrence, “The East Bethel 
Properties is not the City of East Bethel. This is a separate company.”    Ronning, “The 
MOU is like an interpretation within an agreement.”   Koller, “Is East Bethel Properties 
going to develop that corner?”  Davis, “Correct.”   DeRoche, “Why can’t Weidema and East 
Bethel Properties just do a contract .”  Davis, “It is much simpler for S.R.. Weidema to do it 
this way and this is the way they prefer to do it.”   Ronning, “This reflects positively on our 
25% issue.  Can you explain how much?”  Davis, “If we didn’t rescind Change Order No. 8 
we would be at 25.04%.  There will probably be another change order coming down the 
road.  By rescinding Change Order No. 8 we will be at 24.57%.  It will give us about a 
$50,000 cushion.  There are a few things that might be unexpended line items.  Ultimately 
we will have $60,000 to $80,000.”  Jochum, “The only change order I know of is the 
$10,000 to MBI for the work product that was done to date to cancel the piling.  They are 
probably three weeks to being complete.”  DeRoche, “Will that affect us?”  Vierling, “Yes, 
if it is part of the contract.”  All in favor, motion carries. 
 
Davis explained that staff is recommending we approve contracting the work that was part of 
Change Order No. 8 with S.R. Weidema. 
 
Moegerle made a motion to contract with S.R. Weidema for the shoulder widening 
work and  incorporation of  a modified Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with 
East Bethel Properties, LLC, assigning those same agreements and responsibilities to 
East Bethel Properties, LLC as contained the original MOU.  Ronning seconded.   
DeRoche, “Is there any time limit on this?  Davis, “They will have 30 days to pay us and if 
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not we can take the appropriate method to collect.”   All in favor, motion carries.    
 

Recycling 
Grant 

Davis explained that The Anoka County Department of Integrated Waste Management has 
notified the City that we are eligible to apply for up to $18,000 in additional funds for drop 
off, municipal park and community event recycling programs. Applications for these funds 
are due in March 2013. These funds would be a 100% reimbursable grant, meaning that the 
City would only be eligible to receive monies actually spent on these activities.  As an 
example, if we received the $18,000 grant and could only account for $4,000 in expenditures 
we would only receive the $4,000.  
 
Staff has evaluated the conditions and requirements of the grants, and feel, that using this 
funding can enhance our current Recycling Program and enable the City to potentially cover 
current costs which have exceeded the existing grant amounts for this program. If we are 
awarded the grant funds it may be necessary to utilize other service organizations or clubs to 
operate the monthly drop off program. This type of arrangement would be similar to the 
agreement we have with the Lions Club for the operation of the Recycle Center. City staff 
would be utilized to conduct the municipal park and community event activities.  
 
It is possible that County may increase tonnage goals for municipalities that participate in 
this program. Should that happen, these new funds for activities, over and above those 
currently offered, would be beneficial in providing the additional means to achieve any 
higher tonnage goals that may be imposed.  
 
The City will receive $30,660 from Anoka County in 2013 to operate the City Recycling 
Program. These new funds are separate from and would be in addition to the $30,660 grant.  
 
Approval of these grants would add $18,000 to our current recycling budget and permit us to 
expand our services and potentially cover additional expenses that weren’t covered in past 
budgets due to the grant limits of the program. 
 
Staff recommends approval of the submission of an application for the additional grant 
funding of $18,000 from the Anoka County Department of Integrated Waste Management 
for the monthly drop off, park and civic event programs. 
 
Moegerle made a motion to have staff file an additional grant for funding of an 
additional grant of 18,000 from Anoka County Department of Integrated Waste 
Management for the monthly drop off, park and civic event programs.  Koller 
seconded.  DeRoche, “This money, say they give us $18,000.  What is the chances to put 
something up at Coon Lake Beach to gather recycling.”  Davis, “When we do the recycling 
day in May at Coon Lake we are going to try to expand some of the recycling portions of the 
services offered there.  Currently we only offer battery collection and scrap metal drop off.  
We are talking with Nate and John Freimuth to see if we can offer tire and appliance drop 
off.” Moegerle, “Why is this not on the consent agenda?”   Davis, “Could have been, but we 
met our tonnage goals and nice to call out what we are doing to expand our services.”  All in 
favor, motion carries.   
 

Fire Dept. 
Report 

Chief DuCharme, “The report you have in your package, for the month of January we ran 47 
calls.  33 were medical related.   Of the 33 we assisted in transport of 27 and had three 
fatalities. Our inspection program continues.  Our inspector did get through six businesses.  
If you would compare January 2013 to 2012, we ran about 15 additional calls.”   DeRoche, 
“How are we doing on accidents.”   DuCharme, “In the beginning of January had the head-
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on.”  DeRoche, “How are we doing on the corner up here?”  DuCharme, “Did close off 
Highway 65 and used helicopter transport.  Had Linwood, Bethel and our fire department 
responding because we had a house fire at the same time in the southern part of the city.”   
DeRoche, “Any problems with chimney fires?”   DuCharme, “Got a call for one, then the 
homeowner didn’t want our services.  If you have a wood burner, get chimney swept on a 
regular basis.”  We just got done with interviewing and are going through background 
checks.  There will probably be five of them which will bring our department to a total to 39.  
We anticipate a few will be retiring. We have highly committed people.”   
 

Ordinance 42, 
Second Series 
Amending 
Chapter 2, 
Administratio
n, Article V. 
Officers and 
Employees 

Davis explained that this proposed Ordinance amendment would amend Sections 2-261 
through 2-266 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of East Bethel. These changes are 
necessary to clean up various inconsistencies in the Ordinance that pertain to the City 
Administrator.   
 
Staff recommends City Council consider the approval of the amendments to Chapter 2, 
Article V, Sections 2-261 through 2-266 of the City Code as presented in the attachment, 
adoption of Ordinance 42, Second Series and direction to publish. 
 
Moegerle, “When I went through this, I noticed some of the redlining did not follow 
through. Where the word was going to be changed to shall, it didn’t get changed.  And I 
have questions about the knowledge and abilities section if is proper in part of an ordinance. 
And I am saying this as a preface as a motion to table this. So, I thought I would to ”   
Vierling, “Some of those issues are stylistic, in terms of whether they want to be in the 
ordinance or not. Really the provisions are no longer applicable within this ordinance.  
Usually the terms of the duties are laid out in the contract or the job description.  If the job 
duties are in the ordinance they are usually pretty generic, they are not that specific. In most 
respects you are already covered in your contract.  It probably isn’t necessary.”  Moegerle, “I 
was surprised that 16 was deleted in whole. It said the City Administrator may perform 
additional duties from time to time as presented by City Council.”  Vierling, “16 duplicates 
15.  There is a lot of surplus in there.”     
 
Moegerle made a motion to table the ordinance amending Chapter 2, Administration, 
Article V. Officers and Employees for further editing of subsection 2-263 of knowledge 
of abilities to a simple statement.  DeRoche seconded.   DeRoche, “Is there any way you 
can send us a copy of your contract?”  Davis, “Yes, and there is no job description for the 
city administrator.”  All in favor, motion carries. 
 

Ordinance 43, 
Second 
Series, 
Amending 
Chapter 6, 
Alcoholic 
Beverages, 
Article III. 
Intoxicating 
Liquors, 
Section 6.54 
License Fees 
 

Davis explained that this proposed Ordinance amendment would amend a portion of Section 
6-54 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of East Bethel. This change would eliminate the 
exceptions for refunds of liquor license permits. This change would remove any confusion or 
interpretation concerning conditions for refunds as outlined in part (d) of the Ordinance. As 
further justification for deletion of this section of the Code, all the staff expenses for permit 
issuance are upfront costs and depending on the permittee, these costs can be substantial. 
Other costs associated with this permit are prosecution costs in the event there is a violation 
of the terms of the Ordinance.  
 
Staff recommends City Council consider the approval of the amendments to Chapter 6, 
Article III, Section 6-54 of the City Code as presented in the attachments, adoption of 
Ordinance 43, Second Series and direction to publish. 
 
Lawrence made a motion to adopt Ordinance 43, Second Series Amending Chapter 6, 
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Alcoholic Beverages, Article III. Intoxicating Liquors, Section 6.54 License Fees.  
Moegerle seconded.   DeRoche, “Am I am to understand that under no circumstances will 
we give no liquor license refunds? What if the place burns down or there is a natural 
disaster?”    Davis, “As I mentioned before, a lot of the costs for these permits are upfront.  
Also, if you get a couple of these and there is prosecution costs involved it could eat up quite 
a bit of the permit fees quickly. It was a way to clear up the confusion on the refunds without 
adding eight or ten different sections to it.”  DeRoche, “The licensee’s death, the example 
that used that brought this up, was kind of an abuse.  It was in there that if something bad 
happened, maybe prorate it, whatever. We all know that  it was the intent to the close the bar 
last year.   There were numerous events last summer and then he wanted his money back. 
That is different to me than if someone dies, or if the place burns down.”  Vierling, “I 
appreciate the council wants to be compassionate on many of these things and that is 
understandable.  Practically speaking, it has been a really long time since I have seen a 
liquor license held by an individual as opposed to a corporate entity.  From a matter of 
liability, people just don’t own them in their own name. Usually held in name of corporation, 
LLC or some other organization.  If there is a death in a corporation, death is a non-event.  In 
terms of total destruction, the building would usually have insurance.  Sense is ordinance 
was probably drafted in another era where people held the licenses and we just don’t see that 
anymore”  DeRoche, nay; Koller, Lawrence, Moegerle, and Ronning, aye; motion 
carries.   

  

Council 
Member 
Report – 
DeRoche 

DeRoche, “Who is absorbing the costs for us from a legal standpoint and staff time to be 
working these change orders and working out the deals with LLC and Weidema and MCES, 
are we eating the cost?”  Davis, “Some of the costs can be charged back to the project.  And 
some of the services that we perform as a staff and Economic Development efforts.     
Jochum’s services we should be able to bill back to the project.”  DeRoche, “I appreciate 
this, but there was a contract between MCES and Anoka County, and the city was just in the 
middle. But yet we still have to have the city attorney look at things. Especially now with the 
new contract being drawn up. We have to have the city attorney look at.”   Davis, ‘We 
should be able to charge Mark’s time back to the project. Staffs time which is a budgeted 
expense and to implement our economic development projects.”  DeRoche, “We seem to 
spend a lot of time help certain things that aren’t making us a lot of money in the process.  
There have been a lot of fishing contests on Coon Lake. And the Mayors ride is coming up.  
Public Works does a pretty good job on the roads. Is there a reason we don’t use chemicals 
on some of these roads?”   Davis, “We have used chemicals and you have to have 
applicators, we would have to invest in the applicators. The cost on it is very substantial.  
We do use calcium chloride.”  DeRoche, “The catch basins, I keep the one on Bryant Lane 
clean, are we keeping those others open?”   Davis, “They will be kept clean as part of our 
road program.”   
 

Council 
Member 
Report – 
Koller 
  

Koller, “Is the Reclamation Center done?” Jochum, “No, the water treatment plant is 
finished.”  Koller, “When are we going to get something hooked up to it?”  Davis, 
“Aggressive Hydraulics will be hooking up the beginning of May. The East Bethel Theater 
would like to get connected in the spring to both the water and the sewer. And then we will 
be sending out notices to the rest of the businesses that will be required to hookup.”  Koller, 
“When will the reclamation center be collected?”   Davis, “September or October this year.   
But Met Council has agreed that they will haul it out if we have anyone that wants to hookup 
prior to completion of so we can go ahead and make connections any time now.”  
 

Council Moegerle, “I had a meeting with the ISD 15 superintendent on Thursday after the last 
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Member 
Report – 
Moegerle 
 

Council meeting.  Colleen and Jack were going to go with me, but because it got cancelled 
and then it was back on and then they couldn’t attend.  It was very interesting especially 
about the technology that 1st and 2nd graders are using. So there is a lot of enthusiasm from 
their community liaison and the superintendent to be involved with the city. Interest to 
bringing some of the high schoolers art to be displayed in our hall.  East Bethel was the first 
to contact ISD 15 to get more of a community involvement with education.  The following 
Thursday we got our new website online.  I think the capabilities will benefit us.  That is just 
really exciting.  The retreat was a great opportunity to spend time with staff and I am 
grateful that staff took their Saturday to spend time with us. I think we got some nuts and 
bolts things out of the way.  Some of the philosophical things that were discussed here 
tonight would benefit from another retreat and get the communication clear. So staff and 
council are on track with each other.” 
 
 

Council 
Member 
Report - 
Ronning 

Ronning, “Retreat is too vacationy, can we call them off site meetings?  And I haven’t heard 
anything negative about it.  On the salt cost, I was buying 500 pounds for a group today and 
the difference in the cost for 5 degrees was 100% difference in cost. And, I find myself 
negative about some things sometimes, I am a doubting Thomas and the way it was 
explained here tonight, that Change Order NO. 8, the easy thing to do would be to just let it 
happen. But I appreciate what you did to make some wiggle room happen.” 
   

Council 
Member 
Report – 
Lawrence  
 

Lawrence, “This is my first meeting with the computer in front of me. The accident on 221st 
and Highway 65.  They brought the helicopter and so I got a phone call right away.”  Chief 
DuCharme, “The paramedics ordered the air ambulance.”  Lawrence, “I think things are 
moving along relatively smoothly. The completion of the total project will be three to four  
weeks?”  Jochum, “Yes, three to four weeks..”   Lawrence, “How long before Viking will be 
open?   Davis, “Probably in May or June, I think that is their schedule.”   
 
Davis, “The website is online, we do recognize there is still a lot of work to complete this.  I 
want to commend Wendy Warren for her hard work. And also the Committee members who 
spent a lot time on this.  We could have waited to go online later, but sometimes if you wait 
things keep getting put off.  So, we went online with it and will diligently work to get it up to 
speed.  Also, we mentioned the possibility of a work meeting.  I am checking to see if we 
want to call for a work meeting and what we want to discuss. Hopefully we will have some 
final information on the bid openings for the forcemain project.  And the city share may 
have dropped from 3.9 to 2.1 million.  We are hoping to get all the final numbers from the 
Met Council in the three to four days.  We did have a discussion with the bond council.  
There was some question about the commitment of funds on this. We had received some 
indications that the funds may have to be expended by December 31, 2013.  We did have a 
conversation today and we think there will be latitude in that.  And we have that one small 
bond that we should be able to use that is not a rebate bond.”    
 

Adjourn 
 

DeRoche made a motion to adjourn at 9:38 PM. Moegerle seconded; all in favor, 
motion carries. 

 
Attest: 
 
 
Wendy Warren 
Deputy City Clerk 



 

  EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL WORK MEETING 
February 13, 2013 

 
 

The East Bethel City Council met on February 13, 2013 at 5:00 PM for a City Council work meeting at City Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:     Bob DeRoche  Ron Koller  Richard Lawrence  

Heidi Moegerle (at 5:33 PM)   Tom Ronning (at 6:15 PM) 
 
ALSO PRESENT:    Jack Davis, City Administrator 
    Craig Jochum, City Engineer (at 6:00 PM) 
 
Call to Order 
 
 
Adopt Agenda  
 
 

The February 13, 2013 City Council work meeting was called to order by Mayor Lawrence 
at 5:07 PM.     
  
DeRoche made a motion to adopt the February 13, 2013 City Council work meeting 
agenda. Lawrence seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  
 

Presentation 
by Martha 
Weaver 

Martha Weaver, Anoka County Public Information Manager, “This is going to be a conversation 
with you about where you see yourselves leading the City of East Bethel. My particular 
experience is in media. I spent nearly 20 years as a media reporter in television news.  And also 
in newspaper and radio before coming to Anoka County. At work I go by the last name of 
Weaver. Because I got married late and had established myself with the name of Weaver.  When 
I got married, the television station I was working for at the time was WRTV. ABC affiliate in 
Indianapolis, Indiana.  That is where I was for most of my career and they told me because of the 
commodity that I had become for them, that they would not like me to use my married name on 
the air. So, I think if you called me Martha West, I would probably not respond because I am 
used to be called Martha Weaver. At home I am Martha West. I am Mom, chauffer, interpreter 
for my toddlers babble, former television news anchor and I have done media consulting and it 
has had an interesting evolution. 
 
I was a reporter first and then became an anchor. And when you are an anchor you are much like 
you guys are, a captive audience in that seat. See a lot happening in front of you in that seat.  
Subjects come and go and you sit there and watch. And you start to judge and make comments 
on how people do a better job or improve.  So, one time I was approached by a public relations 
agency who said, “You know you have to have a lot of ideas about how people could improve 
after watching people in the past ten years from that desk.  Would you like to help us?”  And I 
said absolutely.  The first client I worked with was a particular basketball coach from Indiana 
University who had a penchant for throwing things. It was very interesting to talk with him 
about what they wanted to do at the University. With his successor and working with the 
basketball program at that University and the other educators and professors about what image 
they wanted the University to have for those outside the University. And then that moved on to 
working with other professional athletes from Super Bowl winning quarterback from 
Indianapolis to Indie Car race drivers, to some other different stints across the county in media 
consulting.   
 
The thing I find that is most valuable that we are going to talk about today is that public relations 
people are just that, public relations people. And they know how to read, they know how to 
write, they know how to talk.  But, they have never had to chew out the story.  They have never 
had to go after you with a microphone and ask tough questions.  And then continue to pepper 
you with those questions.  A lot of the people who are in public relations today were never the 
reporter.  So it is really important to know where stories come from, why they do it and the 
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atmosphere that reporters come from that is driving them to go after you. That is some of the 
things I want to share with you today and also what my role is at Anoka County. And, what we 
at Anoka County are trying to do for the area as a whole.  
 
First I want to tell you a little about myself. I am married and enjoy pretty much anything 
outdoors. My husband is a teaching golf professional. He is a member of the PGA and works for 
a company that uses technology to help people improve their game of golf.  Previous to that he 
worked in Indie racing and that is how we met. We have two daughters, one is seven and one 
just turned three.  My ideas for tonight are we talk a little bit about dealing with the media, talk 
about what our expectations are and how we continue to go forward together.    
 
I would like to know what you were told about what this session was going to be.” 
 
DeRoche, “Absolutely nothing.” Koller, “I will second that.”  Lawrence, “I knew you were 
coming and speaking to us.” Weaver, “But you did not know what the topic of the discussion 
was going to be?”  DeRoche, “A little bit.  But you know weekend before last Heidi and I went 
to the LMC Experienced Officials meeting that dealt with media.  So, we have kind of been 
down that road.”   
 
Weaver, “Talk to me a little about your experiences with the media.”  Lawrence, “They usually 
get it wrong when I interact with them.  Even if it from Council meetings here I have to call and 
correct them because they misquote a lot.  It is like “Did you even watch or listen to anything?”  
They miss a lot.  I always do the band aid work.  People misquote, okay what was the quote 
really about.  I think the last really big misquote we had was “City Council cuts Fire 
Department” and that was not true. We asked the fire chief if there was any area in his 
department that he could reduce spending.  And he came back with a budget cut.  If he had come 
back and said no then we wouldn’t have done any cuts, if he had come back with a whole bunch 
more, we would have done all of them too.  But, we got tarred and feathered for cutting the fire 
department. That is my experience with the media, not positive.”  
 
Koller, “I am the new guy here, so I haven’t really dealt with media.  But what I have seen in the 
newspaper and in T.V. is all they are really out for is the story.  It doesn’t matter if it is true or 
not. Whatever will sell the paper. So I am not fond of media.”  
 
DeRoche, “I am wondering whatever happened to honesty and integrity. I had a couple stories 
that after the came out I addressed the reporter and after that he started speaking the truth.  It is 
all about selling papers and to some people in East Bethel that is their mode of communication 
of what the Council is up to.  I think we have had one little blurb in the last month.  Otherwise if 
you don’t have cable, you aren’t going to see it streaming. “  Weaver, “There was a story about 
the Williams Family in the paper a few days ago.”  DeRoche, “So, do I trust them, no.  What I 
have learned is as a trusted official there is always tape recorders on. It doesn’t matter who you 
are talking to.  There is always somebody to say you aren’t doing that.  So you just have to 
watch what you say. Because it can be pretty damning.  You have data privacy stuff you have to 
deal with.  If we go into a closed session it is done for a reason.  Eric who was our reporter was 
pretty good.  Now we got a gal that I actually cancelled my subscription to the paper. And my 
reason was because I think she does a terrible job.  In fact she doesn’t even do a job up here.  
And, are there good reporters, maybe.  I just watched that blurb on the cop in California and they 
did film and keep his reported media going.  To me, that was true reporting.  You are putting out 
what is really going on there.  At the city level it is really important that the people get the facts. 
If you want to blow up a story get a job down in a big city where people are used to that. Up here 
people need to know (especially in the times we are in), the city is not falling apart, the staff 
does work, the City Council does work together and things are moving forward.  Rather than all 
this negative stuff.   And if that is all someone is going to put in there, then they shouldn’t put in 
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anything.”  Lawrence, “The media is an extremely powerful tool and can really guide how it 
shapes the city whether it is providing the facts or misrepresenting.  Either way it is going to 
help shape the city and we need to make sure it goes in a positive direction so that this city 
moves forward.”   
 
Weaver, “So based on your experiences, which for two of you have not been positive.  You 
talked about your recourse, cancelling your subscription and expressed opinion about particular 
reporter, but who did you express that opinion to?”  DeRoche, “The editor. I tried the new 
reporter and I think she has been here once.”  Davis, “Two or three times.”  DeRoche,“ She must 
watch the meetings because two or three weeks after the meeting a little blurb will come out.  
But, that is a little late in the game. I think if you are going to be the reporter and the meeting is 
Wednesday, come Friday you should have something on the city out there. There is always 
something about other cities and there have been a couple articles about East Bethel when we 
have had some hot button issues. But, that shouldn’t be the only time we have any articles.”   
 
Weaver “Mayor Lawrence, what was your recourse after your most recent experience?”  
Lawrence, “When I had some issues with the reporter, I called him up and told him what I 
thought and this is my viewpoint.  This is the way I saw it.  I just left it at that and if he wants to 
redirect, that is up to him.”   
 
Weaver, “Let me tell you a little about reporting organizations and the people who do it.  
Because there are all types, just as there are all types in politics as you have learned.  If your 
perception of the media or a reporter is about a two or a one, on a scale of one to ten, where 
would you expect the politician and elected officials would be on that scale?” DeRoche, 
“Probably a three.”  Weaver, “And might be below it.  So, we have a lot of work to do to make 
people understand what you both are trying to accomplish. What you need to understand with 
the reporter is what drives them.  Not the organization, not the paper, but the individual.  That 
was me for many, many years.  So when I would come to work in the morning, if you work first, 
second or third shirt, in every newsroom there are three shifts.  When you first come in you have 
a meeting and talk about what is going on.  I heard this, someone called me with this piece of 
information, and this is happening in the community, this might be something to follow up on.  
Talking it out together. Depending on the news organization, you have a certain amount of space 
you need to fill. This has changed dramatically in the last twelve years with YouTube.  One of 
the late comers to the game was the organizations that aren’t covering you as often as you like. 
The ones that saw and have the ability to feed the 24 hour internet news cycle are the ones that 
are the most successful.  They are all trying to fill the expediential window, they have to be very 
creative and very quick.  When you feel this individual is not covering you very often, they may 
be trying to cover five other things at once.  Because the person they work for, their editor or in a 
television news room case, their news director is telling them that this is how much they need 
and this is when they need it. In television you work against the clock.”   
 
DeRoche, “Right. I have known Dave Moore for many years.  I happened to work for a 
politician back in the 80’s.  We had a lot of interviews done with Ron Maddox with Time, was 
on the St. Paul City Council.”  Weaver, “When you had those interviews, how long would you 
stand for those interviews? How long would you stand with the reporter during the interview?”  
DeRoche, “Not very long.”  Weaver, “Five, ten minutes?”  DeRoche, “Maybe.”  Weaver, “When 
you saw it on the news how much of that was on the air? Eight, ten, fifteen seconds?”  DeRoche, 
“Sure, because they were chopping in what they wanted to be heard.”  Weaver, “What you need 
to understand is the reporter is told exactly how much time they have to for their story. That is 
true in television as well. In newspaper, they only so much column space.  So, they are trying to 
determine what they feel tells the story, in a compelling way, in the shortest time frame possible.  
The average story in television news is 20-30 seconds.  The long stories are a minute and five 
seconds to a minute and thirty seconds. So, the people that are driving this are not necessarily the 
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reporters that are getting the information from you, but those that are driving them.” 
    
Weaver, “What are your expectations for the time we are spending together tonight?”   
Lawrence, “I think we need to form a base that we can all have a common goal as far as the 
media goes.  I am not exactly sure what we are trying to achieve as far as the media goes right 
now.  I know we are trying to work through some situations where we trying to make our city 
attractive to developers/businesses.  At the community level, where they can say look at what 
East Bethel is doing over there.  That is what I am after.” 
 
Koller, “I think the most important thing is you say the facts.  You can keep it short.  Don’t just 
take out what you hear and slice out little pieces and add to it.  Because a story will sell more 
papers.  Unbiased has to be in there.  You see the presidential elections where everybody else 
has backed a candidate.  Newspapers aren’t’ supposed to back a candidate in my opinion.  They 
are supposed to back all of them.  Give us the unbiased news.”    
 
Weaver, “It was very bothersome to me when I came back here, because to me as a journalist the 
thing that I had was my credibility.  It was the most important thing that I had.  I had protected it 
to the end of every day.  So, when I came back here and saw reporters that were supposed to be 
reporting also pitching car dealerships and all kinds of different things it was appalling to me.  
They had sold out.  I agree with you, the media today for the most part has sold out.  For the 
advertising dollar.  It is merely a form of entertainment.  One of the things that are the beauty of 
this day and age is you have the opportunity to own the story. (Moegerle arrived.)  But, are they 
paying attention to you?   Is a paper that reaches 120,000 homes total really getting into the 
homes in East Bethel?  Is it your right paper?  The paper for you over here is the Pioneer Press.  
They only really focus on stuff that is east of Highway 65.  You have the opportunity through 
your own means, through your own communications to own the story. To tell your story, to tell 
your message.  The big project, it is yours.  You can tell it, you can shape it.  When the facts are 
wrong, you can have a fact sheet.  Before they even have a chance to print something, they have 
handouts on it.  Here is our vision.  Here are our goals.  Here is out vision.  Here are our goals.  
Here is what we stand for.  This is what we are about.  You have a new group and you can lay 
your path and set the tone of what the message is going to be.  Anything else does not have 
merit.  It is our project and we know it better than anyone else.  With the media today, you have 
the opportunity to get in front of it and be your own media source.  I have talked to the 
community of St. Francis and told them the same things.  You can be your own media using 
tools that are free and I can talk to Jack and Colleen about this to get you going on those kinds of 
things.  I will help in any way possible because East Bethel, St. Francis and the other 18 others 
are all part of Anoka County.  It is my neighborhood, it is my home, my community and reflects 
on me. It is a value to us to put a face forward that is positive, professional and has it facts 
straight.  Who is better to tell me about you than you. 
 
