
 

City of East Bethel   
City Council Agenda 
Regular Council Meeting – 7:30 p.m. 
Date: February 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 Special Order of Business 

Page 1  A. Introduction of City Staff Members  
 
7:40 PM 5.0 Public Forum 
 
7:55 PM 6.0  Consent Agenda 
  Any item on the consent agenda may be removed for consideration by request of any one   
  Council Member and put on the regular agenda for discussion and consideration 

Page 5-7 A. Approve Bills 
Page 7a-27 B. Meeting Minutes, January 23, 2013, Regular Meeting 
Page 28-36 C. Meeting Minutes, January 16, Special Meeting 
Page 37-51 D. Meeting Minutes, October 17, 2012, Regular Meeting 
Page 52-57 E. Resolution 2013-09 Establishing Fees to be Collected in 2013 by the City of East  
   Bethel 
Page 58-59  F. Resolution 2013-10 Establishing Parking Restrictions on County Road 22  
   (Viking Boulevard) 
  G. Approve Completion of Probation for Building Official 
Page 60-64 H. Animal Control Contract 
 

New Business 
7.0 Commission, Association and Task Force Reports  
 A. EDA Commission   

   B. Planning Commission  
8:02 PM  C. Park Commission 

Page 65-69  1. Meeting Minutes, January 16, 2013 
   D. Road Commission  
 

8.0 Department Reports 
 A. Community Development  

8:04 PM  B. Engineer  
 Page 70-88  1. Change Order No. 9 to S.R. Weidema for the Phase 1 Project 1 Utility  
     Improvements 
   C. Attorney 
   D. Finance  
8:15 PM  E. Public Works  
 Page 89-91   1. Final Design for Electronic Reader Board 
   F. Fire Department  



8:20 PM  G. City Administrator  
Page 92  1. Update on Ordinance Committee 
Page 93-94  2. City Council Work Meeting/Retreat 
 

 
  9.0 Other 
8:30 PM  A. Council Reports 
8:35 PM  B. Other 
8:40 PM Page 95 C. Closed Session – Personnel Issue - Minn. Stat. § 13D.05, subds. 1(d), 2 (b) 
8:50 PM Page 96 D. Closed Session - Union Negotiations - Minn. Stat. § 13D.03, subd. 1 (b). 
   
9:00 PM 10.0 Adjourn 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
February 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 4.0 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Introduction of City Staff 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Item 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
City Council has frequent contact with Department Heads and the Building Official. But 
encounters with other City personnel are limited due to the majority of Council functions that are 
conducted after normal business hours. We wish to take this opportunity to present and recognize 
the rest of the City staff. Those dedicated employees who work behind the scenes to insure that 
the responsibilities of the support functions of our work are performed. 
 
The City Administrator will introduce the staff and provide a brief description of the employees 
responsibilities and contributions. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 

1 
 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
February 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 6.0 A-H 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Consent Agenda 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approving Consent Agenda as presented 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Item A 
 Bills/Claims 
 
Item B 
 Meeting Minutes, January 23, 2013 Regular City Council  
Meeting minutes from the January 23, 2013 Regular City Council Meeting are attached for your 
review and approval. 
 
Item C 
 Meeting Minutes, January 16, 2013, Special Meeting 
Meeting