Let me talk about dealing with reporters.  All the stuff you don’t want to see, reporters have to 
see.  Reporters get put in a lot of situations you don’t want to be in.  You do it because it is your 
job.  Reporters are trying to make a living and are pushed like the frail horse that can’t pull the 
cart.  If you protest about what you are doing, you are out and there are 400 people applying for 
your job because they think your job is glamorous.   You have an opportunity if you are called to 
do an interview to make the message yours.  To own that story again.  The reporter might ask a 
question, but you can draw out areas.   You can anticipate questions about certain subjects.   
How many of you have prepared a message sheet about subjects. For the sewer, the before is just 
as important, it was a topic that drove the election.”  DeRoche, “We encourage people to show 
up at meetings and get facts about it.”  Weaver, “Now you have been elected and you have a 
project and who owns it?”   Moegerle, “We do.”   Weaver, “Use the opportunity.  In the scope of 
the lifetime of this community, that is a fraction.”  DeRoche, “This conversation would have 
been wonderful two years ago.”   
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Lawrence, “The one thing about your interview opportunity is whenever I am going to a 
meeting, the wife and I always say, what is the stump speech. If you are asked a question or if 
you are interviewed do you have prepared, ready to go something for what people ask you.  And 
we do the ABCs because that is all you are going to get out.”  Weaver, “That is wonderful.  It is 
exactly right.  What are your priorities and what are your key messages.  That may seem like a 
simple exercise, but it is invaluable. How many times do you practice for a simple exercise that 
you do?” 
 
Weaver, “Practice key messages and prepare together what you think they might be. And then 
take them home and remember what they might be.”   DeRoche, “But normally we discuss it and 
Jack talks.  Because otherwise we are going to give five, (maybe) different things to a particular 
reporter.  And Jack has a way to communicate with people that they usually listen.”  Moegerle, 
“And the other thing is that most recently with our current reporter, she takes quotes from the 
meetings.  I have not been called from her for an interview.” Weaver, “So she just takes the 
banter going back and forth during discussion time at your meeting. And she doesn’t follow 
through afterward?”  DeRoche, “She just talks bits and pieces and to the person reading it, it 
makes absolutely no sense.  Unless you understand what is behind it.  Up here we have lot of 
older folks and they just want it straight.”  Weaver, “Do you transcribe your meetings?”  
Moegerle, “Yes.”  Weaver, “Word for word?”  Moegerle, “Yes. It was needed to be word for 
word for the previous two years.  I am not so sure it is needed so much now.”   Weaver, “But 
there are cameras here, so it is broadcast.  I would invite them to make sure they watch this so 
they get the full story. Invite them to make sure they watch it, so that way they get the complete 
story. Or they can read the transcript.  Or your newsletter.”  
 
Weaver, “It is important to own the story.  Where does that reporter sit?”  Moegerle, “At home.  
A few rows back.” Weaver, “Do you think it would be possible to walk down and say to the 
reporter, “Let’s talk a little more” when the meeting is done?”  DeRoche, “She doesn’t wait.  
When the meeting is done, she is gone before the meeting is over.”   Weaver, “Any reporter, I 
don’t want to single her out, anyone that is here, anyone that you see following your 
organization.  Find out who are your local political reporters. The Star Tribune has four reporters 
assigned to your area.  Find out who they are, where they live, do they have families, are they 
human beings, what can we know about them..  I met with one and she is a lovely individual.  
They want to do good stories.  Oftentimes they get turned down because they might not be juicy 
enough for the powers that be.  Let the reporters know when something is going on.  There is not 
a day that they are not looking for something to feed the beast.  They need this stuff, because 
once they are in the position to turn it out, they get overwhelmed.  There is not a day that goes 
by that they are not looking for content to feed the beast.  They are always looking.  It is like 
hunting, when you drive down the road there are a thousand turkeys and you get in your blind 
and it is silent, nothing. They rely on sources that aren’t necessarily anonymous.   
 
Looking for opportunities to tell the story can be very appealing to you because, “What do you 
want people to remember tomorrow?” Moegerle, “East Bethel is a great place to live, work and 
play.”   Weaver, “It is, but I want you to get a new message.  And that is a whole other topic. But 
this is really important. The story of the L.A. police officer, because it is a national story and the 
story is grand, and the actions and things that have happened are made for T.V. movies.  We will 
all recall some detail about it tomorrow.   
 
Say there is a story about East Bethel going on and let’s say it goes out in the Minneapolis paper 
to people.  The next day the majority of those 100,000 people, who are not East Bethel residents, 
what do you think they are going to remember about the story?  Are they going to remember 
your name?  Do you think they know your name right now?”  DeRoche, “It depends on if they 
are East Bethel residents.”  Weaver, “I am saying the rest of them, the ones that aren’t.  The rest 
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of the world is what we are worrying about. Because from now on you are going to own your 
own story for your own residents. You are going to be your own media outlet for your own 
residents. You are going to be your own source for your own residents because there is a 
multitude of ways to do that, you are going to be in charge of that. 
 
The rest of them are only going to remember what I call the residue at the bottom of the cup.  
They pick up the paper and read a few stories depending on what the headlines say.  And the 
headline draws them in and they may read it.  Here is what I tell the Anoka County 
Commissioners.  They are only going to think one  thing the next day. Either, they are doing 
good things, or they can’t get their act in gear.  The rest of the world because they are too busy 
with their own lives.  So you as a team, and you need to become a team, need to determine what 
you want that residue to be. Based on how you own the story, what key messages you give the 
media.  Each one will be a little different.  Tweaked based on personalities and differences, but 
you need to look big picture and think what are they going to think tomorrow. 
 
What do you want for East Bethel?  I drove up here and thought I am vacationing at home if I 
live here.  Every weekend I drive two hours, pack up the dogs, kids and mother and husband and 
we drive up north to do everything we could do right here.  What do you want people to think of 
East Bethel.  You collectively need to decide that, big picture, 5, 10 years down the line.  You 
need to look at all the resources you have here.  Building the message that you put out there.  
The mayor has a good head start on you, prepare and practice the message in front of a mirror.  
The only thing you can control about an interview or any other human being is yourself.  And 
any of you that have been in a marital relational know, that how you say it, is just as 
important as what you say.  Be careful with your words, once they are said they can only be 
forgiven not forgotten.   
 
In this role that you have now, remember, before the election and after the election.  
Whether you want it or not you need to accept the responsibility that people see you 
differently.  You should exceed their expectations.  People want more from their leaders.  
We want heroes.  There is a reason we go to movies with happy endings.  Your words are 
worth more than those that are not elected.  If I voted for you I elevated you and gave you 
that power.  So it is extremely important that before you use them you think about this.  
What are my words going to mean to the city? What are they going to mean to my 
colleagues? What are they going to mean to staff? Because you have been put in a position 
now where you represent thousands of people, not just your family.  So you need to make 
those responsible decisions about your words on the people that you represent.   
 
One of the things I find very helpful is an exercise called, “How would I take that.”  Before I 
say something, especially a criticism, especially dealing with staff or a coworker, I think 
how I would take it.  Witchy, rude, as a leader.  If you play that little game with yourself.”  
DeRoche, “I think they call that the golden rule growing up.”  Weaver, “Speaking with the 
media is a job they have to do. If there is a photographer, make sure you greet the 
photographer.  Don’t touch their equipment.  Don’t ignore them, don’t ignore phone calls.  If 
you think you will get away from them by not responding to phone calls, they will just show 
up on your front step. And they have every right to find you.  Be truthful. Don’t use job 
speak. Speak in terms of what the project will accomplish, how long it will take.  You are 
better off giving them a fact sheet about the project.  Then they will use your part to add the 
color to the story.  
 
Turn negative into positive.  Let them know that they have a good question.  Own your story 
and provide the messages that you have practiced. Address that it is a challenge but we are 
moving forward. Tell them if you are not prepared to answer immediately.  If you have to 
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meet with staff to get the information to answer the question.  Most of the time reporters are 
trying to turn something around pretty fast.  So, give them the courtesy of calling them back 
as soon as possible and letting them know who to talk to if you don’t have a message.  Your 
body language and demeanor speaks volumes.  If I had come in here in a sweatshirt and flip-
flops that would have spoken volumes about me. (Tom Ronning arrived.)  Start in your 
chambers, I challenge you in your work session Saturday to work on your vision.  If I lived 
here I would feel really safe here.  That we would be in it together.  That is the sense I get 
from this place. You need to as a team present a professional looking Council.  That is really 
important. Have you ever considered for all the gentlemen to wear a tie?  I invite you to 
consider it.”  DeRoche, “I think if people wore suits up here, there would be a lot of 
distrust.”   
 
Weaver, “I didn’t say suits, I said a tie.  One of my former employers said I want to dress for 
the job you want, not the job you have.  Remember your words can be forgiven, but not 
forgotten.  Own your message.”   
 
Moegerle, “I think that the five of us have some different views on the approach.  And I 
think on Saturday we will work over those kinds of things.  I am a person that believes in 
disagreeing agreeable.  How do you disagree agreeably while airing the various issues we 
have and the various different perspectives?  I feel I was elected because of my ability to 
make decisions.  Others feel they were elected for other reasons.  How do you air all the 
issues in an agreeable fashion.” 
 
Weaver, “There are two ways to look at this.  Recommend that you adopt a commitment to 
your colleagues, because even though you feel you are a good decision maker, you have five 
decision makers and everyone’s vote weighs the same up here.  However, that is why I 
encourage you to lay out your point for reason why you disagree.  That is something you can 
work out in work sessions.  Determine on projects what goals are.  What do we want to 
accomplish in 5, 10, 20 years.  What is your mission statement.  What is your vision statement.  
When you know what those are, you can agree to disagree.  In the military there is one mission.  
And the leaders of the battalions and different areas have one mission of how they are going to 
achieve that mission.”  DeRoche, “Except you are trained to think outside of the box, because if 
you get in a pickle you better be able to get out of it.”  Weaver, “That is why you always have an 
A,B,C, alternate choices.  You have an opportunity here to put your vision forward.”   DeRoche, 
“Obviously we have been doing something here, because when we came in, there wasn’t 
anything.  There are five ideas, five people.  Whether someone likes it or not, I will look at what 
is there and make a decision.”  Moegerle, “It is never personal.”   Weaver, “If you are 
disrespectfully disagreeing, you are disrespecting the individuals that elected that person.  You 
are grown-ups you should be able to respectfully disagree.”    
 

Municipal 
Utility Project 
Change Order 
Update 

Davis explained that we are going to talk about some of the issues we have with the change 
orders with the municipal utility project.  Currently with change order #9 we are within $XX of 
the 25% of the project.  At the time that we issued some of these we didn’t anticipate  this next 
change order coming so fast.  The thing that has thrown us in this predicament is we agreed to 
participate with Anoka County and the Met Council for the reconstruction of County Road 22 
which turned out to be a $1,800,000 change order. We are getting down towards the end of the 
project and we do have another change order that is pending. It is Change Order #10 and it is 
about $10,000 Approval of that without any modification or reconstruction of any previous 
change order would put us $4,000 over our limit and as prescribed by state statute.  
 
I had a conversation with the city attorney, Mark Vierling this morning and he advised me there 
was really no wiggle room or any room for interpretation on what is called a 429 Section and it 
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is based on assessments. He said if there is ever any kind of litigation or appeal on the 
assessments, this could be used against us. Also, we have to be careful on doing anything with 
interpretation to change orders as far as statutes go.  Because we have to satisfy the other side of 
the equation, our auditors.  Our auditors will look at this very closely.   Craig Jochum, John 
Swanson, and I have had some discussions about how we can address the problem.  There are 
some line items that probably won’t be used that we could possibly use.  We could also possibly 
go back and restructure Change Order #8 and make it dealing specifically dealing with the 
developer and S.R. Weidema.  I would prefer not to do this unless it is an absolute have to case. 
There was some initial reluctance on S.R. Weidema’s case.  Also, I am not sure they would have 
given them the same unit prices.  Craig did some investigation on this and compared it to the 
Jackson project prices and they were much lower.  
 
Jochum, “I believe you have the memo I sent Jack yesterday.  Essentially we are at, $14,608,000 
without Change Order #10.  With Change Order #10, we would be at $14,612,000.  I did a 
memo last night to the design engineer with option 3 of eliminating the line item 3 of some trees 
is not accurate.  I guess that is 100% Met Council cost.  And they do plan on planting those trees 
for trees they took out.  Just as an example, Item 178, Bituminous patching, this was planned for 
187th Lane and it actually held up pretty well during the project so it was not needed, $10,500.  
So that is an example of a line item that is not needed.  So one option is to take that line item out 
of the contract if we approve Change Order #10 which would be a wash if we use that line item 
as an example.” 
 
Moegerle “The 25% change, does that mean increase and decrease?  That we are moving 25% 
plus or minus all over this contract?  I don’t understand because I don’t think we have increased 
the cost by 25%. I don’t think we decreased the cost by 25% but we have reallocated costs.”  
Jochum, “If you take the original bid amount with Change Order #10 we would have increased it 
25%.”   Moegerle, “The cost of this is going to increase 25% over the bid price?”  Jochum, “That 
is only because of the change order to the county.  That one was $2,400,000.”   Davis, “The 
change order with the exception before the county thing came up there were additions, but there 
were also deductions.  They were a very small proportion of the project cost, 6-7%.”  Moegerle, 
“We were just talking about message, and in that fact sheet we need to have that come out very 
clearly.”  DeRoche, “What is to prevent the same thing from happening again.  The project isn’t 
done and  if we do this we are $4,000 + over. The last change order I did vote against.  We can’t 
keep piece mealing things.  We are kind of up against the wall on this.”    
 
Davis, “Not really.  Change orders are going to be part of any project and especially one of this 
complicated and this expensive. The change orders to date before the involvement of the county 
were about $240,000. There were change orders that were deductions to the contract too. That 
represents only a small percentage of the purchase price. For a project of this magnitude I think 
we have come out pretty good with these change orders.  But that is what we are looking at, 
restructuring change order #8.”   DeRoche, “I spoke with you this afternoon.  And I think East 
Bethel LLC should do their own contract with S.R. Weidema because that is what put this up 
there.”  Davis, “The big one was the one for the county on Viking Boulevard.”  Davis, “We were 
in the best position to expedite getting this contract done. If we have to go back to them and get 
this done, that is what we have to do.”  Lawrence, “Is this more of an accounting type, clerical 
issue?”  Davis, “State statute says you can’t issue change issues or increase the cost of the 
contract by more than 25%. That is what we have to comply with.  For the legal side and also the 
accounting side.”  DeRoche, “And doesn’t that have to do with the assessment part of this?”  
Davis, “The reason we have to do it from the legal side is because there will be assessments 
involved in this project. So if we go over the 25% and do assessments, people can use that in 
their challenge if they challenge it.” 
 
DeRoche, “How did we get so close to the 25% all of a sudden?”  Davis, “The reason we are 
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close is because of the Anoka County reconstruction project.”   DeRoche, “If we hadn’t 
approved that we wouldn’t have been in this situation?”  Jochum, “Well the city would have lost 
out on a $70,000 savings in the design, you are getting a great road with a great foundation 
which I think is very important when you start trying to sell your municipal utilities. The other 
option was they were going to use lightweight fill. Within four weeks this project will be 
complete.”  Ronning, “Out of curiosity, would they have done it without us?”  Jochum, “Yes.”  
Ronning, “And the cost wouldn’t have been against us at that point.”  Jochum, “Yes.”   Koller, 
“We saved $70,000 but it cost the county $2,000,000?”  Jochum, “Yes.”   DeRoche, “Fact of the 
matter is we are at a crossroad, what do we do to take care of this problem?”  Koller, “Shouldn’t 
East Bethel LLC be involved in this? And who is that?”   
 
Davis, “That is the owner of the property at County Road 22 and Highway 65, northwest 
corner.”  Jochum, “Other option is to not approve change order #10.”  DeRoche, “Can we get 
some more information?  Are these the only two options?”   
 
Davis, “The first option is to restructure change order #8, where the city is a partner in it.  
Second option is to take the line items that won’t be expended as part of the project costs out of 
the change order.  And the third option is to table change order #10 for the time being and 
consider it in four to six weeks when we have more information to consider it.”  Moegerle, “I 
think the first thing is to get us out of change order #8 like we should have been in the first 
place.”  Ronning, “One of the things Ron and I learned is that you can assess someone $50,000 
and if they don’t get that kind of value out of it, they can protest and the city will lose.”  
DeRoche, “When all these numbers were put together for the bids, who did this?”  Davis, 
“Bolton and Menk did this.  Engineers usually give very accurate estimates on project costs.”   
DeRoche, “No recourse, Bolton and Menk look at what has happened here.”   Davis, “Bolton 
and Menk did not make the decision.”  Lawrence, “Should carefully structure the pros and cons 
of all these changes and if we do this that will be the impact on all of them.”  Davis, “That is 
why we are here, I thought we should have some preparatory discussion before bringing it up at 
a Council meeting.”   Moegerle, “We should just get rid of change order #8 altogether.  No 
benefit to the city with it.”  Davis, “If are going to do that then I would also recommend doing 
the line item option.  So that we can also get change order #10 approved.”   
 

Adjourn 
 

Lawrence made a motion to adjourn at 7:03 PM.   Moegerle seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries. 

Attest: 
 
 
Wendy Warren 
Deputy City Clerk 









CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION 2013-11 

RESOLUTION APPROVING APPLICATION FOR A RAFFLE PERMIT FOR 
CEDAR CREEK COMMUNITY SCHOOL PTO WITH NO WAITING PERIOD 

WHEREAS, Cedar Creek Community School PTO has made application for a 
gambling permit for a raffle to be held on Saturday, April 13, 2013 at the Cedar Creek 
Community School, 21108 Polk Street NE, East Bethel, MN 55011. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA that the gambling permit application for the Cedar 
Creek Community School PTO for a raffle to be held on Saturday, April 13, 2013 at the 
Cedar Creek Community School, 21108 Polk Street NE, East Bethel, MN 55011 is 
approved with no waiting period.   

Adopted this 6th day of March, 2013 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 

CITY OF EAST BETHEL 

______________________________ 
Richard Lawrence, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

______________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 
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February 27, 2013 
 
City of East Bethel 
Attn: Mr. Jack Davis 
2241 221st Avenue NE 
East Bethel, MN 55011 
 
RE:  Phase I, Project 1 Utility Improvements 
 & East Bethel Gravity Interceptor & Discharge 
 
Honorable Mayor and City Council Members: 
 
Enclosed is Revised Pay Estimate No. 19 from S.R. Weidema for work completed on the above referenced project 
from January 20, 2013 through February 22, 2013.   
 
The work associated with this estimate includes Viking Boulevard muck excavation and backfill, traffic control, 
dewatering, etc. associated with the work along Viking Boulevard, as well as field office, mobilization, and traffic 
control items associated with the utility project. 
 
As of this estimate, the muck excavation and backfill on Viking is approximately 70% complete.  In addition, 
installation of the remaining interceptor sewer and watermain is anticipated to begin this week (week of 2/25/13). 
 
The City costs associated with this estimate include quantities paid for field office, mobilization, and traffic control 
items that are part of the original utility project.  None of the costs associated with the Viking reconstruction work 
are included in the City apportionment. 
 
We have reviewed the estimate, verified the quantities and recommend payment in the amount of $1,826,969.20 to 
S.R. Weidema. 
 
The total amount due above is apportioned as follows: 
  
 MCES:   $   822,950.01 
 County:  $1,003,649.89 
 City: 
 Sewer:   $          181.31 
 Water:  $          188.00 
 City Total: $          369.31 
 Total Due: $1,826,969.20 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 

 
 
John K. Swanson 
BOLTON & MENK, INC. 



CONTRACTOR'S PAY REQUEST DISTRIBUTION:

East Bethel Gravity Interceptor & Discharge & Utility Infrastructure Project CONTRACTOR (1)

CITY OF EAST BETHEL, MN OWNER (1)

PROJECT NO. C12.100028 ENGINEER (1)

Pay Estimate No. 19 BONDING CO. (1)

TOTAL AMOUNT BID $11,686,468.20

CHANGE ORDER NO. 1 (REVISED) $324,949.43

CHANGE ORDER NO. 2 $43,536.10

CHANGE ORDER NO. 3 -$9,078.08

CHANGE ORDER NO. 4 $18,823.65

CHANGE ORDER NO. 5 $0.00

CHANGE ORDER NO. 6 -$137,342.33

CHANGE ORDER NO. 7 $2,414,658.18

CHANGE ORDER NO. 8 $54,245.25

CHANGE ORDER NO. 9 $193,092.02

CHANGE ORDER NO. 10 (NOT APPROVED) $0.00

EXTRA WORK $12,610.25

TOTAL AMOUNT BID PLUS APPROVED  CHANGE ORDERS $14,601,962.67

MCES STORED MATERIALS TO DATE $1,294,983.05

EAST BETHEL STORED MATERIALS TO DATE $948,118.25

TOTAL, STORED MATERIALS TO DATE $2,243,101.30

DEDUCTION FOR MCES STORED MATERIALS USED IN WORK COMPLETED $1,179,503.25

DEDUCTION FOR EAST BETHEL STORED MATERIALS USED IN WORK COMPLETED $715,823.83

TOTAL DEDUCTION FOR STORED MATERIALS USED IN WORK COMPLETED $1,895,327.08

TOTAL DUE MCES STORED MATERIALS TO DATE $115,479.80

TOTAL DUE EAST BETHEL STORED MATERIALS TO DATE $232,294.43

TOTAL DUE,  STORED MATERIALS TO DATE $347,774.23

TOTAL, MCES COMPLETED WORK TO DATE $6,343,297.64

TOTAL, EAST BETHEL COMPLETED WORK TO DATE $4,007,986.50

TOTAL, COUNTY COMPLETED WORK TO DATE $1,391,453.41

TOTAL, COMPLETED WORK TO DATE $11,742,737.56

TOTAL, COMPLETED MCES WORK & STORED MATERIALS $6,458,777.44

TOTAL, COMPLETED EAST BETHEL WORK & STORED MATERIALS $4,240,280.93

TOTAL, COUNTY COMPLETED WORK TO DATE $1,391,453.41

TOTAL, COMPLETED WORK & STORED MATERIALS $12,090,511.78

MCES RETAINED PERCENTAGE ( 5%) $322,938.87

EAST BETHEL RETAINED PERCENTAGE (5%) $212,014.05

COUNTY RETAINED PERCENTAGE (5%) $69,572.67

TOTAL RETAINED PERCENTAGE ( 5% ) $604,525.59



TOTAL EARNED LESS RETAINAGE MCES TO DATE $6,135,838.57

TOTAL EARNED LESS RETAINAGE EAST BETHEL TO DATE $4,028,266.88

TOTAL EARNED LESS RETAINAGE COUNTY TO DATE $1,321,880.74

TOTAL EARNED LESS RETAINAGE TO DATE $11,485,986.20

TOTAL, MCES AMOUNT PAID ON PREVIOUS ESTIMATES $5,312,888.56

TOTAL EAST BETHEL AMOUNT PAID ON PREVIOUS ESTIMATES $4,027,897.58

TOTAL COUNTY AMOUNT PAID ON PREVIOUS ESTIMATES $318,230.85

TOTAL AMOUNT PAID ON PREVIOUS ESTIMATES $9,659,016.99

MCES THIS ESTIMATE $822,950.01

EAST BETHEL THIS ESTIMATE $369.31

COUNTY THIS ESTIMATE $1,003,649.89

PAY CONTRACTOR AS ESTIMATE NO. 19 $1,826,969.20

Certificate for Partial Payment

I hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief,  all items quantities and prices

                                                            of work and material shown on  this Estimate are correct and that all work has been

performed in full accordance with the terms and conditions of the Contract  for this project

between the Owner and the undersigned Contractor, and as amended by any

authorized changes, and that the foregoing is a true and correct statement of the

contract amount for the period covered by this Estimate.

Contractor: S.R. Weidema, Inc.

17600 113th Avenue North

Maple Grove, MN 55369

By

Name Title

Date

CHECKED AND APPROVED AS TO QUANTITIES AND AMOUNT:

ENGINEER:  BOLTON & MENK, INC., 2638 SHADOW LANE SUITE 200  CHASKA, MN  55318

By , PROJECT ENGINEER

Date

APPROVED FOR PAYMENT:

OWNER:

By

Name Title Date

And

Name Title Date



Partial Pay Estimate No.: 19

ITEM  UNIT ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED ESTIMATED

NO. ITEM PRICE QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT

1 01500 MOBILIZATION $255,000.00 1 LUMP SUM $255,000.00 0.39 LUMP SUM $99,129.29 0.61 LUMP SUM $155,870.71 0.83 LUMP SUM $211,650.00 0.32 LUMP SUM $82,277.31 0.51 LUMP SUM $129,372.69 LUMP SUM LUMP SUM LUMP SUM LUMP SUM LUMP SUM 0.83 LUMP SUM $211,650.00 0.32 LUMP SUM $82,277.31 0.51 LUMP SUM $129,372.69 LUMP SUM

2 01350 MAINTAIN DITCH FLOW $4,200.00 4 EACH $16,800.00 2.50 EACH $10,500.00 1.50 EACH $6,300.00 3.00 EACH $12,600.00 2.00 EACH $8,400.00 1.00 EACH $4,200.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 3.00 EACH $12,600.00 2.00 EACH $8,400.00 1.00 EACH $4,200.00 EACH

3 01350 MAINTAIN CREEK FLOW $8,300.00 1 EACH $8,300.00 0.33 EACH $2,739.00 0.67 EACH $5,561.00 1.00 EACH $8,300.00 0.33 EACH $2,766.67 0.67 EACH $5,533.33 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $8,300.00 0.33 EACH $2,766.67 0.67 EACH $5,533.33 EACH

4 01350 UTILITY TESTING WATER $13.00 5000 KGAL $65,000.00 1,500.00 KGAL $19,500.00 3,500.00 KGAL $45,500.00 140.41 KGAL $1,825.33 103.46 KGAL $1,344.98 36.95 KGAL $480.35 KGAL KGAL KGAL KGAL KGAL 140.41 KGAL $1,825.33 103.46 KGAL $1,344.98 36.95 KGAL $480.35 KGAL

5 01350 PRE-CONSTRUCTION SURVEY / VIDEO TAPING $650.00 16 UNIT $10,400.00 14.00 UNIT $9,100.00 2.00 UNIT $1,300.00 16.00 UNIT $10,400.00 14.00 UNIT $9,100.00 2.00 UNIT $1,300.00 UNIT UNIT UNIT UNIT UNIT 16.00 UNIT $10,400.00 14.00 UNIT $9,100.00 2.00 UNIT $1,300.00 UNIT

6 01510 FIELD OFFICE $15,000.00 1 LUMP SUM $15,000.00 0.39 LUMP SUM $5,831.13 0.61 LUMP SUM $9,168.87 1.40 LUMP SUM $20,992.50 0.54 LUMP SUM $8,160.67 0.86 LUMP SUM $12,831.83 LUMP SUM 0.07 LUMP SUM $1,000.00 0.03 LUMP SUM $388.74 0.04 LUMP SUM $611.26 LUMP SUM 1.47 LUMP SUM $21,992.50 0.57 LUMP SUM $8,549.42 0.90 LUMP SUM $13,443.08 LUMP SUM

7 01550 TEMPORARY TRENCH RESTORATION $1.00 18250 SY $18,250.00 13,299.33 SY $13,299.33 4,950.67 SY $4,950.67 9,193.00 SY $9,193.00 6,795.33 SY $6,795.33 2,397.67 SY $2,397.67 SY SY SY SY SY 9,193.00 SY $9,193.00 6,795.33 SY $6,795.33 2,397.67 SY $2,397.67 SY

8 01550 TEMPORARY SWAMP ACCESS $32.30 4700 LF $151,810.00 1,933.33 LF $62,446.67 2,766.67 LF $89,363.33 3,632.00 LF $117,313.60 1,399.33 LF $45,198.47 2,232.67 LF $72,115.13 LF LF LF LF LF 3,632.00 LF $117,313.60 1,399.33 LF $45,198.47 2,232.67 LF $72,115.13 LF

9 01555 TRAFFIC CONTROL $25,000.00 1 LUMP SUM $25,000.00 0.39 LUMP SUM $9,718.56 0.61 LUMP SUM $15,281.44 1.00 LUMP SUM $25,000.00 0.39 LUMP SUM $9,718.56 0.61 LUMP SUM $15,281.44 LUMP SUM LUMP SUM LUMP SUM LUMP SUM LUMP SUM 1.00 LUMP SUM $25,000.00 0.39 LUMP SUM $9,718.56 0.61 LUMP SUM $15,281.44 LUMP SUM

10 01555 JERSEY BARRIERS $17.75 2850 LF $50,587.50 2,690.00 LF $47,747.50 160.00 LF $2,840.00 3,221.00 LF $57,172.75 1,252.14 LF $22,225.47 1,968.86 LF $34,947.28 LF LF LF LF LF 3,221.00 LF $57,172.75 1,252.14 LF $22,225.47 1,968.86 LF $34,947.28 LF

11 01410 PERMIT BOND ALLOWANCE $7,500.00 1 ALLOWANCE $7,500.00 0.39ALLOWANCE $2,915.57 0.61 ALLOWANCE $4,584.43 0.05 ALLOWANCE $400.00 0.02 ALLOWANCE $156.00 0.03 ALLOWANCE $244.00 ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE 0.05 ALLOWANCE $400.00 0.02 ALLOWANCE $156.00 0.03 ALLOWANCE $244.00 ALLOWANCE

12 02220 REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT $1.16 22660 SY $26,285.60 13,264.67 SY $15,387.01 9,395.33 SY $10,898.59 22,592.00 SY $26,206.72 12,931.33 SY $15,000.35 9,660.67 SY $11,206.37 SY SY SY SY SY 22,592.00 SY $26,206.72 12,931.33 SY $15,000.35 9,660.67 SY $11,206.37 SY

13 02220 REMOVE BITUMINOUS DRIVEWAY PAVEMENT $3.85 650 SY $2,502.50 518.67 SY $1,996.87 131.33 SY $505.63 472.50 SY $1,819.12 359.67 SY $1,384.72 112.83 SY $434.41 SY SY SY SY SY 472.50 SY $1,819.12 359.67 SY $1,384.72 112.83 SY $434.41 SY

14 02220 REMOVE CONCRETE DRIVEWAY PAVEMENT $0.50 2560 SF $1,280.00 2,152.33 SF $1,076.17 407.67 SF $203.83 1,602.00 SF $801.00 1,289.00 SF $644.50 313.00 SF $156.50 SF SF SF SF SF 1,602.00 SF $801.00 1,289.00 SF $644.50 313.00 SF $156.50 SF

15 02220 REMOVE CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER $2.15 1440 LF $3,096.00 1,059.67 LF $2,278.28 380.33 LF $817.72 1,369.50 LF $2,944.42 1,002.67 LF $2,155.73 366.83 LF $788.69 LF LF LF LF LF 1,369.50 LF $2,944.42 1,002.67 LF $2,155.73 366.83 LF $788.69 LF

16 02220 REMOVE STORM SEWER - 18" RCP $8.50 100 LF $850.00 56.33 LF $478.83 43.67 LF $371.17 86.00 LF $731.00 46.67 LF $396.67 39.33 LF $334.33 LF LF LF LF LF 86.00 LF $731.00 46.67 LF $396.67 39.33 LF $334.33 LF

17 02220 REMOVE STORM SEWER - 21" RCP $8.60 25 LF $215.00 9.00 LF $77.40 16.00 LF $137.60 37.00 LF $318.20 23.00 LF $197.80 14.00 LF $120.40 LF LF LF LF LF 37.00 LF $318.20 23.00 LF $197.80 14.00 LF $120.40 LF

18 02220 REMOVE STORM SEWER - 48" RCP $11.35 55 LF $624.25 55.00 LF $624.25 LF 64.00 LF $726.40 64.00 LF $726.40 LF LF LF LF LF LF 64.00 LF $726.40 64.00 LF $726.40 LF LF

19 02220 REMOVE CULVERT - 48" CMP $10.15 40 LF $406.00 LF 40.00 LF $406.00 42.00 LF $426.30 LF 42.00 LF $426.30 LF LF LF LF LF 42.00 LF $426.30 LF 42.00 LF $426.30 LF

20 02220 REMOVE STORM SEWER STRUCTURE $360.00 4 EACH $1,440.00 3.00 EACH $1,080.00 1.00 EACH $360.00 4.00 EACH $1,440.00 2.67 EACH $960.00 1.33 EACH $480.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 4.00 EACH $1,440.00 2.67 EACH $960.00 1.33 EACH $480.00 EACH

21 02218 SALVAGE AND REINSTALL STORM SEWER - 12" PVC $28.00 20 LF $560.00 LF 20.00 LF $560.00 14.00 LF $392.00 LF 14.00 LF $392.00 LF LF LF LF LF 14.00 LF $392.00 LF 14.00 LF $392.00 LF

22 02219 SALVAGE AND REINSTALL STORM SEWER - 18" RCP $28.00 20 LF $560.00 20.00 LF $560.00 LF 8.00 LF $224.00 8.00 LF $224.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 8.00 LF $224.00 8.00 LF $224.00 LF LF

23 02220 SALVAGE AND REINSTALL STORM SEWER - 36" RCP $29.00 75 LF $2,175.00 25.00 LF $725.00 50.00 LF $1,450.00 40.00 LF $1,160.00 8.00 LF $232.00 32.00 LF $928.00 LF LF LF LF LF 40.00 LF $1,160.00 8.00 LF $232.00 32.00 LF $928.00 LF

24 02220 SALVAGE AND REINSTALL STORM SEWER - 48" RCP $36.00 45 LF $1,620.00 30.67 LF $1,104.00 14.33 LF $516.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

25 02220 SALVAGE AND REINSTALL THEATER MARQUEE $48,500.00 1 EACH $48,500.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $48,500.00 1.00 EACH $48,500.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $48,500.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $48,500.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $48,500.00 EACH

26 02220 SALVAGE AND REINSTALL LANDSCAPING $35,000.00 1 ALLOWANCE $35,000.00 0.85ALLOWANCE $29,750.00 0.15 ALLOWANCE $5,250.00 0.80 ALLOWANCE $28,095.31 0.40 ALLOWANCE $13,918.12 0.41 ALLOWANCE $14,177.19 ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE 0.80 ALLOWANCE $28,095.31 0.40 ALLOWANCE $13,918.12 0.41 ALLOWANCE $14,177.19 ALLOWANCE

27 02220 PRIVATE UTILITY REMOVAL, RELOCATION, TEMP SUPPORT $225,000.00 1 ALLOWANCE $225,000.00 ALLOWANCE 1.00 ALLOWANCE $225,000.00 0.61 ALLOWANCE $136,737.40 0.11 ALLOWANCE $25,561.33 0.49 ALLOWANCE $111,176.06 ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE ALLOWANCE 0.61 ALLOWANCE $136,737.40 0.11 ALLOWANCE $25,561.33 0.49 ALLOWANCE $111,176.06 ALLOWANCE

28 02230 CLEARING & GRUBBING $68.00 190 EACH $12,920.00 80.00 EACH $5,440.00 110.00 EACH $7,480.00 358.00 EACH $24,344.00 161.00 EACH $10,948.00 197.00 EACH $13,396.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 358.00 EACH $24,344.00 161.00 EACH $10,948.00 197.00 EACH $13,396.00 EACH

29 02230 CLEARING & GRUBBING $2,700.00 1.9 ACRE $5,130.00 1.40 ACRE $3,780.00 0.50 ACRE $1,350.00 5.63 ACRE $15,201.00 3.14 ACRE $8,487.00 2.49 ACRE $6,714.00 ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE 5.63 ACRE $15,201.00 3.14 ACRE $8,487.00 2.49 ACRE $6,714.00 ACRE

30 02955 REPAIR EXISTING DRAIN TILE $13.00 300 LF $3,900.00 200.00 LF $2,600.00 100.00 LF $1,300.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

31 02960 2" FEATHER MILL $4.50 910 SY $4,095.00 910.00 SY $4,095.00 SY 900.00 SY $4,050.00 900.00 SY $4,050.00 SY SY SY SY SY SY 900.00 SY $4,050.00 900.00 SY $4,050.00 SY SY

32 02530 48" DIAMETER MANHOLE $371.25 602 LF $223,492.50 378.30 LF $140,443.88 223.70 LF $83,048.63 562.96 LF $208,998.90 376.77 LF $139,875.86 186.19 LF $69,123.04 LF LF LF LF LF 562.96 LF $208,998.90 376.77 LF $139,875.86 186.19 LF $69,123.04 LF

33 02530 60" DIAMETER MANHOLE $605.00 137 LF $82,885.00 8.30 LF $5,021.50 128.70 LF $77,863.50 79.76 LF $48,254.80 9.36 LF $5,662.80 70.40 LF $42,592.00 LF LF LF LF LF 79.76 LF $48,254.80 9.36 LF $5,662.80 70.40 LF $42,592.00 LF

34 02530 72" DIAMETER MANHOLE $800.00 8 LF $6,400.00 8.00 LF $6,400.00 LF 12.70 LF $10,160.00 12.70 LF $10,160.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 12.70 LF $10,160.00 12.70 LF $10,160.00 LF LF

35 02530 84" DIAMETER MANHOLE $1,535.00 64 LF $98,240.00 LF 64.00 LF $98,240.00 87.86 LF $134,865.10 LF 87.86 LF $134,865.10 LF LF LF LF LF 87.86 LF $134,865.10 LF 87.86 LF $134,865.10 LF

36 02530 96" DIAMETER MANHOLE $2,365.00 8 LF $18,920.00 LF 8.00 LF $18,920.00 11.25 LF $26,606.25 LF 11.25 LF $26,606.25 LF LF LF LF LF 11.25 LF $26,606.25 LF 11.25 LF $26,606.25 LF

37 02530 108" DIAMETER MANHOLE $2,370.00 10 LF $23,700.00 LF 10.00 LF $23,700.00 12.70 LF $30,099.00 LF 12.70 LF $30,099.00 LF LF LF LF LF 12.70 LF $30,099.00 LF 12.70 LF $30,099.00 LF

38 02530 120" DIAMETER MANHOLE $2,500.00 20 LF $50,000.00 LF 20.00 LF $50,000.00 24.85 LF $62,125.00 LF 24.85 LF $62,125.00 LF LF LF LF LF 24.85 LF $62,125.00 LF 24.85 LF $62,125.00 LF

39 02530 48" DIAMETER MANHOLE BOUYANCY COLLAR $436.00 22 EACH $9,592.00 22.00 EACH $9,592.00 EACH 22.00 EACH $9,592.00 22.00 EACH $9,592.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 22.00 EACH $9,592.00 22.00 EACH $9,592.00 EACH EACH

40 02530 60" DIAMETER MANHOLE BOUYANCY COLLAR $1,235.00 9 EACH $11,115.00 EACH 9.00 EACH $11,115.00 5.00 EACH $6,175.00 EACH 5.00 EACH $6,175.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 5.00 EACH $6,175.00 EACH 5.00 EACH $6,175.00 EACH

41 02530 72" DIAMETER MANHOLE BOUYANCY COLLAR $1,520.00 1 EACH $1,520.00 1.00 EACH $1,520.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $1,520.00 1.00 EACH $1,520.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $1,520.00 1.00 EACH $1,520.00 EACH EACH

42 02530 8" OUTSIDE DROP $220.00 17.82 LF $3,920.40 17.82 LF $3,920.40 LF 20.25 LF $4,455.00 20.25 LF $4,455.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 20.25 LF $4,455.00 20.25 LF $4,455.00 LF LF

43 02530 8" PVC SDR 35 SEWER PIPE (10-15 FEET) $38.00 1130 LF $42,940.00 1,130.00 LF $42,940.00 LF 1,325.00 LF $50,350.00 1,325.00 LF $50,350.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 1,325.00 LF $50,350.00 1,325.00 LF $50,350.00 LF LF

44 02530 8" PVC SDR 35 SEWER PIPE (15-20 FEET) $38.00 100 LF $3,800.00 100.00 LF $3,800.00 LF 295.00 LF $11,210.00 295.00 LF $11,210.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 295.00 LF $11,210.00 295.00 LF $11,210.00 LF LF

45 02530 8" PVC SDR 26 SEWER PIPE (10-15 FEET) $50.00 260 LF $13,000.00 260.00 LF $13,000.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

46 02530 8" PVC SDR 26 SEWER PIPE (15-20 FEET) $50.00 1965 LF $98,250.00 1,965.00 LF $98,250.00 LF 1,654.00 LF $82,700.00 1,654.00 LF $82,700.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 1,654.00 LF $82,700.00 1,654.00 LF $82,700.00 LF LF

47 02530 8" PVC SDR 26 SEWER PIPE (20-25 FEET) $50.00 835 LF $41,750.00 835.00 LF $41,750.00 LF 820.00 LF $41,000.00 820.00 LF $41,000.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 820.00 LF $41,000.00 820.00 LF $41,000.00 LF LF

48 02530 10" PVC SDR 26 SEWER PIPE (15-20 FEET) $55.00 20 LF $1,100.00 20.00 LF $1,100.00 LF 60.00 LF $3,300.00 60.00 LF $3,300.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 60.00 LF $3,300.00 60.00 LF $3,300.00 LF LF

49 02530 12" PVC SDR 26 SEWER PIPE (0-10 FEET) $58.00 65 LF $3,770.00 65.00 LF $3,770.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

50 02530 12" PVC SDR 26 SEWER PIPE (15-20 FEET) $58.00 610 LF $35,380.00 610.00 LF $35,380.00 LF 682.00 LF $39,556.00 682.00 LF $39,556.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 682.00 LF $39,556.00 682.00 LF $39,556.00 LF LF

51 02530 15" PVC SDR 35 SEWER PIPE (10-15 FEET) $58.00 945 LF $54,810.00 945.00 LF $54,810.00 LF 879.00 LF $50,982.00 879.00 LF $50,982.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 879.00 LF $50,982.00 879.00 LF $50,982.00 LF LF

52 02530 15" PVC SDR 35 SEWER PIPE (15-20 FEET) $58.00 405 LF $23,490.00 405.00 LF $23,490.00 LF 454.00 LF $26,332.00 454.00 LF $26,332.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 454.00 LF $26,332.00 454.00 LF $26,332.00 LF LF

53 02530 15" PVC SDR 26 SEWER PIPE (10-15 FEET) $58.00 85 LF $4,930.00 85.00 LF $4,930.00 LF 79.00 LF $4,582.00 79.00 LF $4,582.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 79.00 LF $4,582.00 79.00 LF $4,582.00 LF LF

54 02530 15" PVC SDR 26 SEWER PIPE (15-20 FEET) $58.00 65 LF $3,770.00 65.00 LF $3,770.00 LF 67.00 LF $3,886.00 67.00 LF $3,886.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 67.00 LF $3,886.00 67.00 LF $3,886.00 LF LF

55 02530 15" PVC SDR 26 SEWER PIPE (20-25 FEET) $58.00 17 LF $986.00 17.00 LF $986.00 LF 25.00 LF $1,450.00 25.00 LF $1,450.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 25.00 LF $1,450.00 25.00 LF $1,450.00 LF LF

56 02530 24" PVC PS 46/ CCFRPM SN 46 (10-15 FEET) $75.00 560 LF $42,000.00 LF 560.00 LF $42,000.00 559.00 LF $41,925.00 LF 559.00 LF $41,925.00 LF LF LF LF LF 559.00 LF $41,925.00 LF 559.00 LF $41,925.00 LF

57 02530 24" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 72 (10-15 FEET) $85.00 2420 LF $205,700.00 LF 2,420.00 LF $205,700.00 724.00 LF $61,540.00 LF 724.00 LF $61,540.00 LF LF LF LF LF 724.00 LF $61,540.00 LF 724.00 LF $61,540.00 LF

58 02530 24" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 72 (15-20 FEET) $85.00 1035 LF $87,975.00 LF 1,035.00 LF $87,975.00 1,035.00 LF $87,975.00 LF 1,035.00 LF $87,975.00 LF LF LF LF LF 1,035.00 LF $87,975.00 LF 1,035.00 LF $87,975.00 LF

59 02530 24" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 100 (20-25 FEET) $90.00 10 LF $900.00 10.00 LF $900.00 LF 8.00 LF $720.00 8.00 LF $720.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 8.00 LF $720.00 8.00 LF $720.00 LF LF

60 02530 24" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 100 (25-30 FEET) $90.00 25 LF $2,250.00 LF 25.00 LF $2,250.00 25.00 LF $2,250.00 LF 25.00 LF $2,250.00 LF LF LF LF LF 25.00 LF $2,250.00 LF 25.00 LF $2,250.00 LF

61 02530 24" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 100 (30-35 FEET) $90.00 28 LF $2,520.00 28.00 LF $2,520.00 LF 20.00 LF $1,800.00 20.00 LF $1,800.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 20.00 LF $1,800.00 20.00 LF $1,800.00 LF LF

62 02530 36" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 72 (15-20 FEET) $185.00 44 LF $8,140.00 44.00 LF $8,140.00 LF 44.00 LF $8,140.00 44.00 LF $8,140.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 44.00 LF $8,140.00 44.00 LF $8,140.00 LF LF

63 02530 42" PVC PS 46/ CCFRPM SN 46 (15-20 FEET) $210.00 566 LF $118,860.00 LF 566.00 LF $118,860.00 565.50 LF $118,755.00 LF 565.50 LF $118,755.00 LF LF LF LF LF 565.50 LF $118,755.00 LF 565.50 LF $118,755.00 LF

64 02530 42" PVC PS 46/ CCFRPM SN 46 (20-25 FEET) $200.00 320 LF $64,000.00 LF 320.00 LF $64,000.00 320.00 LF $64,000.00 LF 320.00 LF $64,000.00 LF LF LF LF LF 320.00 LF $64,000.00 LF 320.00 LF $64,000.00 LF

65 02530 42" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 72 (15-20 FEET) $205.00 502 LF $102,910.00 LF 502.00 LF $102,910.00 383.00 LF $78,515.00 LF 383.00 LF $78,515.00 LF LF LF LF LF 383.00 LF $78,515.00 LF 383.00 LF $78,515.00 LF

66 02530 42" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 72 (20-25 FEET) $205.00 285 LF $58,425.00 LF 285.00 LF $58,425.00 280.00 LF $57,400.00 LF 280.00 LF $57,400.00 LF LF LF LF LF 280.00 LF $57,400.00 LF 280.00 LF $57,400.00 LF

67 02530 42" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 72 (25-30 FEET) $205.00 855 LF $175,275.00 LF 855.00 LF $175,275.00 853.50 LF $174,967.50 LF 853.50 LF $174,967.50 LF LF LF LF LF 853.50 LF $174,967.50 LF 853.50 LF $174,967.50 LF

68 02530 42" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 72 (30-35 FEET) $205.00 155 LF $31,775.00 LF 155.00 LF $31,775.00 155.00 LF $31,775.00 LF 155.00 LF $31,775.00 LF LF LF LF LF 155.00 LF $31,775.00 LF 155.00 LF $31,775.00 LF

69 02530 42" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 100 (30-35 FEET) $225.00 466 LF $104,850.00 LF 466.00 LF $104,850.00 466.00 LF $104,850.00 LF 466.00 LF $104,850.00 LF LF LF LF LF 466.00 LF $104,850.00 LF 466.00 LF $104,850.00 LF

70 02530 48" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 72 (30-35 FEET) $225.00 25 LF $5,625.00 LF 25.00 LF $5,625.00 25.00 LF $5,625.00 LF 25.00 LF $5,625.00 LF LF LF LF LF 25.00 LF $5,625.00 LF 25.00 LF $5,625.00 LF

71 02530 60" PVC PS 115/ CCFRPM SN 72 (30-35 FEET) $500.00 1192 LF $596,000.00 LF 1,192.00 LF $596,000.00 1,190.00 LF $595,000.00 LF 1,190.00 LF $595,000.00 LF LF LF LF LF 1,190.00 LF $595,000.00 LF 1,190.00 LF $595,000.00 LF

72 02445 GRAVITY SEWER BORING - 12" CARRIER PIPE $218.00 95 LF $20,710.00 95.00 LF $20,710.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

73 02445 GRAVITY SEWER BORING - 15" CARRIER PIPE $325.00 95 LF $30,875.00 95.00 LF $30,875.00 LF 94.00 LF $30,550.00 94.00 LF $30,550.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 94.00 LF $30,550.00 94.00 LF $30,550.00 LF LF

74 02445 GRAVITY SEWER BORING - 24" CARRIER PIPE $455.00 290 LF $131,950.00 290.00 LF $131,950.00 LF 298.50 LF $135,817.50 298.50 LF $135,817.50 LF LF LF LF LF LF 298.50 LF $135,817.50 298.50 LF $135,817.50 LF LF

75 02445 GRAVITY SEWER BORING - 36" CARRIER PIPE $775.00 355 LF $275,125.00 355.00 LF $275,125.00 LF 351.00 LF $272,025.00 351.00 LF $272,025.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 351.00 LF $272,025.00 351.00 LF $272,025.00 LF LF

76 02445 GRAVITY SEWER BORING - 42" CARRIER PIPE $830.00 325 LF $269,750.00 LF 325.00 LF $269,750.00 325.00 LF $269,750.00 LF 325.00 LF $269,750.00 LF LF LF LF LF 325.00 LF $269,750.00 LF 325.00 LF $269,750.00 LF

77 02445 SET UP BORING PIT (10-15 FEET) $14,350.00 2 EACH $28,700.00 2.00 EACH $28,700.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $14,350.00 1.00 EACH $14,350.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $14,350.00 1.00 EACH $14,350.00 EACH EACH

78 02445 SET UP BORING PIT (20-25 FEET) $22,000.00 1 EACH $22,000.00 1.00 EACH $22,000.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $22,000.00 1.00 EACH $22,000.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $22,000.00 1.00 EACH $22,000.00 EACH EACH

79 02445 SET UP BORING PIT (25-30 FEET) $33,600.00 1 EACH $33,600.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $33,600.00 1.00 EACH $33,600.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $33,600.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $33,600.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $33,600.00 EACH

80 02445 SET UP BORING PIT (30-35 FEET) $40,000.00 1 EACH $40,000.00 1.00 EACH $40,000.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $40,000.00 1.00 EACH $40,000.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $40,000.00 1.00 EACH $40,000.00 EACH EACH

81 02530 6" PVC SDR 26 SERVCE PIPE $19.00 730 LF $13,870.00 730.00 LF $13,870.00 LF 625.50 LF $11,884.50 625.50 LF $11,884.50 LF LF LF LF LF LF 625.50 LF $11,884.50 625.50 LF $11,884.50 LF LF

82 02530 6" PVC SDR 26 SERVICE RISER $13.30 105 LF $1,396.50 105.00 LF $1,396.50 LF 120.00 LF $1,596.00 120.00 LF $1,596.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 120.00 LF $1,596.00 120.00 LF $1,596.00 LF LF

83 02530 8" X 6" PVC SDR 26 WYE $145.00 17 EACH $2,465.00 17.00 EACH $2,465.00 EACH 19.00 EACH $2,755.00 19.00 EACH $2,755.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 19.00 EACH $2,755.00 19.00 EACH $2,755.00 EACH EACH

84 02240 DEWATERING (0-10 FEET) $35.00 800 LF $28,000.00 LF 800.00 LF $28,000.00 80.00 LF $2,800.00 80.00 LF $2,800.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 80.00 LF $2,800.00 80.00 LF $2,800.00 LF LF

85 02240 DEWATERING (10-15 FEET) $45.00 5300 LF $238,500.00 3,076.00 LF $138,420.00 2,224.00 LF $100,080.00 4,695.00 LF $211,275.00 2,594.00 LF $116,730.00 2,101.00 LF $94,545.00 LF 2,575.00 LF $115,875.00 LF 2,575.00 LF $115,875.00 LF 7,270.00 LF $327,150.00 2,594.00 LF $116,730.00 4,676.00 LF $210,420.00 LF

86 02240 DEWATERING (15-20 FEET) $50.00 4600 LF $230,000.00 2,991.00 LF $149,550.00 1,609.00 LF $80,450.00 5,253.50 LF $262,675.00 3,250.00 LF $162,500.00 2,003.50 LF $100,175.00 LF LF LF LF LF 5,253.50 LF $262,675.00 3,250.00 LF $162,500.00 2,003.50 LF $100,175.00 LF

87 02240 DEWATERING (20-25 FEET) $65.00 1950 LF $126,750.00 1,225.00 LF $79,625.00 725.00 LF $47,125.00 1,942.50 LF $126,262.50 1,186.00 LF $77,090.00 756.50 LF $49,172.50 LF LF LF LF LF 1,942.50 LF $126,262.50 1,186.00 LF $77,090.00 756.50 LF $49,172.50 LF

88 02240 DEWATERING (25-30 FEET) $65.00 1010 LF $65,650.00 LF 1,010.00 LF $65,650.00 1,224.00 LF $79,560.00 197.00 LF $12,805.00 1,027.00 LF $66,755.00 LF LF LF LF LF 1,224.00 LF $79,560.00 197.00 LF $12,805.00 1,027.00 LF $66,755.00 LF

89 02240 DEWATERING (30-35 FEET) $70.00 2010 LF $140,700.00 160.00 LF $11,200.00 1,850.00 LF $129,500.00 1,868.50 LF $130,795.00 32.50 LF $2,275.00 1,836.00 LF $128,520.00 LF LF LF LF LF 1,868.50 LF $130,795.00 32.50 LF $2,275.00 1,836.00 LF $128,520.00 LF

90 02530 PIPE SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (EV) - TYPE A BEDDING $7.35 850 CY $6,247.50 270.00 CY $1,984.50 580.00 CY $4,263.00 1,992.24 CY $14,642.96 1,092.98 CY $8,033.40 899.26 CY $6,609.56 CY CY CY CY CY 1,992.24 CY $14,642.96 1,092.98 CY $8,033.40 899.26 CY $6,609.56 CY

91 02530 PIPE SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (EV) - TYPE B1 BEDDING $8.60 7700 CY $66,220.00 3,332.00 CY $28,655.20 4,368.00 CY $37,564.80 6,470.00 CY $55,642.00 CY 6,470.00 CY $55,642.00 CY CY CY CY CY 6,470.00 CY $55,642.00 CY 6,470.00 CY $55,642.00 CY

92 02530 PIPE SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (EV) - TYPE B2 BEDDING $10.00 1400 CY $14,000.00 CY 1,400.00 CY $14,000.00 619.00 CY $6,190.00 CY 619.00 CY $6,190.00 CY CY CY CY CY 619.00 CY $6,190.00 CY 619.00 CY $6,190.00 CY

93 02530 AGGREGATE BEDDING - TYPE A BEDDING $24.00 2000 TON $48,000.00 640.00 TON $15,360.00 1,360.00 TON $32,640.00 3,300.80 TON $79,219.20 684.87 TON $16,436.88 2,615.93 TON $62,782.32 TON TON TON TON TON 3,300.80 TON $79,219.20 684.87 TON $16,436.88 2,615.93 TON $62,782.32 TON

94 02530 AGGREGATE BEDDING - TYPE B1 BEDDING $28.00 18000 TON $504,000.00 7,731.00 TON $216,468.00 10,269.00 TON $287,532.00 9,010.50 TON $252,294.00 101.38 TON $2,838.64 8,909.12 TON $249,455.36 TON TON TON TON TON 9,010.50 TON $252,294.00 101.38 TON $2,838.64 8,909.12 TON $249,455.36 TON

95 02530 AGGREGATE BEDDING - TYPE B2 BEDDING $29.00 3300 TON $95,700.00 TON 3,300.00 TON $95,700.00 1,263.49 TON $36,641.21 TON 1,263.49 TON $36,641.21 TON TON TON TON TON 1,263.49 TON $36,641.21 TON 1,263.49 TON $36,641.21 TON

96 20341 GEOTEXTILE FABRIC - TYPE B1 BEDDING $1.00 16000 SY $16,000.00 7,064.00 SY $7,064.00 8,936.00 SY $8,936.00 15,102.00 SY $15,102.00 SY 15,102.00 SY $15,102.00 SY SY SY SY SY 15,102.00 SY $15,102.00 SY 15,102.00 SY $15,102.00 SY

97 02341 GEOTEXTILE FABRIC - TYPE B2 BEDDING $1.00 1950 SY $1,950.00 SY 1,950.00 SY $1,950.00 2,484.00 SY $2,484.00 SY 2,484.00 SY $2,484.00 SY SY SY SY SY 2,484.00 SY $2,484.00 SY 2,484.00 SY $2,484.00 SY

98 02530 EXPLORATION EXCAVATIONS $7,300.00 20 EACH $146,000.00 EACH 20.00 EACH $146,000.00 4.05 EACH $29,580.70 EACH 4.05 EACH $29,580.70 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 4.05 EACH $29,580.70 EACH 4.05 EACH $29,580.70 EACH

99 01150 TEMORARY ACCESS DRIVEWAY - BANK $3.35 1700 SY $5,695.00 1,133.00 SY $3,795.55 567.00 SY $1,899.45 1,683.00 SY $5,638.05 1,122.00 SY $3,758.70 561.00 SY $1,879.35 SY SY SY SY SY 1,683.00 SY $5,638.05 1,122.00 SY $3,758.70 561.00 SY $1,879.35 SY

100 02320 POND BERM RESTORATION $7,600.00 1 LUMP SUM $7,600.00 LUMP SUM 1.00 LUMP SUM $7,600.00 1.00 LUMP SUM $7,600.00 LUMP SUM 1.00 LUMP SUM $7,600.00 LUMP SUM LUMP SUM LUMP SUM LUMP SUM LUMP SUM 1.00 LUMP SUM $7,600.00 LUMP SUM 1.00 LUMP SUM $7,600.00 LUMP SUM

101 02530 SANITARY SEWER STANDARD CASTING $280.00 13 EACH $3,640.00 12.00 EACH $3,360.00 1.00 EACH $280.00 12.00 EACH $3,360.00 11.00 EACH $3,080.00 1.00 EACH $280.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 12.00 EACH $3,360.00 11.00 EACH $3,080.00 1.00 EACH $280.00 EACH

102 02530 WATER TIGHT CASTING $1,470.00 32 EACH $47,040.00 12.00 EACH $17,640.00 20.00 EACH $29,400.00 25.00 EACH $36,750.00 10.00 EACH $14,700.00 15.00 EACH $22,050.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 25.00 EACH $36,750.00 10.00 EACH $14,700.00 15.00 EACH $22,050.00 EACH

103 02530 CHIMNEY SEAL $252.00 13 EACH $3,276.00 12.00 EACH $3,024.00 1.00 EACH $252.00 13.00 EACH $3,276.00 12.00 EACH $3,024.00 1.00 EACH $252.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 13.00 EACH $3,276.00 12.00 EACH $3,024.00 1.00 EACH $252.00 EACH

104 02530 MANHOLE MARKER SIGN $57.00 31 EACH $1,767.00 12.00 EACH $684.00 19.00 EACH $1,083.00 24.00 EACH $1,368.00 10.00 EACH $570.00 14.00 EACH $798.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 24.00 EACH $1,368.00 10.00 EACH $570.00 14.00 EACH $798.00 EACH

105 02705 ADJUST CASTING $300.00 13 EACH $3,900.00 12.00 EACH $3,600.00 1.00 EACH $300.00 11.00 EACH $3,300.00 10.00 EACH $3,000.00 1.00 EACH $300.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 11.00 EACH $3,300.00 10.00 EACH $3,000.00 1.00 EACH $300.00 EACH

106 02310 MANHOLE ACCESS GRADING (CV) $12.25 600 CY $7,350.00 CY 600.00 CY $7,350.00 CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

107 02310 MANHOLE ACCESS SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (EV) $9.00 3950 CY $35,550.00 CY 3,950.00 CY $35,550.00 CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

108 02310 MANHOLE ACCESS GEOTEXTILE FABRIC $1.60 6800 SY $10,880.00 SY 6,800.00 SY $10,880.00 SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY

109 02310 MANHOLE ACCESS COMMON EXCAVATION (P) $2.00 1750 CY $3,500.00 CY 1,750.00 CY $3,500.00 CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

110 02310 MANHOLE ACCESS GRANULAR SUB BASE $7.00 7900 TON $55,300.00 TON 7,900.00 TON $55,300.00 TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON

111 02730 MANHOLE ACCESS AGGREGATE SURFACE $13.20 4300 TON $56,760.00 TON 4,300.00 TON $56,760.00 TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON

112 02535 6" PVC C905 DR 14 DISCHARGE PIPING $31.00 270 LF $8,370.00 LF 270.00 LF $8,370.00 257.00 LF $7,967.00 LF 257.00 LF $7,967.00 LF LF LF LF LF 257.00 LF $7,967.00 LF 257.00 LF $7,967.00 LF

113 02535 16" PVC C905 DR 14 DISCHARGE PIPING $58.00 4060 LF $235,480.00 LF 4,060.00 LF $235,480.00 3,553.00 LF $206,074.00 LF 3,553.00 LF $206,074.00 LF LF LF LF LF 3,553.00 LF $206,074.00 LF 3,553.00 LF $206,074.00 LF

114 02535 21.6" OD HDPE DR 7 DIPS DISCHARGE PIPING $110.00 2873 LF $316,030.00 LF 2,873.00 LF $316,030.00 2,949.00 LF $324,390.00 LF 2,949.00 LF $324,390.00 LF LF LF LF LF 2,949.00 LF $324,390.00 LF 2,949.00 LF $324,390.00 LF

115 02535 6" GATE VALVE $1,100.00 10 EACH $11,000.00 EACH 10.00 EACH $11,000.00 8.00 EACH $8,800.00 EACH 8.00 EACH $8,800.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 8.00 EACH $8,800.00 EACH 8.00 EACH $8,800.00 EACH

116 02445 DISCHARGE PIPE BORING - 16" CARRIER PIPE $328.00 95 LF $31,160.00 LF 95.00 LF $31,160.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

117 02445 SET UP BORING PIT (10-15 FEET) $16,850.00 1 EACH $16,850.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $16,850.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

118 02240 DEWATERING (10-15 FEET) $1.00 370 LF $370.00 LF 370.00 LF $370.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

119 02535 MAINTENANCE MANHOLE $3,100.00 47.5 LF $147,250.00 LF 47.50 LF $147,250.00 26.67 LF $82,677.00 LF 26.67 LF $82,677.00 LF LF LF LF LF 26.67 LF $82,677.00 LF 26.67 LF $82,677.00 LF

120 02535 AIR / VACUUM RELEASE MANHOLE $25,365.00 3 EACH $76,095.00 EACH 3.00 EACH $76,095.00 2.00 EACH $50,730.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $50,730.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 2.00 EACH $50,730.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $50,730.00 EACH

121 02530 72" DIAMETER MANHOLE BOUYANCY COLLAR $1,520.00 3 EACH $4,560.00 EACH 3.00 EACH $4,560.00 2.00 EACH $3,040.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $3,040.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 2.00 EACH $3,040.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $3,040.00 EACH

122 02530 108" DIAMETER MANHOLE BOUYANCY COLLAR $2,575.00 3 EACH $7,725.00 EACH 3.00 EACH $7,725.00 2.00 EACH $5,150.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $5,150.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 2.00 EACH $5,150.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $5,150.00 EACH

123 02535 MANHOLE MARKER SIGN $60.00 4 EACH $240.00 EACH 4.00 EACH $240.00 5.00 EACH $300.00 EACH 5.00 EACH $300.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 5.00 EACH $300.00 EACH 5.00 EACH $300.00 EACH

124 02535 4" INSULATION $3.70 350 SF $1,295.00 SF 350.00 SF $1,295.00 96.00 SF $355.20 SF 96.00 SF $355.20 SF SF SF SF SF 96.00 SF $355.20 SF 96.00 SF $355.20 SF

125 02535 TEMPORARY HYDRANT ASSEMBLY $3,160.00 2 EACH $6,320.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $6,320.00 1.00 EACH $3,160.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $3,160.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $3,160.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $3,160.00 EACH
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126 02510 HYDRANT EXTENSION $500.00 6 LF $3,000.00 LF 6.00 LF $3,000.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

127 02510 VALVE BOX EXTENSION $75.00 6 LF $450.00 LF 6.00 LF $450.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

128 02530 CHIMNEY SEAL $265.00 2 EACH $530.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $530.00 1.00 EACH $265.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $265.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $265.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $265.00 EACH

129 02535 FORCEMAIN FITTINGS $6.00 4300 POUND $25,800.00 POUND 4,300.00 POUND $25,800.00 3,023.00 POUND $18,138.00 POUND 3,023.00 POUND $18,138.00 POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND 3,023.00 POUND $18,138.00 POUND 3,023.00 POUND $18,138.00 POUND

130 02705 ADJUST CASTING $300.00 6 EACH $1,800.00 EACH 6.00 EACH $1,800.00 1.00 EACH $300.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $300.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $300.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $300.00 EACH

131 02705 ADJUST VALVE BOX $236.00 10 EACH $2,360.00 EACH 10.00 EACH $2,360.00 6.00 EACH $1,416.00 EACH 6.00 EACH $1,416.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 6.00 EACH $1,416.00 EACH 6.00 EACH $1,416.00 EACH

132 02510 HYDRANT & VALVE SUPPORT & FITING BLOCKING IN POOR SOILS $41.00 30 LF $1,230.00 LF 30.00 LF $1,230.00 20.00 LF $820.00 LF 20.00 LF $820.00 LF LF LF LF LF 20.00 LF $820.00 LF 20.00 LF $820.00 LF

133 02510 8" PVC C900 DR 25 WATERMAIN $27.00 2360 LF $63,720.00 2,360.00 LF $63,720.00 LF 2,299.00 LF $62,073.00 2,299.00 LF $62,073.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 2,299.00 LF $62,073.00 2,299.00 LF $62,073.00 LF LF

134 02510 12" PVC C900 DR 18 WATERMAIN $37.00 810 LF $29,970.00 810.00 LF $29,970.00 LF 849.00 LF $31,413.00 849.00 LF $31,413.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 849.00 LF $31,413.00 849.00 LF $31,413.00 LF LF

135 02510 16" PVC C905 DR 21 WATERMAIN $44.00 3840 LF $168,960.00 3,840.00 LF $168,960.00 LF 3,273.50 LF $144,034.00 3,273.50 LF $144,034.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 3,273.50 LF $144,034.00 3,273.50 LF $144,034.00 LF LF

136 02510 24" PVC C905 DR 21 WATERMAIN $75.00 1350 LF $101,250.00 1,350.00 LF $101,250.00 LF 1,370.00 LF $102,750.00 1,370.00 LF $102,750.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 1,370.00 LF $102,750.00 1,370.00 LF $102,750.00 LF LF

137 02510 19.5" O.D. HDPE DR 11 DIPS WATERMAIN $75.00 790 LF $59,250.00 790.00 LF $59,250.00 LF 1,313.00 LF $98,475.00 1,313.00 LF $98,475.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 1,313.00 LF $98,475.00 1,313.00 LF $98,475.00 LF LF

138 02510 32" O.D. HDPE DR 11 DIPS WATERMAIN $150.00 4040 LF $606,000.00 4,040.00 LF $606,000.00 LF 2,437.00 LF $365,550.00 2,437.00 LF $365,550.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 2,437.00 LF $365,550.00 2,437.00 LF $365,550.00 LF LF

139 02445 WATERMAIN BORING - 16" CARRIER PIPE $326.00 380 LF $123,880.00 380.00 LF $123,880.00 LF 288.00 LF $93,888.00 288.00 LF $93,888.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 288.00 LF $93,888.00 288.00 LF $93,888.00 LF LF

140 02445 WATERMAIN BORING - 24" CARRIER PIPE $437.00 430 LF $187,910.00 430.00 LF $187,910.00 LF 430.00 LF $187,910.00 430.00 LF $187,910.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 430.00 LF $187,910.00 430.00 LF $187,910.00 LF LF

141 02445 SET UP BORING PIT (0-10 FEET) $10,400.00 2 EACH $20,800.00 2.00 EACH $20,800.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $10,400.00 1.00 EACH $10,400.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $10,400.00 1.00 EACH $10,400.00 EACH EACH

142 02445 SET UP BORING PIT (10-15 FEET) $15,400.00 2 EACH $30,800.00 2.00 EACH $30,800.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $30,800.00 2.00 EACH $30,800.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 2.00 EACH $30,800.00 2.00 EACH $30,800.00 EACH EACH

143 02510 4" PVC C900 DR 25 WATER SERVICE $15.00 190 LF $2,850.00 190.00 LF $2,850.00 LF 174.00 LF $2,610.00 174.00 LF $2,610.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 174.00 LF $2,610.00 174.00 LF $2,610.00 LF LF

144 02510 4" PVC C900 DR 18 WATER SERVICE $15.00 490 LF $7,350.00 490.00 LF $7,350.00 LF 406.00 LF $6,090.00 406.00 LF $6,090.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 406.00 LF $6,090.00 406.00 LF $6,090.00 LF LF

145 02510 6" PVC C900 DR 18 WATER SERVICE $22.00 90 LF $1,980.00 90.00 LF $1,980.00 LF 105.00 LF $2,310.00 105.00 LF $2,310.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 105.00 LF $2,310.00 105.00 LF $2,310.00 LF LF

146 02510 6" PVC C900 DR 25 WATER SERVICE $18.00 130 LF $2,340.00 130.00 LF $2,340.00 LF 119.00 LF $2,142.00 119.00 LF $2,142.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 119.00 LF $2,142.00 119.00 LF $2,142.00 LF LF

147 02510 6" PVC C900 DR 18 HYDRANT LEAD $22.00 200 LF $4,400.00 200.00 LF $4,400.00 LF 162.50 LF $3,575.00 162.50 LF $3,575.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 162.50 LF $3,575.00 162.50 LF $3,575.00 LF LF

148 02510 6" PVC C900 DR 25 HYDRANT LEAD $22.00 70 LF $1,540.00 70.00 LF $1,540.00 LF 80.00 LF $1,760.00 80.00 LF $1,760.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 80.00 LF $1,760.00 80.00 LF $1,760.00 LF LF

149 02510 4" GATE VALVE $1,000.00 17 EACH $17,000.00 17.00 EACH $17,000.00 EACH 18.00 EACH $18,000.00 18.00 EACH $18,000.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 18.00 EACH $18,000.00 18.00 EACH $18,000.00 EACH EACH

150 02510 6" GATE VALVE $1,100.00 26 EACH $28,600.00 26.00 EACH $28,600.00 EACH 24.00 EACH $26,400.00 24.00 EACH $26,400.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 24.00 EACH $26,400.00 24.00 EACH $26,400.00 EACH EACH

151 02510 8" GATE VALVE $1,520.00 10 EACH $15,200.00 10.00 EACH $15,200.00 EACH 10.00 EACH $15,200.00 10.00 EACH $15,200.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 10.00 EACH $15,200.00 10.00 EACH $15,200.00 EACH EACH

152 02510 12" GATE VALVE $2,625.00 2 EACH $5,250.00 2.00 EACH $5,250.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $5,250.00 2.00 EACH $5,250.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 2.00 EACH $5,250.00 2.00 EACH $5,250.00 EACH EACH

153 02510 16" BUTTERFLY VALVE $3,000.00 12 EACH $36,000.00 12.00 EACH $36,000.00 EACH 11.00 EACH $33,000.00 11.00 EACH $33,000.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 11.00 EACH $33,000.00 11.00 EACH $33,000.00 EACH EACH

154 02510 24" BUTTERFLY VALVE $5,660.00 8 EACH $45,280.00 8.00 EACH $45,280.00 EACH 6.00 EACH $33,960.00 6.00 EACH $33,960.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 6.00 EACH $33,960.00 6.00 EACH $33,960.00 EACH EACH

155 02510 HYDRANT $3,320.00 21 EACH $69,720.00 21.00 EACH $69,720.00 EACH 18.00 EACH $59,760.00 18.00 EACH $59,760.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 18.00 EACH $59,760.00 18.00 EACH $59,760.00 EACH EACH

156 02510 HYDRANT EXTENSION $500.00 11 LF $5,500.00 11.00 LF $5,500.00 LF 14.50 LF $7,250.00 14.50 LF $7,250.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 14.50 LF $7,250.00 14.50 LF $7,250.00 LF LF

157 02510 VALVE BOX EXTENSION $75.00 11 LF $825.00 11.00 LF $825.00 LF 14.50 LF $1,087.50 14.50 LF $1,087.50 LF LF LF LF LF LF 14.50 LF $1,087.50 14.50 LF $1,087.50 LF LF

158 02705 ADJUST VALVE BOX $250.00 74 EACH $18,500.00 74.00 EACH $18,500.00 EACH 29.00 EACH $7,250.00 29.00 EACH $7,250.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 29.00 EACH $7,250.00 29.00 EACH $7,250.00 EACH EACH

159 02510 GATE VALVE MARKER SIGN $60.00 15 EACH $900.00 15.00 EACH $900.00 EACH 17.00 EACH $1,020.00 17.00 EACH $1,020.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 17.00 EACH $1,020.00 17.00 EACH $1,020.00 EACH EACH

160 02510 WATERMAIN FITTINGS $9.00 16500 POUND $148,500.00 16,500.00 POUND $148,500.00 POUND 17,000.00 POUND $153,000.00 17,000.00 POUND $153,000.00 POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND 17,000.00 POUND $153,000.00 17,000.00 POUND $153,000.00 POUND POUND

161 02510 4" INSULATION $3.70 1500 SF $5,550.00 1,500.00 SF $5,550.00 SF 257.00 SF $950.90 257.00 SF $950.90 SF SF SF SF SF SF 257.00 SF $950.90 257.00 SF $950.90 SF SF

162 02510 HYDRANT & VALVE SUPPORT & FITING BLOCKING IN POOR SOILS $41.00 180 LF $7,380.00 180.00 LF $7,380.00 LF 93.00 LF $3,813.00 93.00 LF $3,813.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 93.00 LF $3,813.00 93.00 LF $3,813.00 LF LF

163 02320 TRENCH CONSOLIDATION REPLACEMENT MATERIAL $4.00 60000 TON $240,000.00 24,350.00 TON $97,400.00 35,650.00 TON $142,600.00 1,534.60 TON $6,138.40 1,534.60 TON $6,138.40 TON TON TON TON TON TON 1,534.60 TON $6,138.40 1,534.60 TON $6,138.40 TON TON

164 02330 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) $6.35 7000 CY $44,450.00 4,323.33 CY $27,453.17 2,676.67 CY $16,996.83 7,000.00 CY $44,450.00 4,323.33 CY $27,453.17 2,676.67 CY $16,996.83 CY CY CY CY CY 7,000.00 CY $44,450.00 4,323.33 CY $27,453.17 2,676.67 CY $16,996.83 CY

165 02330 SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (EV) $9.00 400 CY $3,600.00 235.00 CY $2,115.00 165.00 CY $1,485.00 507.99 CY $4,571.91 338.66 CY $3,047.94 169.33 CY $1,523.97 CY CY CY CY CY 507.99 CY $4,571.91 338.66 CY $3,047.94 169.33 CY $1,523.97 CY

166 02330 SUBGRADE EXCAVATION REPLACMENT MATERIAL $6.25 800 TON $5,000.00 471.00 TON $2,943.75 329.00 TON $2,056.25 TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON

167 02335 SUBGRADE PREPARATION $0.70 24370 SY $17,059.00 14,513.00 SY $10,159.10 9,857.00 SY $6,899.90 24,118.00 SY $16,882.60 13,954.33 SY $9,768.03 10,163.67 SY $7,114.57 SY SY SY SY SY 24,118.00 SY $16,882.60 13,954.33 SY $9,768.03 10,163.67 SY $7,114.57 SY

168 02720 AGGREGATE BASE CLASS 5 - STREETS & PARKING LOT $12.50 8750 TON $109,375.00 5,212.00 TON $65,150.00 3,538.00 TON $44,225.00 7,915.86 TON $98,948.25 4,553.00 TON $56,912.50 3,362.86 TON $42,035.75 TON TON TON TON TON 7,915.86 TON $98,948.25 4,553.00 TON $56,912.50 3,362.86 TON $42,035.75 TON

169 02720 AGGREGATE BASE CLASS 5 - DRIVEWAYS $16.00 275 TON $4,400.00 228.59 TON $3,657.37 46.41 TON $742.63 214.32 TON $3,429.12 169.49 TON $2,711.84 44.83 TON $717.28 TON TON TON TON TON 214.32 TON $3,429.12 169.49 TON $2,711.84 44.83 TON $717.28 TON

170 02730 AGGREGATE SURFACE CLASS 5 - DRIVEWAY $16.00 60 TON $960.00 60.00 TON $960.00 TON 40.14 TON $642.24 40.14 TON $642.24 TON TON TON TON TON TON 40.14 TON $642.24 40.14 TON $642.24 TON TON

171 02740 2" TYPE LV3 NON WEARING COURSE MIXTURE B - STREETS $55.80 2180 TON $121,644.00 1,587.00 TON $88,554.60 593.00 TON $33,089.40 2,031.82 TON $113,375.55 1,454.88 TON $81,182.30 576.94 TON $32,193.25 TON TON TON TON TON 2,031.82 TON $113,375.55 1,454.88 TON $81,182.30 576.94 TON $32,193.25 TON

172 02740 2" TYPE LV3 NON WEARING COURSE MIXTURE B - P-LOT $56.00 520 TON $29,120.00 TON 520.00 TON $29,120.00 552.52 TON $30,941.12 TON 552.52 TON $30,941.12 TON TON TON TON TON 552.52 TON $30,941.12 TON 552.52 TON $30,941.12 TON

173 02740 2" TYPE LV4 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE B - STREETS $6.80 21250 SY $144,500.00 16,120.33 SY $109,618.27 5,129.67 SY $34,881.73 16,559.30 SY $112,603.24 11,687.23 SY $79,473.19 4,872.07 SY $33,130.05 SY SY SY SY SY 16,559.30 SY $112,603.24 11,687.23 SY $79,473.19 4,872.07 SY $33,130.05 SY

174 02740 1 1/2" TYPE LV4 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE B - P-LOT $5.30 4450 SY $23,585.00 SY 4,450.00 SY $23,585.00 4,444.00 SY $23,553.20 SY 4,444.00 SY $23,553.20 SY SY SY SY SY 4,444.00 SY $23,553.20 SY 4,444.00 SY $23,553.20 SY

175 02740 2" TYPE LV4 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE B - DRIVEWAY $14.50 640 SY $9,280.00 510.67 SY $7,404.67 129.33 SY $1,875.33 656.88 SY $9,524.76 519.48 SY $7,532.51 137.40 SY $1,992.25 SY SY SY SY SY 656.88 SY $9,524.76 519.48 SY $7,532.51 137.40 SY $1,992.25 SY

176 02740 2" OVERLAY $7.00 2380 SY $16,660.00 2,380.00 SY $16,660.00 SY 2,385.80 SY $16,700.60 2,385.80 SY $16,700.60 SY SY SY SY SY SY 2,385.80 SY $16,700.60 2,385.80 SY $16,700.60 SY SY

177 02740 BITUMINOUS TRAIL $188.00 10 SY $1,880.00 10.00 SY $1,880.00 SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY

178 02740 BITUMINOUS PATCH $52.50 200 SY $10,500.00 200.00 SY $10,500.00 SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY

179 02740 BITUMINOUS CURB $1.65 7520 LF $12,408.00 5,619.33 LF $9,271.90 1,900.67 LF $3,136.10 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

180 02770 6" CONCRETE DRIVEWAY $5.20 1620 SF $8,424.00 1,334.00 SF $6,936.80 286.00 SF $1,487.20 2,438.50 SF $12,680.20 2,130.00 SF $11,076.00 308.50 SF $1,604.20 SF SF SF SF SF 2,438.50 SF $12,680.20 2,130.00 SF $11,076.00 308.50 SF $1,604.20 SF

181 02770 B612 CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER $16.50 600 LF $9,900.00 489.33 LF $8,074.00 110.67 LF $1,826.00 487.50 LF $8,043.75 405.67 LF $6,693.50 81.83 LF $1,350.25 LF LF LF LF LF 487.50 LF $8,043.75 405.67 LF $6,693.50 81.83 LF $1,350.25 LF

182 02770 B618 CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER $12.50 950 LF $11,875.00 633.33 LF $7,916.67 316.67 LF $3,958.33 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

183 02770 CONCRETE VALLEY GUTTER $30.00 120 LF $3,600.00 80.00 LF $2,400.00 40.00 LF $1,200.00 97.50 LF $2,925.00 65.00 LF $1,950.00 32.50 LF $975.00 LF LF LF LF LF 97.50 LF $2,925.00 65.00 LF $1,950.00 32.50 LF $975.00 LF

184 02760 4" WHITE STRIPE - PAINT - TEMPORARY $0.35 3250 LF $1,137.50 LF 3,250.00 LF $1,137.50 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

185 02760 4" WHITE STRIPE - PAINT - PERMANENT $0.35 3250 LF $1,137.50 LF 3,250.00 LF $1,137.50 3,113.00 LF $1,089.55 LF 3,113.00 LF $1,089.55 LF LF LF LF LF 3,113.00 LF $1,089.55 LF 3,113.00 LF $1,089.55 LF

186 02610 48" RCP CL III CULVERT $118.00 37 LF $4,366.00 LF 37.00 LF $4,366.00 38.00 LF $4,484.00 LF 38.00 LF $4,484.00 LF LF LF LF LF 38.00 LF $4,484.00 LF 38.00 LF $4,484.00 LF

187 02610 48" RCP CL III CULVERT FLARED END $6,525.00 2 EACH $13,050.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $13,050.00 2.00 EACH $13,050.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $13,050.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 2.00 EACH $13,050.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $13,050.00 EACH

188 02630 STORM SEWER STRUCTURE DESIGN H $225.00 14 LF $3,150.00 6.47 LF $1,455.00 7.53 LF $1,695.00 14.25 LF $3,206.25 6.72 LF $1,511.25 7.53 LF $1,695.00 LF LF LF LF LF 14.25 LF $3,206.25 6.72 LF $1,511.25 7.53 LF $1,695.00 LF

189 02630 72" STORM SEWER STRUCTURE $560.00 12 LF $6,720.00 12.00 LF $6,720.00 LF 11.84 LF $6,630.40 11.84 LF $6,630.40 LF LF LF LF LF LF 11.84 LF $6,630.40 11.84 LF $6,630.40 LF LF

190 02630 18" RCP CL V STORM SEWER $34.00 88 LF $2,992.00 48.67 LF $1,654.67 39.33 LF $1,337.33 88.00 LF $2,992.00 48.67 LF $1,654.67 39.33 LF $1,337.33 LF LF LF LF LF 88.00 LF $2,992.00 48.67 LF $1,654.67 39.33 LF $1,337.33 LF

191 02630 21" RCP CL V STORM SEWER $39.00 21 LF $819.00 7.00 LF $273.00 14.00 LF $546.00 21.00 LF $819.00 7.00 LF $273.00 14.00 LF $546.00 LF LF LF LF LF 21.00 LF $819.00 7.00 LF $273.00 14.00 LF $546.00 LF

192 02630 48" RCP CL III STORM SEWER $113.00 50 LF $5,650.00 50.00 LF $5,650.00 LF 40.00 LF $4,520.00 40.00 LF $4,520.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF 40.00 LF $4,520.00 40.00 LF $4,520.00 LF LF

193 02630 18" RCP CL V STORM SEWER FLARED END $805.00 1 EACH $805.00 1.00 EACH $805.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $805.00 1.00 EACH $805.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $805.00 1.00 EACH $805.00 EACH EACH

194 02630 21" RCP CL V STORM SEWER FLARED END $900.00 1 EACH $900.00 1.00 EACH $900.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $900.00 1.00 EACH $900.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $900.00 1.00 EACH $900.00 EACH EACH

195 02630 48" RCP CL III STORM SEWER FLARED END $1,800.00 2 EACH $3,600.00 2.00 EACH $3,600.00 EACH 2.00 EACH $3,600.00 2.00 EACH $3,600.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 2.00 EACH $3,600.00 2.00 EACH $3,600.00 EACH EACH

196 02630 CATCH BASIN CASTING ASSEMBLY $562.00 10 EACH $5,620.00 6.67 EACH $3,746.67 3.33 EACH $1,873.33 6.00 EACH $3,372.00 4.00 EACH $2,248.00 2.00 EACH $1,124.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 6.00 EACH $3,372.00 4.00 EACH $2,248.00 2.00 EACH $1,124.00 EACH

197 02705 ADJUST CASTING $300.00 10 EACH $3,000.00 6.00 EACH $1,800.00 4.00 EACH $1,200.00 10.00 EACH $3,000.00 6.67 EACH $2,000.00 3.33 EACH $1,000.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 10.00 EACH $3,000.00 6.67 EACH $2,000.00 3.33 EACH $1,000.00 EACH

198 02377 RIPRAP CLASS III $100.00 105 CY $10,500.00 51.67 CY $5,166.67 53.33 CY $5,333.33 194.50 CY $19,450.00 141.17 CY $14,116.67 53.33 CY $5,333.33 CY CY CY CY CY 194.50 CY $19,450.00 141.17 CY $14,116.67 53.33 CY $5,333.33 CY

199 02370 SILT FENCE $1.80 16500 LF $29,700.00 8,082.83 LF $14,549.10 8,417.17 LF $15,150.90 12,518.00 LF $22,532.40 5,482.33 LF $9,868.20 7,035.67 LF $12,664.20 LF LF LF LF LF 12,518.00 LF $22,532.40 5,482.33 LF $9,868.20 7,035.67 LF $12,664.20 LF

200 02370 BIOROLL DITCH CHECK $2.75 1150 LF $3,162.50 230.00 LF $632.50 920.00 LF $2,530.00 572.00 LF $1,573.00 75.00 LF $206.25 497.00 LF $1,366.75 LF LF LF LF LF 572.00 LF $1,573.00 75.00 LF $206.25 497.00 LF $1,366.75 LF

201 02370 SILT CURTAIN $13.00 900 LF $11,700.00 166.67 LF $2,166.67 733.33 LF $9,533.33 60.00 LF $780.00 20.00 LF $260.00 40.00 LF $520.00 LF LF LF LF LF 60.00 LF $780.00 20.00 LF $260.00 40.00 LF $520.00 LF

202 02370 INLET PROTECTION $205.00 15 EACH $3,075.00 11.67 EACH $2,391.67 3.33 EACH $683.33 6.00 EACH $1,230.00 4.00 EACH $820.00 2.00 EACH $410.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 6.00 EACH $1,230.00 4.00 EACH $820.00 2.00 EACH $410.00 EACH

203 02370 ROCK CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE $1,100.00 6 EACH $6,600.00 3.00 EACH $3,300.00 3.00 EACH $3,300.00 3.00 EACH $3,300.00 1.50 EACH $1,650.00 1.50 EACH $1,650.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 3.00 EACH $3,300.00 1.50 EACH $1,650.00 1.50 EACH $1,650.00 EACH

204 02370 CABLE CONCRETE $9.00 4900 SF $44,100.00 2,152.83 SF $19,375.50 2,747.17 SF $24,724.50 2,080.00 SF $18,720.00 693.33 SF $6,240.00 1,386.67 SF $12,480.00 SF SF SF SF SF 2,080.00 SF $18,720.00 693.33 SF $6,240.00 1,386.67 SF $12,480.00 SF

205 02920 EROSION CONTROL BLANKET CAT 3 $1.25 550 SY $687.50 402.67 SY $503.33 147.33 SY $184.17 7,779.00 SY $9,723.75 1,813.00 SY $2,266.25 5,966.00 SY $7,457.50 SY SY SY SY SY 7,779.00 SY $9,723.75 1,813.00 SY $2,266.25 5,966.00 SY $7,457.50 SY

206 02920 SEED AND MULCH - SEED MIX 240 $550.00 14.9 ACRE $8,195.00 4.90 ACRE $2,695.00 10.00 ACRE $5,500.00 7.04 ACRE $3,874.53 1.27 ACRE $699.31 5.77 ACRE $3,175.22 ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE 7.04 ACRE $3,874.53 1.27 ACRE $699.31 5.77 ACRE $3,175.22 ACRE

207 02920 SEED AND MULCH - SEED MIX 260 $640.00 2.4 ACRE $1,536.00 2.00 ACRE $1,280.00 0.40 ACRE $256.00 1.84 ACRE $1,175.83 1.18 ACRE $755.64 0.66 ACRE $420.19 ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE 1.84 ACRE $1,175.83 1.18 ACRE $755.64 0.66 ACRE $420.19 ACRE

208 02920 WETLAND SEED - SEED MIX 325 $1,775.00 28.9 ACRE $51,297.50 14.00 ACRE $24,850.00 14.90 ACRE $26,447.50 1.30 ACRE $2,307.50 0.90 ACRE $1,597.50 0.40 ACRE $710.00 ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE 1.30 ACRE $2,307.50 0.90 ACRE $1,597.50 0.40 ACRE $710.00 ACRE

209 02920 SOD FARM SEED $700.00 3.8 ACRE $2,660.00 1.90 ACRE $1,330.00 1.90 ACRE $1,330.00 ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE

210 02920 SOD $2.50 9050 SY $22,625.00 7,393.33 SY $18,483.33 1,656.67 SY $4,141.67 6,218.67 SY $15,546.67 4,525.95 SY $11,314.87 1,692.72 SY $4,231.81 SY SY SY SY SY 6,218.67 SY $15,546.67 4,525.95 SY $11,314.87 1,692.72 SY $4,231.81 SY

211 02310 TOPSOIL BORROW $13.75 1425 TON $19,593.75 1,126.67 TON $15,491.67 298.33 TON $4,102.08 3,763.30 TON $51,745.37 1,843.87 TON $25,353.17 1,919.43 TON $26,392.21 TON TON TON TON TON 3,763.30 TON $51,745.37 1,843.87 TON $25,353.17 1,919.43 TON $26,392.21 TON

212 02930 2" B&B RIVER BIRCH $250.00 38 EACH $9,500.00 EACH 38.00 EACH $9,500.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

213 02930 2" B&BSWAMP WHITE OAK $240.00 37 EACH $8,880.00 EACH 37.00 EACH $8,880.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

214 02930 # 5 CONTAINER RED OSIER DOGWOOD $40.00 37 EACH $1,480.00 EACH 37.00 EACH $1,480.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

215 02930 #5 CONTAINER AMERICAN CRANBERRY BUSH $45.00 37 EACH $1,665.00 EACH 37.00 EACH $1,665.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

216 02530 GRAVITY SEWER PILING (9 5/8") DRIVEN - TYPE C BEDDING LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

217 02530 GRAVITY SEWER PILING (9 5/8") DELIVERED - TYPE C BEDDING LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

218 02530 GRAVITY SEWER PILING CONCRETE- PILE CAP, GRADE BEAM, MH BASE CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

219 02530 GRAVITY SEWER PILING STEEL- PILE CAP, GRADE BEAM, MH BASE POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND

220 02531 TEST PILE (9 5/8") LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

221 02530 GRAVITY SEWER PILING (12 3/4") DRIVEN - TYPE C BEDDING $39.02 9860 LF $384,737.20 LF 9,860.00 LF $384,737.20 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

222 02530 GRAVITY SEWER PILING (12 3/4") DELIVERED - TYPE C BEDDING $39.53 10060 LF $397,671.80 LF 10,060.00 LF $397,671.80 10,060.00 LF $397,671.80 LF 10,060.00 LF $397,671.80 LF LF LF LF LF 10,060.00 LF $397,671.80 LF 10,060.00 LF $397,671.80 LF

223 02530 GRAVITY SEWER PILING CONCRETE- PILE CAP, GRADE BEAM, MH BASE $496.92 1185 CY $588,850.20 CY 1,185.00 CY $588,850.20 CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

224 02530 GRAVITY SEWER PILING STEEL- PILE CAP, GRADE BEAM, MH BASE $1.00 150255 POUND $150,255.00 POUND 150,255.00 POUND $150,255.00 POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND

225 02531 TEST PILE (12 3/4") $132.60 200 LF $26,520.00 LF 200.00 LF $26,520.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

226 CO 1 - FUEL COSTS $160,606.66 1 EACH $160,606.66 1.00 EACH $160,606.66 EACH 1.00 EACH $160,606.66 1.00 EACH $160,606.66 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $160,606.66 1.00 EACH $160,606.66 EACH EACH

227 CO 1 - 114 - 21.6" O.D. HDPE DR7 $13.80 2873 LF $39,647.40 2,873.00 LF $39,647.40 LF 2,949.00 LF $40,696.20 2,949.00 LF $40,696.20 LF LF LF LF LF LF 2,949.00 LF $40,696.20 2,949.00 LF $40,696.20 LF LF

228 CO 1 - 137 - 19.5" O.D. HDPE DR 11 $7.63 790 LF $6,027.70 790.00 LF $6,027.70 LF 1,313.00 LF $10,018.19 1,313.00 LF $10,018.19 LF LF LF LF LF LF 1,313.00 LF $10,018.19 1,313.00 LF $10,018.19 LF LF

229 CO 1 - 138 - 32" O.D. HDPE DR 11 $16.69 4040 LF $67,427.60 4,040.00 LF $67,427.60 LF 2,437.00 LF $40,673.53 2,437.00 LF $40,673.53 LF LF LF LF LF LF 2,437.00 LF $40,673.53 2,437.00 LF $40,673.53 LF LF

230 CO 1 - 101 - Sanitary Sewer Casting $16.18 13 EACH $210.34 13.00 EACH $210.34 EACH 12.00 EACH $194.16 12.00 EACH $194.16 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 12.00 EACH $194.16 12.00 EACH $194.16 EACH EACH

231 CO 1 - 102 - Watertight Casting $90.84 32 EACH $2,906.88 32.00 EACH $2,906.88 EACH 25.00 EACH $2,271.00 25.00 EACH $2,271.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 25.00 EACH $2,271.00 25.00 EACH $2,271.00 EACH EACH

232 CO 1 - 196 - Catch Basin Casting $26.13 10 EACH $261.30 10.00 EACH $261.30 EACH 6.00 EACH $156.78 6.00 EACH $156.78 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 6.00 EACH $156.78 6.00 EACH $156.78 EACH EACH

233 CO 1 - 223 - Gravity Sewer Piling Concrete $15.03 1185 CY $17,810.55 1,185.00 CY $17,810.55 CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

234 CO 1 - 224 - Gravity Sewer Piling Steel $0.20 150255 POUND $30,051.00 150,255.00 POUND $30,051.00 POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND POUND

235 2770 CO 2 - B618 CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER - COST SPLITS (11.75 LF) $6.61 8470 LF $55,986.70 6,252.67 LF $41,330.13 2,217.33 LF $14,656.57 8,463.00 LF $55,940.43 6,242.67 LF $41,264.03 2,220.33 LF $14,676.40 LF LF LF LF LF 8,463.00 LF $55,940.43 6,242.67 LF $41,264.03 2,220.33 LF $14,676.40 LF

236 2770 CO 2 - B618 CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER - CITY PORTION (11.75 LF) $5.14 8470 LF $43,535.80 8,470.00 LF $43,535.80 LF 8,463.00 LF $43,499.82 8,463.00 LF $43,499.82 LF LF LF LF LF LF 8,463.00 LF $43,499.82 8,463.00 LF $43,499.82 LF LF

237 2740 CO 2 - 2" TYPE LV3 NON WEARING COURSE MIXTURE B - STREETS $55.80 -283 TON -$15,791.40 -206.02 TON -$11,495.85 -76.98 TON -$4,295.55 TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON TON

238 2740 CO 2 - 2" TYPE LV4 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE B - STREETS $6.80 -2340 SY -$15,912.00 -1,775.13 SY -$12,070.91 -564.87 SY -$3,841.09 SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY

239 2740 CO 2 - BITUMINOUS CURB $1.65 -7520 LF -$12,408.00 -5,619.33 LF -$9,271.90 -1,900.67 LF -$3,136.10 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

240 2770 CO 2 - B618 CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER $12.50 -950 LF -$11,875.00 -633.33 LF -$7,916.67 -316.67 LF -$3,958.33 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

241 EXTRA WORK - MH 500 & 501 Inverts $1,012.00 1 LS $1,012.00 1.00 LS $1,012.00 LS 1.00 LS $1,012.00 1.00 LS $1,012.00 LS LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $1,012.00 1.00 LS $1,012.00 LS LS

242 EXTRA WORK - Modify Storm Structures on Ulysses & Buchannon $1,480.00 1 LS $1,480.00 1.00 LS $1,480.00 LS 1.00 LS $1,480.00 1.00 LS $1,480.00 LS LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $1,480.00 1.00 LS $1,480.00 LS LS

243 CO 3 - Reduce MH 1 Height $3,100.00 -1.5 LF -$4,650.00 LF -1.50 LF -$4,650.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

244 CO 3 - Eliminate AR 2 $25,365.00 -1 EACH -$25,365.00 EACH -1.00 EACH -$25,365.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

245 CO 3 - Eliminate 72" Bouyancy Collar $1,520.00 -1 EACH -$1,520.00 EACH -1.00 EACH -$1,520.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

246 CO 3 - MCES Buy MH Parts / Equip. not Used on Proj. $17,420.92 1 LS $17,420.92 LS 1.00 LS $17,420.92 LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS

247 CO 3 - Install Cost for Purchased Parts Included in MH1 Hgt. $3,286.00 1 LS $3,286.00 LS 1.00 LS $3,286.00 1.00 LS $3,286.00 LS 1.00 LS $3,286.00 LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $3,286.00 LS 1.00 LS $3,286.00 LS

248 CO 3 - Reinstall Top Sections MH1 $1,750.00 1 LS $1,750.00 LS 1.00 LS $1,750.00 1.00 LS $1,750.00 LS 1.00 LS $1,750.00 LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $1,750.00 LS 1.00 LS $1,750.00 LS

249 EXTRA WORK - 187th Interceptor Sewer Boring Cellular Grout in Casing $2,562.00 1 LS $2,562.00 LS 1.00 LS $2,562.00 1.00 LS $2,562.00 LS 1.00 LS $2,562.00 LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $2,562.00 LS 1.00 LS $2,562.00 LS

250 CO 6 - 24" Time & Materials Work $47,276.55 1 LS $47,276.55 LS 1.00 LS $47,276.55 1.00 LS $47,276.55 LS 1.00 LS $47,276.55 LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $47,276.55 LS 1.00 LS $47,276.55 LS



Partial Pay Estimate No.: 19
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COMPLETED TO DATECURRENT ESTIMATE CURRENT ESTIMATE - MCES
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ESTIMATED

CITY OF EAST BETHEL, MN

East Bethel Gravity Interceptor & Discharge & Utility Infrastructure Project

AS BID PREVIOUS ESTIMATE COMPLETED TO DATE - MCES

ESTIMATED

AS BID - CITY AS BID - MCES PREVIOUS ESTIMATE - CITY

ESTIMATED

COMPLETED TO DATE - COUNTYPREVIOUS ESTIMATE - COUNTY
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WORK COMPLETED THROUGH February 22, 2013

METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES Project No. 801602

PROJECT NO. C12.100028

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE - MCES

ESTIMATED

CURRENT ESTIMATE - CITY COMPLETED TO DATE - CITY

251 CO 6 - 42" Time & Materials Work $117,723.21 1 LS $117,723.21 LS 1.00 LS $117,723.21 1.00 LS $117,723.21 LS 1.00 LS $117,723.21 LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $117,723.21 LS 1.00 LS $117,723.21 LS

252 CO 6 - Extra Soil Handling Claim $30,166.00 1 LS $30,166.00 LS 1.00 LS $30,166.00 1.00 LS $30,166.00 LS 1.00 LS $30,166.00 LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $30,166.00 LS 1.00 LS $30,166.00 LS

253 CO 6 - Extra Dewatering Claim for 187th Ave tunnel $37,550.14 1 LS $37,550.14 LS 1.00 LS $37,550.14 1.00 LS $37,550.14 LS 1.00 LS $37,550.14 LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $37,550.14 LS 1.00 LS $37,550.14 LS

254 CO 6 - Additional Cost of Discharge Pipe Claim $27,318.00 1 LS $27,318.00 LS 1.00 LS $27,318.00 1.00 LS $27,318.00 LS 1.00 LS $27,318.00 LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $27,318.00 LS 1.00 LS $27,318.00 LS

255 CO 6 - 221 - 12.75" Piling Driven $39.02 -3584 LF -$139,847.68 LF -3,584.00 LF -$139,847.68 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

256 CO 6 - 223 - Piling Concrete $496.92 -429 CY -$213,178.68 CY -429.00 CY -$213,178.68 CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

257 CO 6 - 224 - Piling Steel $1.00 -31585 LBS -$31,585.00 LBS -31,585.00 LBS -$31,585.00 LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS

258 CO 6 - 223 - Gravity Sewer Piling Concrete Delay Claim Added Cost $15.03 -429 CY -$6,447.87 -429.00 CY -$6,447.87 CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

259 CO 6 - 224 - Gravity Sewer Piling Steel Delay Claim Added Cost $0.20 -31585 LBS -$6,317.00 -31,585.00 LBS -$6,317.00 LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS

260 EXTRA WORK - Relocate Jersey Barriers at Theater Parking Lot $3,048.00 1 LS $3,048.00 LS 1.00 LS $3,048.00 1.00 LS $3,048.00 LS 1.00 LS $3,048.00 LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $3,048.00 LS 1.00 LS $3,048.00 LS

261 EXTRA WORK - Repair Snow Plow Damaged Concrete Curb $3,432.00 1 LS $3,432.00 1.00 LS $3,432.00 LS 1.00 LS $3,432.00 1.00 LS $3,432.00 LS LS LS LS LS LS 1.00 LS $3,432.00 1.00 LS $3,432.00 LS LS

262 EXTRA WORK - 187th Lane Low Point Leveling Course $7.00 153.75 SY $1,076.25 153.75 SY $1,076.25 SY 153.75 SY $1,076.25 153.75 SY $1,076.25 SY SY SY SY SY SY 153.75 SY $1,076.25 153.75 SY $1,076.25 SY SY

263 CO 4 - 32 - 48" Diameter MH $371.25 22.76 LF $8,449.65 22.76 LF $8,449.65 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

264 CO 4 - 42 - 8" Outside Drop $220.00 6.9 LF $1,518.00 6.90 LF $1,518.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

265 CO 4 - 50 - 12" PVC SDR 26 Sewer Pipe $58.00 72 LF $4,176.00 72.00 LF $4,176.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

266 CO 4 - 87 - Dewatering $65.00 72 LF $4,680.00 72.00 LF $4,680.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

267 CO 5 - Completion Date Extension 1 LS 0.50 LS 0.50 LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS

268 CO 7 - Muck Excavation and Backfill $3,268,590.00 1 LS $3,268,590.00 LS 0.44 LS $1,443,822.00 0.18 LS $590,634.21 LS 0.08 LS $260,898.49 0.10 LS $329,735.72 0.52 LS $1,697,378.79 LS 0.23 LS $749,776.91 0.29 LS $947,601.88 0.70 LS $2,288,013.00 LS 0.31 LS $1,010,675.40 0.39 LS $1,277,337.60

269 CO 7 - 16" Discharge Pipe in Casing (Open Cut) $254.37 95 LF $24,165.15 LF 95.00 LF $24,165.15 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

270 CO 7 - 12" Sanitary Sewer in Casing (Open Cut) $173.93 95 LF $16,523.35 95.00 LF $16,523.35 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

271 CO 7 - 16" Watermain in Casing (Open Cut) $256.62 95 LF $24,378.90 95.00 LF $24,378.90 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

272 CO 7 - Remove and Lower Watermain $8.75 350 LF $3,062.50 LF 350.00 LF $3,062.50 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

273 CO 7 - Modify MH 119 $2,248.00 1 EACH $2,248.00 EACH 1.00 EACH $2,248.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

274 CO 7 - 221 - 12 3/4" Pile Driven $39.02 -6276 LF -$244,889.52 LF -6,276.00 LF -$244,889.52 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

275 CO 7 - 224 - Piling Steel $1.20 -118670 LBS -$142,404.00 -98,891.67 LBS -$118,670.00 -19,778.33 LBS -$23,734.00 LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS LBS

276 CO 7 - 223 - Piling Concrete $511.95 -756 CY -$387,034.20 -733.81 CY -$375,671.52 -22.19 CY -$11,362.68 CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

277 CO 7 - 225 - Test Pile $132.60 -200 LF -$26,520.00 LF -200.00 LF -$26,520.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

278 CO 7 - 12" Sanitary Sewer Carrier Pipe in Boring $218.00 -95 LF -$20,710.00 -95.00 LF -$20,710.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

279 CO 7 - Setup Boring Pit (12" Sanitary Boring) $14,350.00 -1 EACH -$14,350.00 -1.00 EACH -$14,350.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

280 CO 7 - 16" Discharge Carrier Pipe Boring $328.00 -95 LF -$31,160.00 LF -95.00 LF -$31,160.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

281 CO 7 - Setup Boring Pit (16" Discharge Boring) $16,850.00 -1 EACH -$16,850.00 EACH -1.00 EACH -$16,850.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

282 CO 7 - 16" Watermain Carrier Pipe Boring $326.00 -92 LF -$29,992.00 -92.00 LF -$29,992.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

283 CO 7 - Setup Boring Pit (16" Watermain Boring) $10,400.00 -1 EACH -$10,400.00 -1.00 EACH -$10,400.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

284 CO 9 - Clear & Grub $68.00 13 EACH $884.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 6.50 EACH $442.00 EACH EACH 6.50 EACH $442.00 6.50 EACH $442.00 EACH EACH 6.50 EACH $5,746.00

285 CO 9 - Remove 15" CMP Culvert $8.54 32 LF $273.28 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

286 CO 9 - Remove 30" RCP Culvert $10.68 116 LF $1,238.88 LF LF LF LF LF LF 58.00 LF $619.44 LF LF 58.00 LF $619.44 58.00 LF $619.44 LF LF 58.00 LF $71,855.04

287 CO 9 - Remove Bituminous Pavement $8.86 10669 SY $94,527.34 SY SY SY SY SY SY 10,135.00 SY $89,796.10 SY SY 10,135.00 SY $89,796.10 10,135.00 SY $89,796.10 SY SY 10,135.00 SY $958,034,590.90

288 CO 9 - Remove Conduit $1,407.77 1 EACH $1,407.77 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $1,407.77 EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $1,407.77 1.00 EACH $1,407.77 EACH EACH 1.00 EACH $1,407.77

289 CO 9 - Haul Salvaged Material $400.00 1 LS $400.00 LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS

290 CO 9 - Common Excavation $6.35 4515 CY $28,670.25 CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY CY

291 CO 9 - Traffic Control $29,134.00 1 LS $29,134.00 LS LS 0.18 LS $5,244.12 LS LS 0.18 LS $5,244.12 0.57 LS $16,606.38 LS LS 0.57 LS $16,606.38 0.75 LS $21,850.50 LS LS 0.75 LS $21,850.50

292 CO 9 - 15" CS Pipe Culvert $25.37 32 LF $811.84 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

293 CO 9 - 30" RC Pipe Culvert $57.05 116 LF $6,617.80 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

294 CO 9 - 15" CS Pipe Apron $167.96 2 EACH $335.92 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

295 CO 9 - 30" RC Pipe Apron $921.47 2 EACH $1,842.94 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

296 CO 9 - Silt Fence Machine Sliced $1.80 2500 LF $4,500.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

297 CO 9 - Culvert Protection $2.00 54 SY $108.00 SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY SY

298 CO 9 - BioRoll Ditch Check $2.75 12 LF $33.00 LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF LF

299 CO 9 - Wetland Seed - Seed Mix 325 $1,775.00 5 ACRE $8,875.00 ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE ACRE

300 CO 9 - Rock Construction Entrance $1,100.00 2 EACH $2,200.00 EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH EACH

301 CO 9 - Rapid Stabilization Method 3 $360.00 31.2 MGAL $11,232.00 MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL MGAL

302 CO 10 - Municipal Builders, Inc. Final Invoice 1 LS LS 1.00 LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS

303 CO 8 - Viking Turning Lane $54,245.25 1 LS $54,245.25 1.00 LS $54,245.25 LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS LS

304

305

TOTAL AMOUNT: $14,601,962.67 $4,450,488.49 $8,133,614.16 $9,819,612.08 $4,007,597.76 $5,477,034.48 $334,979.84 $1,923,125.48 $388.74 $866,263.17 $1,056,473.57 $11,742,737.56 $4,007,986.50 $6,343,297.64 $959,412,787.81



STORED MATERIALS
East Bethel Gravity Interceptor & Discharge & Utility Infrastructure Project

CITY OF EAST BETHEL, MN

PROJECT NO. C12.100028

PAY ESTIMATE NO. 19

CURRENT MCES CITY

Invoice STORED MATERIALS STORED MATERIALS STORED MATERIALS

SUMMARY OF STORED MATERIALS: Unit Price Amount Amount Amount Amount ON HAND ON HAND ON HAND

PAYMENT FOR APPROVED MATERIALS STORED ON SITE:

8" PVC SEWER PIPE SDR 35 2.84$             -$                 1232 LF 3,498.88$          -$                 1232 LF 3,498.88$        -$                              -$                              -$                              

8" PVC SEWER PIPE SDR 26 3.79$             -$                 2940 LF 11,142.60$        -$                 2940 LF 11,142.60$      -$                              -$                              -$                              

12" PVC SEWER PIPE SDR 26 8.74$             -$                 672 LF 5,873.28$          -$                 610 LF 5,331.40$        541.88$                        -$                              541.88$                        

15" PVC SEWER PIPE SDR 26 12.92$           -$                 168 LF 2,170.56$          -$                 168 LF 2,170.56$        -$                              -$                              -$                              

15" PVC SEWER PIPE SDR 35 9.53$             -$                 1428 LF 13,608.84$        -$                 1428 LF 13,608.84$      -$                              -$                              -$                              

24" PVC SEWER PIPE SDR 26 34.77$           3500 LF 121,695.00$    322 LF 11,195.94$        1807 LF 62,829.39$      322 LF 11,195.94$      58,865.61$                  58,865.61$                   -$                              

24" PVC SEWER PIPE PS46 25.22$           560 LF 14,123.20$      -$                   560 LF 14,123.20$      -$                 -$                              -$                              -$                              

6" PVC SEWER PIPE SDR 26 2.42$             -$                 854 LF 2,066.68$          -$                 854 LF 2,066.68$        -$                              -$                              -$                              

60"  SN72/PN25 GRAVITY SEWER PIPE WFWC 255.00$         1187.65 LF 302,850.75$    -$                   1187.65 LF 302,850.75$    -$                 -$                              -$                              -$                              

24" PVC C905 DR 21 WM 49.02$           -$                 1780 LF 87,255.60$        -$                 1780 LF 87,255.60$      -$                              -$                              -$                              

12" PVC C900 DR 18 WM 13.17$           -$                 820 LF 10,799.40$        -$                 820 LF 10,799.40$      -$                              -$                              -$                              

8" PVC C900 DR 25 WM 4.45$             -$                 2400 LF 10,680.00$        -$                 2400 LF 10,680.00$      -$                              -$                              -$                              

16" PVC C905 PIPE DR 21 WM 19.61$           -$                 4220 LF 82,754.20$        -$                 3561.5 LF 69,841.02$      12,913.19$                  -$                              12,913.19$                  

4" GATE VALVE 411.05$         -$                 17 EA 6,987.85$          -$                 17 EA 6,987.85$        -$                              -$                              -$                              

6" GATE VALVE 524.88$         -$                 23 EA 12,072.24$        -$                 23 EA 12,072.24$      -$                              -$                              -$                              

8" GATE VALVE 835.46$         -$                 10 EA 8,354.60$          -$                 10 EA 8,354.60$        -$                              -$                              -$                              

HYDRANT 2,544.46$      -$                 23 EA 58,522.58$        -$                 19 EA 48,344.74$      10,177.84$                  -$                              10,177.84$                  

16" PVC C905 DR 14 DISCHARGE PIPING 44.46$           4060 LF 180,507.60$    -$                   3553 LF 157,966.38$    -$                 22,541.22$                  22,541.22$                   -$                              

42" / 72 SN 25 PN GRAVITY SEWER PIPE WFWC 113.00$         2123.2 LF 239,921.60$    -$                   2123.2 LF 239,921.60$    -$                 -$                              -$                              -$                              

48" / 72 SN 25 PN GRAVITY SEWER PIPE WFWC 136.00$         20.15 LF 2,740.40$        -$                   20.15 LF 2,740.40$        -$                 -$                              -$                              -$                              

42" / 100 SN 25 PN GRAVITY SEWER PIPE WFWC 125.00$         481.8 LF 60,225.00$      -$                   481.8 LF 60,225.00$      -$                 -$                              -$                              -$                              

42" / 46 SN 25 PN GRAVITY SEWER PIPE WFWC 100.00$         882.7 LF 88,270.00$      -$                   882.7 LF 88,270.00$      -$                 -$                              -$                              -$                              

36" / 72 SN 25 PN GRAVITY SEWER PIPE WFWC 96.00$           -$                 400.5 LF 38,448.00$        -$                 400.5 LF 38,448.00$      -$                              -$                              -$                              

21.6" OD HDPE DR 7 DIPS DISCHARGE PIPING 84.97$           3350 LF 284,649.50$    -$                   2949 LF 250,576.53$    -$                 34,072.97$                  34,072.97$                   -$                              

19.5" OD HDPE DR 11 DIPS WATERMAIN 46.75$           -$                 1350 LF 63,112.50$        -$                 1313 LF 61,382.75$      1,729.75$                     -$                              1,729.75$                     

32" OD HDPE DR 11 DIPS WATERMAIN 128.29$         -$                 4050 LF 519,574.50$      -$                 2437 LF 312,642.73$    206,931.77$                -$                              206,931.77$                

-$                 -$                   -$                 -$                 -$                              -$                              -$                              

1,294,983.05$      948,118.25$            1,179,503.25$      715,823.83$          347,774.23$                        115,479.80$                        232,294.43$                        

2,243,101.30$         1,895,327.08$       347,774.23$                        

TOTAL:

Quantity QuantityQuantity

MATERIALS USED IN PROJECT

Quantity

TOTAL STORED MATERIALS

MCES CITY

TOTAL STORED MATERIALS

MCES

MATERIALS USED IN PROJECT

CITY



SECTION SUBTOTALS SEWER WATER DESCRIPTION CHECK TOTALS

MOBILIZATION $196,532.20 $96,484.90 $100,047.30 Apportioned

REMOVALS $84,886.61 $41,673.97 $43,212.65 Apportioned

DISCHARGE PIPING $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Apportioned

STREET & STORM SEWER $349,541.20 $171,602.66 $177,938.54 Apportioned

EROSION CONTROL & RESTORATION $61,031.18 $29,962.46 $31,068.73 Apportioned

OPTION 1 PILING $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Apportioned

OPTION 2 PILING $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Apportioned

CHANGE ORDERS $346,380.62 $173,190.31 $173,190.31 50%

STORED MATERIALS 232,294.43$   541.88$         231,752.55$  By Type

-$               

SANITARY SEWER $1,457,893.29 $1,457,893.29

WATERMAIN $1,511,721.40 $1,511,721.40 $232,294.43

$4,007,986.50

TOTALS $1,971,349.46 $2,268,931.47 $4,240,280.93

Total - Retainage $1,872,781.98 $2,155,484.90 $4,028,266.88

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 1 $69,994.94 $50,473.59 $120,468.53

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 2 $286,687.28 $276,737.92 $563,425.20

CITY BOND SPLIT CALCULATIONS

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 2 $286,687.28 $276,737.92 $563,425.20

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 3 $44,077.24 $84,713.16 $128,790.40

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 4 $191,282.62 $235,041.58 $426,324.20

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 5 $313,878.85 $148,606.65 $462,485.49

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 6 $181,701.39 $102,733.31 $284,434.70

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 7 $66,939.64 $49,857.34 $116,796.99

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 8 $305,900.74 $0.00 $305,900.74

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 9 $1,385.27 $10,042.23 $11,427.50

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 10 $52,826.63 $136,304.28 $189,130.91

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 11 $68,744.47 $671,388.44 $740,132.90

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 12 $210,686.86 $170,005.16 $380,692.02

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 13 $1,113.60 $99,315.77 $100,429.38

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 14 $21,933.72 $54,886.92 $76,820.64

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 15 $49,773.93 $59,307.56 $109,081.49

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 16 $630.94 $654.24 $1,285.18

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 17 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

PREVIOUS ESTIMATE 18 $5,042.56 $5,228.74 $10,271.30

THIS ESTIMATE $181.31 $188.00 $369.31

Sewer Water Check

Total Total Total



CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-12 

 
RESOLUTION ACKNOWLEDGING KEN AND JANETTE LANGMADE FOR THEIR 

ADOPTION OF WHISPERING ASPEN COMMUNITY CENTER PARK 
 

 WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel is responsible for the overall maintenance of the East Bethel 
Park System; and 
  
 WHEREAS, the Adopt-A-Park Program provides an opportunity for community organizations, 
residents, and businesses to become involved in a commitment to their City park system; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel recognizes the extraordinary efforts required from the 
community organizations, residents, and businesses and the potential economic savings to the City based 
on these efforts. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST BETHEL, 
MINNESOTA THAT:  the City Council of the City of East Bethel expresses its thanks and appreciation 
to Ken and Janette Langmade for their commitment to help maintain the Whispering Aspen Community 
Center Park as part of the Adopt-A-Park Program.  
 
Adopted this 6th day of March, 2013 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
 
 
______________________________ 
Richard Lawrence, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 
 
 
 







 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
March 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 6.0 A 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Amending EDA By-laws 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Amend EDA Bylaws as presented at EDA meeting on Feb. 25, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
At the regularly held EDA meeting on 2-25-13 the EDA Board made the following 
recommendations to the EDA bylaws: 

Moegerle made a motion to approve the amendment to the EDA Bylaws Section 3.2 
Regular Meetings. The Board shall hold regular meetings the third Monday of each 
month and at such other time as the Board may determine and set.  Landwehr 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 
Moegerle made a motion to delete from the EDA Bylaws Sections 4.2 Treasurer’s Bond; 
4.3 Checks; 4.8 Services; 4.9 Supplies, Purchasing, Facilities, and Services; and 4.10 
Execution of Contracts. Approval is contingent upon review by the City Attorney to 
make sure these items are not required to conform to Minnesota State Statute.  
Landwehr seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 

The recommended removal of 4.2, 4.3, 4.8, 4.9 and 4.10 eliminates these as powers of the 
Authority and places this control solely within the control of City Council.  
 
Attachments: 
6.0 A.1 EDA Bylaws - Amended 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
N/A 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends approval of the amendments to the EDA Bylaws as described: 

EDA Bylaws Section 3.2 Regular Meetings. The Board shall hold regular meetings the 
third Monday of each month and at such other time as the Board may determine and 
set; and EDA Bylaws Sections 4.2 Treasurer’s Bond; 4.3 Checks; 4.8 Services; 4.9 
Supplies, Purchasing, Facilities, and Services; and 4.10 Execution of Contracts. 
Approval is contingent upon review by the City Attorney to make sure these items are 
not required to conform to Minnesota State Statute.   

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 



BY-LAWS OF THE 
EAST BETHEL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

Dated:  February 26, 2013 
 

1. The Authority 
 
Section 1.1 Name of the Authority.  The name of the Authority shall be the East Bethel Economic 
Development Authority (hereinafter, the “Authority”), and its governing body shall be called the 
Board of Commissioners (hereinafter, the “Board”). 
 
Section 1.2 Office.  The principal office of the Authority shall be the East Bethel City Hall. 
 
Section 1.3 Seal.  The Authority shall have an official seal.  
 
Section 1.4 Purpose.  The purpose of the East Bethel Economic Development Authority is to 
coordinate and administer economic development and redevelopment plans and programs within the 
scope of MN Statutes 469.090 et. seq. for the City of East Bethel. 
 
2. Organization 
 
Section 2.1a Officers.  The officers of the Authority shall consist of a President, Vice President, a 
Secretary, a Treasurer, and an Assistant Treasurer.  The President, Vice President and Treasurer shall 
be members of the Board and shall be elected annually, and no Commissioner may serve as 
President and Vice President at the same time.  
 
Section 2.1b Ad hoc (non-voting) Members. Ad-hoc members from the East Bethel business and 
residential communities may be appointed to the Board by the City Council in a special capacity 
from time to time. 
 
Section 2.1c Members.  The Board shall consist of seven (7) voting members to include two (2) 
City Council and five (5) members from the business and residential communities. 
 
Section 2.2 President.  The President shall preside at all Board meetings, and be appointed by the 
Board. 
 
Section 2.3 Vice President.  The Vice President shall preside at any Board meeting and exercise 
all powers and perform all responsibilities of the President in the absence of the President, and shall 
be appointed by the Board. 
 
Section 2.4 Treasurer.  The Treasurer shall be the Executive Director of the Board. The Treasurer 
shall receive and be responsible for Authority money, shall disburse Authority money by check only, 
keep an account of all Authority receipts and disbursements and the nature and purpose relating 
thereto. Shall file the Authority’s financial statements with its Secretary at least once a year as set by 
the Authority and be responsible for the acts of the Assistant Treasurer. 
 
Section 2.5 Assistant Treasurer.  The Assistant Treasurer shall have all the powers and duties of 
the Treasurer if the Treasurer is absent or disabled.  The Assistant Treasurer shall be the Fiscal and 
Support Services Director of the City of East Bethel (the “City”). 
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Section 2.6. Terms.  Those commissioners appointed shall be appointed for terms of one, two, 
three, four, and five years respectively, and two members for six years. Thereafter, all 
commissioners shall be appointed for six-year terms. 
 
Section 2.6 Secretary.  The Secretary shall be appointed by the Board to keep minutes of regular 
meetings of the Board.  
 
Section 2.7 Executive Director.  The Executive Director shall be the City Administrator of the 
City and shall be appointed executive officer of the Authority and shall have such additional 
responsibilities as the Board may from time to time and by resolution prescribe. The City of East 
Bethel (or the Executive Director) shall maintain all records of the authority in accordance with 
applicable law and provide City Council with copies of those minutes. 
 
3. Procedures of the Board of Commissioners 
 
Section 3.1 Annual Meeting.  The annual meeting of the Board shall be held the second regular 
City Council meeting date at 7:00 p.m. of the month of January in each year. 
 
Section 3.2 Regular Meetings.    The Board shall hold regular meetings the third Monday of each 
month and at such other time as the Board may determine and set. 
 
Section 3.3 Special Meetings.  Special meetings of the Board may be called by the President or, 
in the event of the President’s absence or inability, by the Vice President at any time, upon three (3) 
days prior notice to all Commissioners and the Executive Director.  The Executive Director shall 
post notice of any special meeting in the principal office of the Authority no less than three (3) days 
prior to such special meeting. 
 
Section 3.4 Quorum.  A quorum of the seven (7)-member Board shall consist of four  
Commissioners. A quorum shall be required for the Authority to conduct business.  A meeting may 
not be called to order and must be adjourned if, at any time, a quorum is not present for a meeting. 
 
Section 3.5 Adoption of Resolutions.  Resolutions of the Board shall be adopted if approved by a 
simple majority. 
 

 Section 3.6 Rules of Order.  The meeting of the Board shall be governed by modified Robert’s 
Rules of Order. 
 
4. Miscellaneous 
 
Section 4.1 Fiscal Year.  The fiscal year of the Authority shall be the calendar year. 
 
Section 4.2 Treasurer’s Bond.  The Treasurer shall give bond to the state conditioned for the 
faithful discharge of official duties.  The bond must be approved as to form and surety by the 
Authority and filed with the Secretary and must be for twice the amount of money likely to be on 
hand at any one time as determined at least annually by the Authority, provided, however, that said 
bond must not exceed $300,000. 
 
Section 4.3 Checks.  An Authority check must be signed by the President and the Executive 
Director.  The check must state the name of the payee and the nature for which the check was issued. 
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Section 4.4 Report to City.  The Authority shall make an annual report to the City Council  of its 
activities and accomplishments. 

 
Section 4.6 Budget to City.  The Authority shall annually send its budget to the City Council 
which budget included a written estimate of the amount of money needed by the Authority from the 
City in order for the Authority to conduct business during the upcoming fiscal year. 
 
Section 4.7 Employees.  The Authority may employ technical experts and agents and other 
employees as it may require and determine their duties, qualifications and compensation. 
 
Section 4.8 Services.  The Authority may contract for the services of consultants, agents, public 
accountants, attorneys and others as needed to perform its duties and to exercise its powers. 
 
Section 4.9 Supplies, Purchasing, Facilities, and Services.  The Authority may purchase the 
supplies and materials it needs.  The Authority may use facilities of the City’s Purchasing 
Department.  The City may furnish offices, structures and space, stenographic, clerical, engineering 
and other assistance to the Authority. 
 
Section 4.10 Execution of Contracts.  All contracts, notes and other written agreements or 
instruments to which the Authority is a part or signatory or by which the Authority may be bound 
shall be executed by the President and Executive Director as the Board may by resolution prescribe. 
 
Section 4.11 Amendment of By-Laws.  These By-Laws may be proposed to be amended by the 
Board by majority vote of all the Commissioners   Amendments are to be effective only upon 
approval of the majority of City Council. 
 
Section 4.12.  Compensation.  A commissioner, including the president, shall be paid for attending 
each regular or special meeting of the East Bethel Economic Development Authority in an amount to 
be determined by City Council. 
 

Amended this 26th day of February 2013 by the Economic Development Authority of the City of East 
Bethel. 
 
EAST BETHEL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Heidi Moegerle, President 
 
ATTEST:  
 
 
_________________________________  
Jack Davis, Executive Director 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
March 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 6.0 A.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Resolution 2013-13 Setting Meeting Dates for the EDA for 2013  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Adopt Resolution 2013-13 Setting Meeting Dates for the EDA for 2013  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Resolution 2013-02 was adopted on January 9, 2013 by the City Council setting meeting dates 
for the City Council and all the committees and commissions including the EDA.   
 
The EDA approved amending the EDA bylaws to change the meeting dates to the third Monday 
of the month at their meeting on February 25, 2013.  Staff has recommended City Council amend 
the EDA bylaws.  Resolution 2013-13 sets the new meeting dates for the EDA for 2013.   
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
N/A 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends City Council adopt Resolution 2013-13 Setting Meeting Dates for the EDA 
for 2013 if the bylaws are amended.   
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-13 

 
RESOLUTION SETTING CITY MEETING DATES FOR 2013 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council has amended the EDA Bylaws to change the EDA meeting dates to 
the third Monday of the month.  

 
  NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST BETHEL, 

MINNESOTA THAT: the 2013 Meeting Schedule for regular EDA meetings to be held at City Hall at 
2241 221st Ave. NE is as follows: 
    

EDA Commission 
 

   March 18, 2013    April 15, 2013 
May 20, 2013     June 17, 2013 
July 15, 2013     August 19, 2013 
September 16, 2013    October 21, 2013 
November 18, 2013    December 16, 2013 

 
Adopted this 6th  day of March 2013 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
 
 
______________________________ 
Richard Lawrence, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
March 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number:  
Item 6.0 B.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Interim Use Permit for Up to Four (4) Horses  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider Granting an Interim Use Permit to allow for up to four (4) horses 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Paul Treml 
19928 Polk St. NE 
East Bethel, MN 55011 
PIN 19 33 23 41 0004 
 
Mr. Treml is requesting an IUP for the purpose of owning and caring for up to four (4) horses on 
the 9.7 acre parcel he owns in East Bethel.   
 
East Bethel City Code Section 10, Article V. Farm Animals, requires that no animals that are 
regulated by the code can be kept on a parcel of land located within a platted subdivision or on 
any parcel of land of less than three (3) acres (130,680 square feet). The 9.7-acre parcel is not 
located within a platted subdivision.  Also, City Code has a limit on the number of horses  per 
parcel and requires one (1) grazable acre per horse.  For the keeping of up to four (4) horses, Mr. 
Treml will be required to have a minimum of four (4) grazable acres of fenced pasture.  Mr. 
Treml is currently working on fencing the appropriate acres.  Also, Mr. Treml has received a 
building permit for the structure where the horses will be sheltered.  
 
City staff has conducted a site inspection.  The property meets the requirements set forth in City 
Code for the keeping of horses. 
 
Requirements set forth by City Code shall be met prior to the City issuing the Interim Use Permit 
to Mr. Treml. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
$300 IUP application fee 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Planning Commission recommends approval to the City Council of an IUP for the keeping of up 
to four (4) horses for Mr. Paul Treml, located at 19928 Polk Street NE, East Bethel, PIN 19 33 
23 41 0004 with the following conditions: 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 

 Agenda Information 



 
1. An Interim Use Permit Agreement must be signed and executed by the applicant and the 

City. 
2. Applicants must comply with City Code Section 10. Article V. Farm Animals providing 

adequate fencing and shelter for the horses.  
3. Permit shall expire when: 

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

4. Property owner shall have thirty (30) days to remove horses upon expiration of the IUP. 
5. Property will be inspected and evaluated annually by city staff. 
6. Foals over the age of six (6) months that remain on the parcel will be counted towards the 

number of horses allowed in the IUP. 
 
Attachments: 
1. Location Map 
2. Application 
3. Site Plan 
4. February 26, 2013 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:       Second by:      
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
Vote Yes: _____     Vote No: _____ 
 
No Action Required: _____ 













 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
March 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 6.0 C.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Park Commission Meeting Minutes for February 13, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Information Only.  These minutes have been approved by the Park Commission. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:__X___ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



EAST BETHEL PARK COMMISSION MEETING  
February 13, 2013 

 
The East Bethel Parks Commission met on February 13, 2013 at 7:32 P.M at the East Bethel City Hall for their 
regular monthly meeting.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Kenneth Langmade   Stacy Voelker      Bonnie Harvey   Kermit Kirkevold 

      Denise Lachinski     
                    

MEMBERS EXCUSED:  Sue Jefferson   Tim Hoffman     
                            
  
ALSO PRESENT:    Nate Ayshford, Public Works Manager  
   Heidi Moegerle, City Council Member 
 

 

Oath of Office Ayshford stated, if you each could take a turn, go ahead and read the statement for the 
record.   
 
I, Ken Langmade, do solemnly swear or affirm that I will support the Constitution of the 
United States of America and the State of Minnesota, and faithfully discharge the duties as 
a member of the City of East Bethel Road Commission in the County of Anoka and the 
State of Minnesota, to the best of my ability. So help me God. 
 
Moegerle congratulated Langmade. 
 
I, Bonnie Harvey, do solemnly swear or affirm that I will support the Constitution of the 
United States of America and the State of Minnesota, and faithfully discharge the duties as 
a member of the City of East Bethel Road Commission in the County of Anoka and the 
State of Minnesota, to the best of my ability. So help me God. 
 
Moegerle congratulated Harvey. 
 
I, Kermit Kirkevold, do solemnly swear or affirm that I will support the Constitution of the 
United States of America and the State of Minnesota, and faithfully discharge the duties as 
a member of the City of East Bethel Road Commission in the County of Anoka and the 
State of Minnesota, to the best of my ability. So help me God. 
 
Moegerle congratulated Kirkevold 
 
Ayshford thanked everyone for coming back.  He also welcomed Kermit to the 
Commission.   
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Election of 
Chair and Co-
Chairperson 

Lachinski nominated Langmade, Harvey seconded.  Lachinski said the current co-
chairperson is Harvey, correct.  Ayshford said yes.   Lachinski nominated Harvey for 
co-chair, Langmade seconded.  Is there any discussion on the nominations?  All in 
favor, motion carries unanimously. 
 
 

Adopt 
Agenda 

Lachinski motioned to adopt the agenda as submitted.   Voelker seconded; all in 
favor, motion carries unanimously.    
  

Approve –  
January 16, 
2012 Meeting 
Minutes  
 

Harvey made a motion to approve the January 16, 2012 minutes as submitted.  
Lachinski seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously. 

Parks 
Financial 
Information  

Ayshford said there is not a lot to discuss for financials since there is only less than a 
month on this statement.  The only area to discuss is the overtime.  Some of our employees 
have been working overtime with the snow events.  Lachinski asked if this was for current 
employees correct.  Ayshford said yes, that is correct.  
 
Capitol fund summary no withdrawals yet.  The Park Capital Fund we transferred $76,000.  
$16,000 will be paid out for the Booster East baseball fence improvements.  Lachinski said 
there were people snowmobiling through the parks, through the ball fields.  Lachinski said 
they noticed it this weekend.  Moegerle asked if that would that cause damage to the fields.  
Ayshford said it is more of a liability.  Langmade said it compacts the farm fields down, so 
farmers don’t like them on the fields.  Ashford said we could let the deputies know.  
Kirkevold said he saw that two snowmobiles were stopped tonight on Viking by the 
Sherriff’s department.   
 
Trails Development fund we have a balance of $145,000.   
 
Langmade said there was $5,000 that hadn’t been paid out yet.  Ayshford said that was for 
the 2012 operations budget.  We finished under budget for the parks operations budget.   
 
Lachinski motioned to accept the financial reports as presented.   Kirkevold 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously. 
 

John 
Anderson 
Memorial 
Park Trail 
Extension 

At the December 12th Park Commission meeting, staff and commissioners discussed 
possible locations to begin developing portions of the trail system outlined in the 2008 
Parks, Trails and Comprehensive Plan. One of the locations discussed was located within 
and adjacent to the John Open Space Anderson Memorial Park. The park has 
approximately 1,040 feet of existing bituminous trails, a new playground structure, 
swimming beach, picnic shelter, off-street parking, and an indoor shelter with bathrooms 
making it one of East Bethel’s most appealing parks. The potential extension would 
provide access to adjacent neighborhoods and Jackson St., which has a paved shoulder for 
pedestrian and cyclists. 
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 After a preliminary site evaluation, it has been determined that the trail extension would be 

approximately 1800 feet. East Bethel Public Works staff would be responsible and capable 
of preparing the trail corridor and performing the necessary tree removal. They could also 
transport and place the aggregate trail base. The paving of the trail would need to be 
contracted out and preliminary estimates place that cost around $30,000. Additional costs 
would include the Class V material (approximately $3,500) and surveying the trail 
corridor. 
 
The Trails Capital Fund has a balance of $140,000 and no planned projects that are 
included in the 2013-2017 Capital Improvement Program. 
 
Staff recommends the Park Commission discuss and decide if the John Anderson trail 
extension warrants further action and provide a recommendation to the City Council. 
 
This was part of the City’s trail comprehensive plan.  We were looking at getting some 
shovel ready plans started.  The right-of-way is already in place.  John Anderson Park is a 
very nice park.  Lachinski asked if the rusted grills would need to be replaced or removed. 
Ayshford said probably. That area is kind of natural and when making the trail we would 
leave it mostly natural.  We would mow two swaths on either side of the trail.  Harvey 
asked if we would have an open forum for that neighborhood.  This is preliminary, 
Ayshford said.  Yes we would have a meeting with the area.  Is this something we want to 
look at pursuing, or would the Park Commission want to look at other areas?  Harvey said 
she likes the plan, but wants to make sure it is ok with the neighborhood.  Ayshford said 
the neighborhood that is connected with John Anderson Park is isolated from Hwy 65.  
Where the park is, it connects with Jackson Street, which is also an MSA road.  The road is 
wider for walking or biking.  Voelker was wondering if we had a full list that has been 
prioritized for spurs off the regional trail.  Ayshford said there is not a list only a map from 
the comprehensive plan.  This trail is a trail that is already in place and we have the right-
of-ways.   
 
Moegerle said if you start a segment here, you start a segment in another area, then get 
residents to get committed to trails where they want all the segments completed.  Should 
the next plan be to complete the trails around Coopers Lake?  If you could discuss that a 
little bit, that would be great.  Voelker wanted to know what the funding for each aspect of 
the trails are.  Moegerle said the price is $200 per linear foot for a trail.  That is rough 
obviously.  That is materials cost if public works can do that.  Ayshford said it is $16 a foot 
for the asphalt portion of an 8 foot trail with a 2-3 inch mat.  If we were going to have the 
work done for the class five, it was $9.00 a foot on top of that.  Kirkevold asked why you 
would put class five down.  Ayshford said to give it a good base.  Part of this trail will 
have vehicle traffic on it.  We store wood back in that area.  Langmade asked if there were 
any more plans on going up to Fish Lake.  Ayshford said no, not at this time.  We have 
been sitting on this money for a couple of years.  We are looking at ways to get it kick 
started.  Ayshford said he is trying to get a digital copy of the comp plan.  If he can get 
your email, he will send you the comp plan.   
 
Lachinski said there is a potential to drive this trail all the way down to the school.  
Ayshford said it gets really wet down there, and it we would require specialty boardwalk.  
Voelker wanted to know what the lifespan of the boardwalk is.  Langmade said Anderson 
Park is a very nice park.  Ayshford said Anderson Park is the most visited park other than 
Booster.  Harvey said there use to be a lot of dumping along the trail.  Ayshford said there 
haven’t been as many problems with that since it has been blocked off.   
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 Moegerle asked if ISD 15 would be interested in collaborating with the City on the 

greenway up to the John Anderson Park.  Lachinski said she doesn’t think the school owns 
it.  Moegerle said they do own it.  Lachinski said the Cedar Creek scientists study it.  She 
didn’t know if it is a joint effort.  Ayshford said a few years ago, the U of M was looking at 
acquiring some of the land along the Cedar Creek.  Ayshford said this one trail segment 
would be about $30,000.  Is it possible to do more in one year than that, based upon the 
demand on the public works?  Ayshford said this will be a good project for our staff, we 
will be a little understaffed this year.   
 
Moegerle said Council would be interested in learning about priorities for the rest of the 
trail funds.  We could discuss at the next meeting, once everyone has a comp plan.  She 
thinks that would be a very good use of the Commissions time.  Moegerle said the Legacy 
money is for regional trails.  We just need to start getting into it and figuring out what we 
want to do.  The ones that connect neighborhoods together won’t be funded by Legacy 
funds.   
 
Lachinski asked if we still have the information on the trails from a few years ago.  
Ayshford said yes, we do.  Moegerle said if you connect spurs between neighborhoods, it 
is a good use of money.   
 
Harvey made a motion to pursue the trail at John Anderson Memorial Park.  
Lachinski seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously.  
 

Council 
Report and 
Other 
Business 

Moegerle would like the Commission opinion on if we would like the GPS location on 
Park signs.  Lachinski asked how would you do that?  Moegerle said you would router in 
the number.  You would have a four-foot board and router it in, just like you router in the 
park name and address.  Harvey said it would be confusing.  She is not really familiar with 
it.  Lachinski said it would be a fourth board on the sign.  Moegerle said we should run it 
by the Chief.  Ayshford said most GPS units uses the addresses now and we will have that 
address board on the sign. 
 
Moegerle said the regional trail plan would take up more of your time as we go.  Linwood 
is very active with their trail.  They have overhead pictures and all kinds of things.  She 
was over at the LMC classes for returning council people.  She spoke with the people from 
Nowthen.  They are interested in a Regional Trail plan.  If we can get Oak Grove, 
Nowthen, Linwood interested we can all work together for Legacy funds.   East Bethel is 
the 3rd largest city in the metropolitan area by size.  At this point, St. Francis is sort of out 
of the area, but we could pull them in, if we wanted to.  We are going to have to start 
having more meetings.  We will need to have a couple of residents involved in these 
meetings.  Would one or more of you like to get involved in that?  Or how should we 
locate the people to participate in this committee.  We have also had some discussions 
about our Sandhill Crane Committee.  That group use to have a resident component to it.  
We have gotten to the point where we are meeting regularly.  There will be a resident 
component to that one.  If you have time where you can participate in that, it would be 
great.  We are still in the process of getting formal agreements.  If you express an interest 
at this point, we will get you involved.  Harvey asked if Moegerle mentioned Athens.  
Moegerle said no, they were not mentioned.   
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She is involved in the Cedar Creek Scientific Reserve Group.  They expressed concerns 
about the MOU between them and the City. It has been a problem they have lived with for 
some time.  There are incomplete projects on both sides.  We hope to freshen that up.  We 
would like to do that in the next couple of months.  She doesn’t know if that will need 
Commission members involved.  We now have very cordial relationships with them right 
now.  We are having our staff retreat up there this weekend. 
 
Other than that she had a great meeting with Troy Ferguson from ISD 15 and the 
Superintendent.  Troy will be at the City Council meeting.  It will be very good to 
collaborate with them on the website and the reader boards.   
 

Adjourn Harvey motioned to adjourn the February 13, 2013 meeting at 8:30 p.m.  Lachinski 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously.   
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City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



EAST BETHEL ROAD COMMISSION MEETING  
February 12, 2013 

 
The East Bethel Road Commission met on February 12, 2013 at 6:30 P.M at the East Bethel City Hall for their 
regular monthly meeting.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Roger Virta      Deny Murphy    Al Thunberg   Kathy Paavola      

      Lori Pierson-Kolodzienski     Jeff Jensen    Tim Harrington 
                     

MEMBERS EXCUSED:   
                            
  
ALSO PRESENT:    Nate Ayshford, Public Works Manager  
   Bob DeRoche, City Council Member 
 

 

Oath of Office I, Roger Virta, do solemnly swear or affirm that I will support the Constitution of the 
United States of America and the State of Minnesota, and faithfully discharge the duties 
as a member of the City of East Bethel Road Commission in the County of Anoka and the 
State of Minnesota, to the best of my ability. So help me God. 
 
I, Jeff Jensen, do solemnly swear or affirm that I will support the Constitution of the 
United States of America and the State of Minnesota, and faithfully discharge the duties 
as a member of the City of East Bethel Road Commission in the County of Anoka and the 
State of Minnesota, to the best of my ability. So help me God. 
 
I, Tim Harrington, do solemnly swear or affirm that I will support the Constitution of the 
United States of America and the State of Minnesota, and faithfully discharge the duties 
as a member of the City of East Bethel Road Commission in the County of Anoka and the 
State of Minnesota, to the best of my ability. So help me God. 
 

Election of 
Chairperson 
and Co-
Chairperson 

Virta stated we have followed a tradition in the past of a rotating chairperson based on 
interest.  By being chairperson you get a different perspective.  You have to be more 
focused on organizational items.  Thunberg has been chair.  Hansen has been chair a 
couple of times.  Virta has been chairperson once.  Is there interest among the members in 
becoming chairperson?  Murphy said no.  Pierson-Kolodzienski said no.  Virta said he 
would do it another year.  There is something to be said in having some continuity, but he 
is ambivalent about it.  He wants to make sure that everyone has an opportunity.  
  
Thunberg nominated Virta for chairperson and Jensen for Co-chairperson.    
Pierson-Kolodzienski seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 
Virta welcomed Harrington to the Roads Commission.  He thinks Harrington will enjoy it 
and it will offer him a different perspective on the City. 
   
Ayshford thanked Jensen, Virta and Harrington for coming back and helping out on the 
Commission.  We appreciate your dedication to the Road Commission. 
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Adopt Agenda Pierson-Kolodzienski motioned to adopt the agenda as submitted.   Jensen seconded; 

all in favor, motion carries.    
   

Approve –  
January 8, 
2013 Meeting 
Minutes  
 

Paavola motioned to approve the January 8, 2013 minutes.  Jensen seconded; all in 
favor, motion carries.   
 
Virta stated the format changed and the minutes seemed to make some more sense.  It 
might be because we are in the council chambers now and the process is more formal.  At 
the table in the back conference room where we use to meet there was a lot more 
discussion, but was probably harder to record.  He thinks the minutes have been a lot 
clearer.  DeRoche said it might be the minute taker.  He agreed the minutes seem to make 
more sense.  Paavola said we don’t have all our backs to the minute taker, which would 
make the minutes clearer.  Virta thinks it does too.   
 

Roads 
Financial 
Information  

Ayshford said the financial information only represents 29 days of this year.  We have 
had a few weekend storms where we have had some overtime.  We have used a lot of fuel 
and salt this past week and a half, but it is nothing too out of the ordinary.  Nothing has 
occurred the capitol budget so far this year.  We did receive $30,000 more than we 
anticipated for MSA funds this year.  $20,000 is for construction and $10,000 for 
maintenance.  These funds come from the State of MN for the MSA budget.    
 
Jensen asked what the City is looking for in 2013 for equipment.  Ayshford said a 
replacement plow truck.  We have a 97 Ford that has broken down in each of the last four 
storms.  That plow actually plows down by the Coon Lake Beach area.  Currently we are 
waiting for the State bids to come out.  We also have replacement tractor that we need 
this year.  In addition to those two, we are looking at purchasing a mini-excavator for 
storm water work.  It is a tracked machine that has an arm for digging.  They have rubber 
tracks that can get in to tight areas and across swampy areas.  We demoed a couple last 
fall and replaced a couple storm water pipes on our streets.  If we get this, it would save 
the City money by allowing staff to do repair work on culvers and other storm water 
projects. 
 
The last couple years we have been using five plow trucks to do the streets.  It increases 
our response time.  We are still a little behind where he would like to be.  Jensen asked if 
it the plow truck would be Freightliner. Ayshford said we tested a Freightliner and an 
International.  All of our trucks are Freightliners.  If we stayed with a Freightliner we 
would be able to carry parts that would fit all the trucks such as oil and fuel filters. 
 

2013 TH 65 
Projects 

On January 31, 2013, members of the North TH 65 Corridor Coalition met at East Bethel 
City Hall to discuss construction projects being planned for the 2013 construction season. 
The purpose of these regular meetings is to allow discussion and the sharing of 
information between the stakeholders and community officials involved with 
transportation decisions along the TH65 corridor in the northern metro area. 
 
Attachment 7.1 is a summary of those projects and includes the proposed Johnson St 
frontage road in East Bethel. Another project with implications for East Bethel residents 
and visitors will be the lengthening of the left turn lanes on TH 65 at Viking Blvd by an 
additional 200 feet. This project is being planned for late summer (after Labor day), early 
fall and will require closing Viking Blvd for a 48-hour period to facilitate the replacement 
of a culvert. 
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 This group gets together a couple times a year.  The representatives are from cities from 

along Hwy 65 from Ham Lake to Mora.  The County Commissioners, city representatives 
and MnDOT Officials attend the meeting.  Jack Davis is our representative.     
 
Virta thinks this is a good piece of information.  So they will be closing Viking Boulevard 
for 48 hours to do the work.  Ayshford said yes they would be replacing a culvert.  He 
said when they did the white topping they stopped short of the intersection because they 
knew they were going to have to come in and replace the culvert. 
 
Ayshford said all the mucking came within a couple feet of their test drills.  Some of the 
contractors were using some of our City streets as a short cut for hauling the soil.  We 
caught that, and asked them to use the official detour route.  He also confirmed that there 
is a limit on the bridge on the detour, but the weight restriction is higher than the amount 
the trucks are hauling.  Virta wanted to know if they brought in the sand.  Ayshford said 
yes, some of it has been brought in from Elk River. 
 
Ayshford also advised the County has decided to forego the cul-de-sac at Madison Street 
because they weren’t able to reach an agreement with property owners on either side.   
Virta said they aren’t going to close it.  Ayshford said no, they would be leaving it open.  
Virta said he thought it was a safety issue.  The County needed to purchase easements, 
and they would have to change the address on one of the properties.  Virta said that is 
interesting.  That whole issue with the radius of the cul-de-sac is now a mute point now.  
He hopes we don’t have any safety issues because of that.  He asked how that works.  Do 
they get paid for the land?  Ayshford said the County purchases right-of-way from the 
property owners.  Virta said if you can’t come to a mutual agreement, then condemnation 
is the next possible option.  Ayshford said it is a long process.  Jensen said you could 
dead end a road.  DeRoche said you would still have to take some of their property.  
Ayshford said the biggest problem there is about a ¼ of a mile there is no way to turn 
around down there.  For our snowplowing it would also be a nightmare and emergency 
vehicles, school buses and garbage trucks would not be able to get turned around.  If 
safety is an issue, Jackson will be a safer and it might make more sense to come into the 
neighborhood that way.   
 

Johnson 
Street Service 
Road Update 

The City of East Bethel was awarded Municipal Agreement Funds for median and access 
closure at 219th Ave and TH 65 and the extension of the Johnson St frontage road from 
215th Ave to County Road 74. The City Engineer has prepared the preliminary 
construction documents and the project is scheduled to be bid this spring and completed 
in 2013. 
 
The estimated project cost was $1,590,968. The City would be responsible for an 
estimated $888,968 and MnDot would be responsible for an estimated $702,000. The City 
has budgeted the $888,968 as part of the 2013 Municipal State Aid Fund. 
 
Ayshford stated there is a map showing the final location.  We are still working on right 
of way access from the property owner and it sounds like we are moving forward.  We 
also met with the utility companies and look in good shape with developable land for 
someone.  
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Council 
Report and 
Other 
Business 

DeRoche said he does remember when the street discussion came up.  He knows that the 
Road Commission put in a lot of time and thought into it.  The timing thing was we 
couldn’t get the east side completed and there was still concern for safety at Hwy 65 and 
221st and then we, the Council, decided to put in the application in. Shortly after that was 
when we found out the signal was going in. He had argued to put the money down in the 
sewer and water district.  His thinking is the roads in the sewer water district were going to 
be developer driven. 
 

 Thunberg asked if this area is being farmed.  Ayshford said yes, it is, but the road could 
help them sell their property to a developer in the future.   
 
Virta asked him to refresh his memory on the force main.  Ayshford said the project rebid 
opening was today.  The original bids came back in too expensive.  The original plan 
came up Hwy 65 and crossed over Hwy 65 a couple times up to 229th Avenue.  The City’s 
portion would go north from there.  The expensive part was crossing Hwy 65 two times.  
We are waiting to hear back on the new bids.  Developers could potentially hook up to it.  
Virta said that is why he asked about that extension.  Could they hook up? Ayshford said 
the area could be serviced by sewer but not by water.  With restaurants, and such, their 
septic tank costs are phenomenal, this could be an attractive option.  Murphy asked if it 
was a done deal.  Ayshford said the construction plans are 70% complete we are waiting 
on one property owner.  We are hoping to have the project completed in 2013.   
 
Thunberg said this is what we were looking at doing on the east side.  Ayshford said yes, 
but we did a total new application on the west side.  Thunberg said this is one that ended 
up going through without having to go through our committee.  Ayshford said the road 
commission did review it and the committee’s recommendation was to spend the money 
down in the sewer district.  Thunberg said we didn’t really agree with this.  He is just 
concerned that this will be a road like on the east side of Hwy 65 south of Sims.  Pierson-
Kolodzienski said a Mark someone was going to put a driving range down on that road, 
but that never went any further.  Thunberg said he hopes it gets something going on the 
west side of Hwy 65 at 221st Avenue.  All of those properties are for sale.  Ayshford said 
this road is part of our long-range plan and the City was reluctant to decline two grants 
that would help fund these projects.  Ayshford said he could see both sides of the issue.  
This is funded out of the MSA funds from the State of MN and not the City’s general 
fund.  Virta said maybe it would open something up to development in that area.   
 
Ayshford said the Jackson Street project is advanced funded with MSA funds.  There are 
also a few roads being done in the Coon Lake Beach Area using the MSA funds in 2013.  
The State wants us to use the funds.  Murphy said do we lose the funds. Ayshford said, 
no, but we can borrow up to five years in advance on it and we do not lose it.  In 2014, we 
can borrow out to 2019 etc.  With our allocation going up, we are in good shape, and this 
year we will get about $559,000.  Thunberg said the person we are still working with to 
get access, looks like they are still working toward a negotiation.  Ayshford said yes.  
Thunberg asked if there would there be turn lanes on 221st in both directions.  Ayshford 
said a right turn lane is being proposed.  Thunberg would like a bypass lane done there.  
Virta said it raises some interesting development possibilities along there.  Even though 
we didn’t vote for it, it might work out.  We might have an opportunity to get some value 
out of it.   
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The will hopefully be a force main going up to Castle Tower, to replace the City’s waste 
water treatment system.  He believes if a lift station is put in at 221st and Hwy 65, the 
system will be built for four corners of the intersection.  A lift station will cost $75,000 
plus.  Will it develop?  Maybe, sometime, but there is no water up in there.  Would a 
developer dig their own well?  As a City we aren’t in any position to put in a well.  There 
are two wells at Castle Towers.  We have two wells at Hwy 65 and County Road 22.   
 
Jack and DeRoche went on a tour of the City and looked at road projects.  When Anoka 
County Commissioners were here today, Doug Fischer said there was a little more muck in 
there (County Road 22/Hwy 65 project) than they thought.  There were some issues with 
getting the utilities moved.  But Met Council got involved and told them to move them or 
they would and bill them, they did move them. 
 
The City did a JPA with East Bethel Properties LLC to put in a turn lane to their property 
on the northwest corner of Hwy 65 and County Road 22.  This is at no cost to the City.  
Thunberg asked if it would be into the northwest corner. Ayshford said yes. 
 
The plan for County Road 22 is concrete overlay, they will go 1,000 feet up, and then they 
will be a solid face on the road.  He learned this from the County engineer today.  It is 
quite the project.   
 
City Council has a meeting tomorrow night with Martha Weaver from the County.  There 
is a retreat for this weekend.  He isn’t going to say much about that.  He called around to 
other cities, how they work, and what they do.  He said it is a come together meeting. Staff 
discusses what they think the direction of the City should be, and Council discusses.  It will 
be at Cedar Creek.  It is open to the public. DeRoche doesn’t plan to attend.   
 
DeRoche appreciates people who put their time on these commissions.  He doesn’t think 
the general public understands how much time is put in to these.  There is no way the 
Council can know everything about everything.  To have people give up their time, and 
volunteer, means a lot.  He had some discussions with Commissioners today.   
 
Jensen said as an advisory committee regardless, the thing at the time, regarding the road, 
we applied for a grant and hate to throw away the money.  Spending the money we didn’t 
need, is also throwing money away.  If we are going to be spending any money, we are still 
kicking in money and it is still coming in from somewhere.  Not spending it in an area 
where we are trying to develop isn’t smart.  It would be one more thing to help entice a 
business to come in.  He has a hard time seeing this coming in.  No one will be putting in 
lift stations, unless they are putting a big box store.  He was hoping there is some way this 
can be brought up again to Council.   
 
DeRoche said he would bring it up again. The problem when this issue came up, we never 
had five people at the Council meetings.  A couple Council members just chose not to 
show up.  He would have preferred to hold off until the new Council came in.  This City 
belongs to the residents not the City Council.  He thinks sometimes people thoughts get 
lost.  We need to focus on the area down there.  It is a mile and half.  Would it be nice if 
we could get someone to hook up to the force main at Sims Road?  That would be nice.  
People compare us to other cities, and we aren’t the same, we don’t have the same cash 
flow.  We have to be aware of what the Commissions are recommending.  At the Council 
there isn’t as much discussion. 
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Ayshford said he wanted to remind everyone that the grant would not have worked down 
in that area.  In order to qualify for this, you would have to have an access closure.  Jensen 
said we started on the east side for safety issues.  The only use is for development.  
DeRoche said grant money is not free.  It comes from taxpayer dollars.   
 
DeRoche said Aggressive Hydraulics is really coming along.  Pierson-Kolodzienski said the 
floors are getting started this week the way it looks.  DeRoche said it looks really nice.   
 
DeRoche said they Highway Department was very surprised on how much waters is on 
that corner, at County Road 22 and Hwy 65.  Virta said they should come around after we 
have a 100-year thunderstorm.  DeRoche said everyone is working together on that project. 
 
Thunberg asked if anything has been announced for what will be on the northwest corner.  
DeRoche said he has been hearing inklings.  Ayshford said nothing has been announced. 
 
Ayshford said there will be two turn lanes accessing that property, there will be a right in 
and right out halfway down, and there will be a full turn lane at the western edge. 
 
There are two new Council members.  They have been through the leadership conference 
at the League of Minnesota Cities.  Moegerle and DeRoche went to the experienced 
section of the conference.  There are a lot of things you would like to say, but you can’t.   
 
Anyone hear any rumors.  He said the Park Commission is meeting tomorrow night at 
7:30.  The special meeting tomorrow night starts at 5:00 p.m.  Virta said there is a special 
meeting at the 5:00 p.m. for the City Council.  DeRoche said it is Martha Weaver from 
Anoka County coming to talk to us.  He doesn’t know what she is coming to talk about.  
We shall see.  Virta asked if it would be broadcast on the web?  Ayshford said he wasn’t 
sure.   
 
 

Adjourn Jensen motioned for adjournment.  Pierson-Kolodzienski; all in favor motion carries.  
Meeting adjourned at 7:30 p.m. 

 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Jill Anderson 
Recording Secretary 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Date: 
March 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 7.0 B.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Change Order No. 10 – S.R. Weidema 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approval of Change Order No. 10 to S.R. Weidema for the construction of the Phase 1 
Project 1 Utility Improvements. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Since a portion of this project will be assessed the total contract amount cannot exceed 25% of 
the original contract amount. The original contract amount for this project was $11,686,468.20. 
The total allowable additions to this contract are $2,921,617.05, or a total contract amount of 
$14,608,085.25. To provide provisions for future contract additions, if required, the City Council 
approved eliminating Change Order No. 8 from the contract at the February 20, 2013 council 
meeting. Change Order No. 8, which is paid 100% by East Bethel Properties, LLC, is in the 
amount of $54,245.25. Over 89% of the contract additions to this project are a result of the 
additional work added to the contract to reconstruct Viking Boulevard which is being financed 
100% by Anoka County. 
 
The Metropolitan Council of Environmental Services (MCES) is requesting that the contract 
addition of $10,826.04 associated with this change order be considered for approval. This 
contract addition is 100% MCES costs. As you are aware the pilings for this contract were 
eliminated with Change Order No. 7. Municipal Builders, Inc. was the subcontractor to S.R. 
Weidema for the piling installation. In preparation for the piling construction Municipal 
Builders, Inc. prepared the shop drawings, phasing and forming plans, rebar layout design, and 
other submittals. Change Order No. 10 provides payment for the work product that was 
completed prior to eliminating the piling work.  
 
In summary this change order results in a decrease in the contract of $54,245.25 and an increase 
in the contract of $10,826.04, or a net decrease of $43,419.21, to the S.R. Weidema contract. 
This change order will allow for up to $49,541.79 for future contract additions, if necessary. 
MCES is responsible for paying all increased costs associated with this Change Order. 
 
Attachment(s): 
 1. Change Order No. 10 
 
 
 
 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Change Order No. 10 results in a decrease in the contract of $54,245.25 and an increase in the 
contract of $10,826.04, or a net decrease of $43,419.21, to the S.R. Weidema contract.   
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends Council consider approval of Change Order No. 10 to S.R. Weidema with a 
total net decrease in the contract to S.R. Weidema for this project of $43,419.21. The contract 
increase per Change Order No. 10 will be paid 100% by MCES. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *   
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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SECTION 00991 – CHANGE ORDER 

(Instructions on reverse side) No. 10 Revised 

PROJECT:  Phase I Project 1 Utility Improvements & East Bethel Gravity Interceptor & Discharge, MCES Project No. 
801621 

DATE OF ISSUANCE:  3/6/13 EFFECTIVE DATE:  3/6/13 

OWNER:  City of East Bethel 

ENGINEER’S Project No.:  C12.100028 

CONTRACTOR:  S.R. Weidema, Inc. ENGINEER:  John K. Swanson, P.E. 

You are directed to make the following changes in the Contract Documents. 

Description:   
This change order includes the negotiated final amount to cancel the subcontract between Municipal Builders, Inc. and S.R. 
Weidema for pile cap construction.  The total cancelation cost includes items associated with shop drawings, phasing, forming 
plans, rebar layout design, submittals, etc, completed prior to the deletion of piling as defined in Change Order No. 7. 
 
In addition, this change order includes the deletion of Change Order No. 8 that was previously approved for the addition of Viking 
Boulevard turn lane muck excavation.  This work will be completed under a separate contract. 

 

ADD ITEMS: 

Municipal Builders, Inc. subcontract cancellation: $10,826.04 

DEDUCT ITEMS: 

1) Pile cap deductions were included in Change Order 7. 

2) Delete Change Order No. 8, dated 1/23/13, in its entirety. 

 

TOTAL CONTRACT ADJUSTMENT THIS CHANGE ORDER: 

MCES City  County  Total 

Total Additions $10,826.04 $0.00 $0.00 $10,826.04 

Total Deductions Change Order No. 7 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Total Deductions Change Order No. 8 $0.00 -$54,245.25 $0.00 -$54,245.25 

Total Contract Adjustment This Change 
Order $10,826.04 $0.00 $0.00 -$43,419.21 

 

Reason for Change Order: 

Due to the elimination of the piling and associated pile caps on the entire project, it is necessary to cancel the 
subcontract with Municipal Builders, Inc.  Prior to the deletion of the piling elements, Municipal Builders incurred 
expenses as described above.   In addition, it was decided by the City to complete the Viking turn alne muck excavation 
work under a separate contract. 

Attachments: (List documents supporting change) 
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Reference:  

Change Order No. 8 

PCM # 5 

Email and invoices from S.R. Weidema (on file) 

 

 

 

 

CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE: 
Original Contract Price 
 
 

$11,686,468.20 

CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIMES: 
Original Contract Times 
 

Completion Date :7/31/12 days or dates 

Ready for final payment :      days or dates 

Net changes from previous Change Orders No. 1 to No. 9 and extra 
work 

 

$2,915,494.47, 

Net changes from previous Change Orders No.5to No.NA 

 

6/30/13 date 

Contract Price Prior to this Change Order 
 
 

$14,601,962.67 

Contract Times prior to this Change Order 
 

Substantial Completion :      days or dates 

Ready for final payment :      days or dates 

Net Increase (Increase/Decrease/No Change) of this Change Order 
 

-$43,419.21 

Net        (Increase/Decrease/No Change) of this Change Order 
 

0 days 

Contract Price with all approved Change Orders 
 
 

$14,558,543.46 

Contract Times with all approved Change Orders 
 

Substantial Completion :6/30/13 days or dates 

Ready for final payment :      days or dates 

 

RECOMMENDED: 
 
APPROVED: 

 
ACCEPTED: 

 
 
 
 
By:  
 Engineer (Authorized Signature) 

 

 
 
 
By:  
 Owner (Authorized Signature) 

 

 
 
 
By:  
 Contractor (Authorized Signature) 

 

Date:  
 
Date:  

 
Date:  

 

 
ACCEPTED: 
 
 By:  
 MCES (Authorized Signature) 

 

 Date:  

 
 
 
 
 
 

EJCDC No. 1910C8-B (1990 Edition) 

Prepared by the Engineers Joint Contract Documents Committee and endorsed by The Associated General Contractors of America. 

CHANGE ORDER 

 

INSTRUCTIONS 
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A.  GENERAL INFORMATION 
 
This document was developed to provide a uniform format for handling contract changes that affect Contract Price or 
Contract Times.  Changes that have been initiated by a Work Change Directive must be incorporated into a subsequent 
Change Order if they affect Contract Price or Times. 
 
Changes that affect Contract Price or Contract Times should be promptly covered by a Change Order.  The practice of 
accumulating change order items to reduce the administrative burden may lead to unnecessary disputes. 
 
If Milestones have been listed, any effect of a Change Order thereon should be addressed. 
 
For supplemental instructions and monitor changes not involving a change in the Contract Price or Contract Times, a 
Field Order may be used. 
 
B.  COMPLETING THE CHANGE ORDER FORM 
 
Engineer initiates the form, including a description of the changes involved and attachment based upon documents and 
proposals submitted by Contractor, or requests from Owner, or both. 
 
Once Engineer has completed and signed the form, all copies should be sent to Contractor for approval.  After approval by 
Contractor, all copies should be sent to Owner for approval.  Engineer should make distribution of executed copies after 
approval by Owner. 
 
If a change only applies to Contract Price or to Contract Times, cross out the part of the tabulation that does not apply. 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
March 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 G.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Ordinance 43, Second Series, Amending Chapter 2, Administration, Article V, Officers and 
Employees 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider amending Chapter 2, Article V, Officers and Employees, Second Series 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
This proposed Ordinance amendment would amend Sections 2-261through 2-266 of the Code of 
Ordinances of the City of East Bethel. These changes are necessary to clean up various 
inconsistencies in the Ordinance that pertain to the City Administrator.   
 
Attachment(s): 
Attachment #1-- Redline Version of Proposed Amendment to Chapter 2, Article V, Sections 2-
261 through 2-266 of the City Code. 
Attachment #2—Ordinance 43, Second Series, An Ordinance Amending Chapter 2, 
Administration, Article V. Officers and Employees.  
 * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends City Council consider the approval of the amendments to Chapter 2, Article 
V, Sections 2-261 through 2-266 of the City Code as presented in the attachment, adoption of 
Ordinance 43, Second Series and direction to publish. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



East Bethel, Minnesota, Code of Ordinances >> - CODE OF ORDINANCES >> Chapter 2 - 
ADMINISTRATION >> ARTICLE V. - OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES >> DIVISION 2. - CITY 
ADMINISTRATOR >>  

DIVISION 2. - CITY ADMINISTRATOR 
Sec. 2-261. - Position established. 
Sec. 2-262. - Selection criteria. 
Sec. 2-263. - Knowledge and abilities. 
Sec. 2-264. - Removal. 
Sec. 2-265. - Duties and responsibilities. 
Sec. 2-266. - Compensation. 
Secs. 2-267—2-295. - Reserved. 

 
 

Sec. 2-261. - Position established. 

The position of city administrator is hereby established; the city 
administrator shall be the chief administrative officer of the city responsible to the 
city council. All department or division heads are responsible to the city 
administrator.  

(Ord. No. 104B, § 7(7-1), 10-3-2007)  
Sec. 2-262. - Selection criteria. 

The city administrator shall be chosen by the city council solely on the 
basis of his training and experience and administrative qualifications. The city 
administrator shall be appointed for an indefinite period by a majority of the full 
city council. The terms and provisions of the employment shall be governed by 
contract. 

(Ord. No. 104B, § 7(7-2), 10-3-2007)  
Sec. 2-263. - Knowledge and abilities. 

The city administrator must have considerable knowledge of municipal 
government operations, proper procedures, public relations, finances, purchasing, 
and all administrative functions requirements for proper city operation. He  The City 
Adminstrator must be familiar with have knowledge of or ability to acquire full 
knowledge of all laws affecting the city. He The City Administrator must have the 
ability to maintain harmonious relations with city employees and the general public. 
He The City Administrator must have the ability to plan development, collect and 
analyze material for reporting to the council and conduct and implement standards 
of procedure, operation and organization for the city.  

(Ord. No. 104B, § 7(7-3), 10-3-2007)  
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Sec. 2-264. - Removal. 

(a) 
The city administrator may be removed from office only by a majority of the 
full city council for cause, after 180 calendar days written notice.  

(b) 
 If he has served as city administrator for one year, written charges and a 
hearing on the charges before the city council shall be provided if requested 
prior to the date wherein his removal takes place. Such request must be made 
within five days of receipt of said charges. The hearing must be held within 
30 calendar days after presentation of the charges and he must receive the 
charges at least ten calendar days before the hearing. The hearing may be 
opened or closed as determined by the city administrator pursuant to 
Minnesota Statutes.  

(Ord. No. 104B, § 7(7-4), 10-3-2007)  
Sec. 2-265. - Duties and responsibilities. 

(a) 
The duties and responsibilities of the city administrator shall be as follows: 
(1) 

Subject to city ordinances, regulations, and other applicable laws, the 
city administrator shall direct the administration of city affairs.  

(2) 
The city administrator shall direct the enforcemente all state laws, 
all city ordinances, and resolutions. 

(3) 
The city administrator shall supervise the activities of all city 
department heads and personnel in the administration of city 
functions and shall have the authority to recommend their 
employment or removal.  

(4) 
The city administrator shall attend and participate in all meetings of 
the city council. He The city administrator shall be responsible for 
the preparation of the city council agenda and recommend to the city 
council such measures as he may deemed necessary for the welfare of 
the citizens and the efficient administration of the city. He The city 
administrator shall attend all city council meetings and may attend, at 
his discretion, unless directed by the city council, other committee 
and commission meetings.  

(5) 
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He The City Administrator shall be overseeresponsible for the 
preparation of the planning commission agendas. 

(6) 
The city administrator shall prepare an annual fiscal budget and 
capital improvement plan for the city council. He  The city 
administrator shall maintain financial policies for the city within the 
scope of the approved budget and capital program. He The city 
administraor shall submit periodic reports to the city council on the 
financial condition of the city and ensure the annual financial 
statement is prepared in accordance with Minnesota Statutes.  

(7) 
The city administrator shall directhandle all personnel matters of the 
city in conjunction with policies established by the city council. He 
The city administrator shall negotiate or delegate the negotiation of 
terms and conditions of employee labor contracts for presentation to 
the city council.  

(8) 
The city administrator shall represent the city at official functions as 
directed by the city council and maintain good public relations with 
the citizens of the community.  

(9) 
The city administrator shall act as purchasing agent for the city and 
be directresponsible in making all purchases in accordance with the 
approved city budget. He The city administrator shall have the 
authority to sign purchase orders for routine services, equipment, and 
supplies for which the cost does not exceed $5,000.00. All claims 
resulting from orders placed by the city administrator shall be 
audited for payment by the city council. He The city administrator 
shall negotiate contracts for all kind of merchandise, materials, 
equipment, or construction work for presentation to the city council.  

(10) 
The city administrator shall coordinate city programs and activities 
as directed by the city council. He The city administrator shall 
monitor all consultant and contract work performed forby the city. He 
The city administrator shall coordinate the activities of the city 
attorney and city engineer.  

(11) 
The city administrator shall remain informed regarding investigate 
federal, state and county programs which may affect the city. He The 
city administrator shall consult with officials of both public and 
private agencies as may be desirablerequired.  
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(12) 
The city administrator shall inform the city council on matters 
dealing with the administration of the city and prepare and submit to 
the city council for adoption an administrative code encompassing 
the details of administrative procedure within the city.  

(13) 
The city administrator shall be required to take an oath of office. He 
shall be bonded, at city expense, through a position bond which will 
indemnify the city.  

(14) 
The city administrator shall direct the enforcement of all the 
provisions of the Minnesota State Uniform Building Code or 
International Building Code as adopted by the Cityappropriate.  

(15) 
The city administrator shall perform such other duties as may be 
prescribed by law or required by him by ordinance or resolutions 
adopted by the city council, from time to timesuch as public health 
officer.  

(16) 
 The city administrator may perform additional duties as from time 
to time prescribed by the city council. 

(b) 
Nothing in this article shall preclude the city administrator from delegating 
some of these duties as may be appropriate or administratively expedient.  

(Ord. No. 104B, § 7(7-5), 10-3-2007)  
 Sec. 2-266. - Compensation. 

The city administrator shall receive such compensation as the council shall 
set from time to time.  

(Ord. No. 104B, § 7(7-6), 10-3-2007)  

 



ORDINANCE NUMBER 43, Second Series 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 2, ADMINISTRATION,  
ARTICLE V. OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES 

The City Council of the City of East Bethel, ordains: 

Sec. 2-261- Position Established 

The position of City Administrator is hereby established. The City Administrator shall be 
the chief administrative officer of the City, responsible to the City Council. All Department or 
Division Heads are responsible to the City Administrator. 

Sec. 2-262. - Selection criteria. 

The city administrator shall be chosen selected by the city council. solely on the 
basis of training and experience and administrative qualifications. The terms and provisions 
of the employment shall be governed by contract. 

Sec. 2-263. - Knowledge and abilities.  

The city administrator must have considerable knowledge of municipal government 
operation, procedures, public relations, finances, purchasing, and all administrative 
functions for proper city operation. The city administrator must be familiar with laws 
affecting the city. The city administrator must have the ability to maintain harmonious 
relations with city employees and the general public. The city administrator must have the 
ability to plan development, collect and analyze material for reporting to the council and 
conduct and implement standards of procedure, operation and organization for the city. 

Sec. 2-264. - Removal.  (This section was deleted in its entirety) 

Sec. 2-265. - Duties and responsibilities. 

(a)  The duties and responsibilities of the city administrator are to: 
(1)  Subject to City ordinances, regulations, and other applicable laws, the City 
Administrator shall direct the administration of city affairs.  
(2)  The City Administrator shall direct the enforcement of  Enforce all state laws, 
all city ordinances, and resolutions. 
(3)  The City Administrator shall Supervise the activities of all City Department 
Heads and personnel in the administration of City functions and shall have the 
authority to recommend their employment or removal.  
(4)  The City Administrator Shall attend and participate in all meetings of the City 
Council, The City Administrator shall be responsible for the preparation of the City 
Council agenda and recommend to the City Council such measures as may be 
deemed necessary for the welfare of the citizens and the efficient administration of 
the City. The city administrator may attend other committee and commission 
meetings.  
(5)  The city administrator shall be responsible for the preparation of the planning 
commission agendas. 



(6)  The City Administrator shall Oversee the preparation an annual budget and 
capital improvement plan for the City Council, The City Administrator shall 
maintain financial policies for the City within the scope of the approved budget and 
capital program, The City Administrator shall submit periodic reports to the city 
council on the financial condition of the City and ensure the annual financial 
statement is prepared in accordance with Minnesota Statutes.  
(7) The City Administrator shall direct Oversee all personnel matters of the city in 
conjunction with policies established by the city council. The city administrator 
shall negotiate or delegate the and negotiate of terms and conditions of employee 
labor contracts for presentation to the city council.  
(8)  The City Administrator shall Represent the city at official functions as directed 
by the City Council and maintain good public relations with the citizens of the 
community.  in all aspects of the responsibilities of this position. 
(9)  The city administrator shall act as purchasing agent Oversee purchasing 
activities for the city and be responsible for making  purchases in accordance with 
the approved city budget, The city administrator shall have the authority to sign 
purchase orders for routine services, equipment, and supplies for which the cost does 
not exceed $5,000.00. All claims resulting from orders placed by the city 
administrator shall be audited for payment by the city council. The city 
administrator shall negotiate contracts for merchandise, materials, equipment, or 
construction work for presentation to the city council.  
(10)  The city administrator shall coordinate city programs and activities as directed 
by the city council, The city administrator shall monitor all consultant and contract 
work performed for the city The city administrator shall  and coordinate the 
activities of the city attorney and city engineer.  
(11)  The City Administrator shall investigate federal, state and county programs 
which may affect the City. The City Administrator shall consult with officials of 
both public and private agencies as may be desirable.  
(12)  The city administrator shall Inform the city council on matters dealing with the 
administration of the city and prepare and submit to the city council for adoption an 
administrative code encompassing the details of administrative procedure within the 
city.  
(13) The city administrator shall be required to take an oath of office. The City 
Administrator shall Be bonded, at City expense, through a position or faithful 
performance bond which will indemnify the City.  
(14)  The city administrator shall direct the enforcement Enforce the provisions of 
the Minnesota State Uniform Building Code and International Building Code as 
adopted by the City.  
(15)  The city administrator shall Perform such other duties as may be prescribed by 
law or required by him by ordinance or resolutions adopted by the city council. from 
time to time.   
(16)  (This item was deleted)    
 

(b)  Nothing in this article shall preclude the city administrator from delegating some of  
these duties as may be appropriate or administratively expedient. 
(c) The City Administrator shall receive such compensation as the City Council shall set 



forth from time to time. 

 
Adopted this 6th  day of March, 2013 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
 
For the City: 
 
________________________________ 
Richard Lawrence, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 
 
 
Adopted:   March 6, 2013 
Published:   March 15, 2013 
Effective:   March 15, 2013 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
March 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 G.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Town Hall Meeting 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approval of setting a date for the Spring Town Hall Meeting 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The Spring Town Hall Meeting has been held since 2005. The meeting is generally held in April 
and is designed to be scheduled on a date that doesn’t conflict with any other municipal or school 
district meetings. The only meeting of this type that might pose a conflict is the ISD # 15 Parent 
Conference on Thursday, April 25, 2013. ISD #831 doesn’t list any meetings in April that would 
pose any scheduling problems for the City Town Hall meeting. 
 
In the past the Question and Answer/Public Forum presentation in Council Chambers has been 
shaped by citizen questions. While the number of participants for this part of the program has 
declined since 2010, it still presents a valuable opportunity for residents to express concerns and 
present questions to City Council. We will be discussing ways to improve the format of this 
session of the meeting in subsequent meetings.  
 
We need to set the date of the meeting at the Wednesday, March 6, 2013 Council session so we 
can place the notice for the meeting in our Spring Newsletter. The newsletter will be sent to the 
printer on March 7, 2013 and be distributed to City residents by the end of March.  
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is requesting that City Council set a date in April for the Spring Town Hall Meeting. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
March 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 G.3 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Council and Commission Minutes 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approval of an official policy regarding Council and Commission minutes 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The subject of changing the format of City Council minutes from a “verbatim” transcription to a 
summary minute report was discussed at the City Council Retreat on February16, 2013. At that 
meeting it was the general consensus of the group that they may favor changing the manner in 
which we present the minutes report in the City Council agendas.  
 
The reasoning behind considering the change is the inordinate amount of staff time that is 
required to prepare transcription minutes. It is estimated that it can take up to 20-30 hours of the 
clerk’s per month time to prepare the minutes for the Council meetings. If our unwritten policy 
of providing transcribed minutes were changed to a summary minute presentation, we could 
reduce the clerk’s time for this duty by at least 50 %. This time savings could be applied to the 
increased demands of updating and maintaining the new website or other areas that require the 
time of this position.  
 
The EDA and the Planning Commission, at their respective February meetings, voted in favor of 
changing the format of their minutes to summaries. I have attached a sample of summary 
minutes from the City of Forest Lake as an example of how this type of change could appear. 
Should this change be implemented by Council, it would follow our standard agenda outline with 
any modifications that Council feels necessary.  
 
All meetings are recorded on DVD’s and would be available to the general public for viewing at 
City Hall with an appointment. The recordings are also archived on the City Website as well as 
being offered for sale for the cost of reproduction. If summary minutes are approved as Council’s 
choice, Councilpersons could request transcription of individual items if needed.  
 
Attachments 
Attachment #1, City of Forest Lake City Council Minutes 
****************************************************************************** 
Fiscal Impact: 
As described above 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is requesting that Council consider changing the format of City Council Minutes from 
transcriptions to summaries.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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REGULAR MEETING MINUTES OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

FOREST LAKE MINNESOTA HELD ON THE 28
TH

 DAY OF JANUARY 2013 AT THE 

CITY HALL AT 7:00 P.M. 

 

Mayor Chris Johnson called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 

 

Roll Call:  Mayor Chris Johnson, Councilmembers Ben Winnick, Mike Freer, Susan Young and 

Jeff Klein. 

 

Councilmember Freer asked if discussion regarding the lawsuit received today (regarding the 

Northland Mall Redevelopment project) could be added to the closed session. He was told it was 

subject to the notice conditions. Parrish explained our Bond Council is reviewing the lawsuit and 

Council will learn more in the near future.  

 

Motion was made by Ben Winnick and seconded by Mike Freer to approve the agenda 

adding discussion of Public Works under the staff reports section. All members present 

voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to approve the consent 

agenda items as follows: 

a) City bills and invoices 

b) City Council meeting minutes of January 14, 2013 

c) New liquor license for Acqua of Forest Lake, LLC DBA Acqua of Forest Lake, 8241 

North Shore Trail 

d) New liquor license for CAB 3, LLC DBA Forest Laker, 131 North Lake Street 

e) 2013 Tobacco and Corporate license renewals (attached) 

All members present voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Open Forum 

 

Stev Stegner spoke regarding the Northland Mall project. He received over 1,000 signatures 

from people wanting a referendum and he is disappointed the Council didn’t allow this action. 

He is interested in and suggested a mediator process to protect the citizen’s first right 

amendment. He also made mention of an attorney at your Mayor Johnson’s firm working with a 

client who was dealing with something similar in Wyoming. “The way this is going doesn’t feel 

right” and he asked Council to relook at how they were moving forward.  

 

Regular Agenda Items 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to ratify the EDA decision to 

approve the agreement with Leo A. Daly to provide architectural and engineering services 

for the Public Safety and City Hall Facility redevelopment project. Susan Young amended 

the motion and Jeff Klein seconded that approval is subject to the scope of services outlined 

in the request for proposal.  All members present voted in favor. The motion carried. 
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Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Mike Freer to appoint Mike Freer as 

the Council representative to the Building Committee. Jeff Klein, Susan Young, Ben 

Winnick and Mike Freer voted in favor. Chris Johnson voted no. The motion carried.  

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Chris Johnson to ratify the EDA 

approval and authorize the Construction Management Request for Proposals. All members 

present voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Chris Johnson and seconded by Mike Freer to appoint Mike Freer 

and Ben Winnick as the City Council representatives to the Construction Management 

Review Committee. All members present voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to approve the 2013 Animal 

Control agreement with Richard Ruzicka as presented. All members present voted in 

favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to approve the 2013 Animal 

Impound agreement with Hillcrest Animal Hospital as presented. All members present 

voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Chris Johnson to designate the Forest 

Lake Times / ECM Publishers as the Official City Newspaper. Susan Young, Jeff Klein, 

Ben Winnick and Chris Johnson voted in favor. Mike Freer voted no. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Mike Freer to concur with the 

Planning Commission and approve the Septic Variance for 9910 Julep Trail North 

contingent upon satisfaction of the Planning Commission minutes and Staff Report 

conditions dated January 9, 2013. All members present voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Council consensus to forward consideration of amendment to City Ordinance No. 130.06 

regarding Use and Possession of Firearms and Other Weapons to the Planning Commission for 

their review and comment. Young also asked for information on noise considerations.   

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Mike Freer to approve the 2013 – 2014 

Subsurface Sewage Treatment System Inspection Services Agreement with Washington 

County as presented. All members present voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to adopt Ordinance No. 619 

granting to Northern States Power Company, DBA Xcel Energy, permission to construct, 

operate, repair and maintain an electric distribution system and transmission lines, 

including necessary poles, lines, fixtures and appurtenances, for the furnishing of electric 

energy, and to use the public grounds an public ways for such purposes. All members 

present voted in favor. The motion carried.  

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to adopt Ordinance No. 620 

implementing an Electric Service Franchise Fee on Northern States Power Company, DBA 
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Xcel Energy, for providing electric service. All members present voted in favor. The motion 

carried. 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to adopt Ordinance No. 621 

granting to Northern States Power Company, DBA Xcel Energy, permission to construct, 

operate, repair and maintain in the City of Forest Lake, an electric distribution system and 

transmission lines, including necessary poles, lines, fixtures and appurtenances, for the 

furnishing of electric energy, and to use the public grounds and public ways of the City for 

such purposes. All members present voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to adopt Ordinance No. 622 

implementing a Gas Service Franchise Fee on Northern States Power Company, DBA Xcel 

Energy, for providing gas service. All members present voted in favor. The motion carried.  

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to adopt Ordinance No. 623 

Electric Franchise Ordinance granting Connexus Energy permission to construct, operate, 

repair and maintain an electric distribution system and transmission lines, including 

necessary poles, line, fixtures and appurtenances, for the furnishing of electric energy and 

to use the public grounds and public ways for the City for such purposes. All members 

present voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to adopt Ordinance No. 624 

implementing an Electric Service Franchise Fee on Connexus Energy for providing electric 

service with the City of Forest Lake. All members present voted in favor. The motion 

carried.  

 

The ordinances will be attached to these minutes due to minor typing changes discussed earlier. 

 

Karen Morehead has enjoyed being our School Board liaison for the last year and thanked 

Council for their support. She introduced Gail Theisen who is a current school board member 

and will serve as the City-School liaison for this year. Gail thanked the Council for allowing her 

and Karen to speak and said she looked forward to working with the Council. 

 

Motion was made by Chris Johnson and seconded by Mike Freer to reappoint Rick 

Ashbach and Donald Shipp to the Airport Commission with terms ending January 2016. 

All members present voted in favor. The motion carried.  

 

Motion was made by Chris Johnson to appoint Bill Loushine and Dennis Batty to serve on 

the Planning Commission. The motion failed for lack of a second. 

 

Motion was made by Chris Johnson and seconded by Susan Young to reappoint Bill 

Loushine to the Planning Commission with his term ending January 31, 2016. All members 

present voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Chris Johnson and seconded by Susan Young to appoint Dennis Batty 

to the Planning Commission with his term ending January 31, 2016. Susan Young, Jeff 
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Klein and Chris Johnson voted in favor. Mike Freer and Ben Winnick voted no. The 

motion carried. 

 

Councilmembers Mike Freer and Ben Winnick wished for Mr. Ed Eigner to be reappointed to the 

Planning Commission. 

 

Public Works (agenda item addition) 

 

Winnick said that during review of City facilities he thought the Public Works department was in 

dire need of improved facilities – why are we not talking about this and planning for the future? 

We are ignoring a big problem in the City; he added and asked for Mike Tate’s input. Tate said 

he didn’t want to overstep his boundaries but there would be definite advantages to having 

Public Works incorporated into the plan and appreciates the discussion. Parrish said it’s a good 

point; adding, there are needs in this dept. which should be consideration in the 5 to 10 year plan. 

There has also been discussion of using Forestland Nursery property. Winnick would like to start 

planning and saving now. He doesn’t want another large project sprung on the public. We need 

to run efficiently and start saving for this. Young added comments including that in previous 

years the public in attendance at meetings were not in favor of having the Council maintain 

reserves and save funds. Paulseth said the City does not budget for depreciation of the City 

buildings. Parrish said it is a good point and should be studied further to see how much could be 

budgeted per year for Public Works. Winnick is very much in favor of planning for the future 

and having something on paper and would like more discussion of this issue on the next 

workshop agenda. 

 

Staff Updates 

 

Doug Borglund said an ordinance pertaining to raising chickens will be brought to the Planning 

Commission soon. 

 

City Administrator Aaron Parrish 

 FLake Fest will be held next month. 

 The Chamber of Commerce and City are hosting a “Coffee Chatter” for business owners 

at City Hall on February 20
th

 at 7:00 a.m. 

 The Home and Business Show hosted by the Chamber of Commerce will be held on 

March 16
th

 this year. 

 

Finance Director Ellen Paulseth gave an update on the Northland Mall redevelopment project 

regarding bond proceeds, payments and bond schedule.  

 

City Engineer Ryan Goodman 

 Washington County hosted an open house regarding the Hardwood Creek Trail. There 

was good representation from Forest Lake and the event provided a lot of good feedback. 

 There will be an antennae replacement on the water tower off 210
th

 Street. 

 Headwaters will start construction as soon as road restrictions are lifted. 
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 MnDOT has a proposed project at Co. Rd 4 and TH-61 starting around June 10
th

 and 

ending in August. Traffic should be maintained during the project and not closed 

completely. 

 

City Council Reports 

 

Mayor Chris Johnson 

 Attended the annual fire dept. dinner – very nice event. 

 Attended the Hardwood Creek Trail open house. 

 Susan Young has signed us (the Council) to jump in the lake during the FLake Fest event. 

Young added that donations support the July 4
th

 Celebration. 

 

Councilmember Susan Young  

 LA-TV taped the Hardwood Creek Trail open house so those that couldn’t attend can 

learn more. Over 300,000 people used the trail last year. 

 HRC met last week and members are developing a yearly plan. If anyone has ideas the 

group can work on or any interest they are encouraged to contact Young. 

 

Councilmember Mike Freer 

 Planning Commission met last week. 

 Due to a work commitment he won’t be able to attend the Yellow Ribbon meetings, for 

which he was appointed as liaison.  

 Is there a plan to bring back the Community Conversation series? Parrish said this would 

be discussed at the next workshop. 

 He would like to put discussion of the “weak-mayor” system on the next workshop 

agenda. 

 

Councilmember Ben Winnick 

 Cable Commission is being attended by Jackie McNamara until the franchise fee 

considerations are complete. 

 The EDA held a good meeting. 

 There have been no other meetings for which he is a liaison. 

 

Councilmember Jeff Klein 

 He has been recuperating from surgery and has not attended any other meetings. 

 

The 2013 Boards and Commissions draft needs to updated – Fenway Advisory (Freer) and Fire 

Board (Klein and Freer). 

 

Motion was made by Chris Johnson and seconded by Mike Freer to appoint Susan Young 

as the Council liaison to the Beyond the Yellow Ribbon Committee. All members present 

voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

Motion was made by Chris Jonson and seconded by Susan Young to close the meeting at 

9:17 p.m. All members present voted in favor. The motion carried.  
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Council reviewed and discussed the police sergeants employment contract proposal  

Chris Johnson opened the meeting at 9:38 p.m.  

Motion was made by Mike Freer to table consideration of the sergeant employment 

contract until the next City Council meeting so the public could be present.  

Motion was made by Susan Young and seconded by Jeff Klein to accept and approve the 

2013 – 2015 LELS sergeant employment contract as presented. All members present voted 

in favor. The motion carried. 

Council discussion regarding the time to hold closed meetings. 

Motion was made by Mike Freer and seconded by Susan Young to adjourn the meeting at 

9:42 p.m.  All members present voted in favor. The motion carried. 

 

      __________________________________________ 

      Chantal M. Doriott 

      Deputy Clerk 
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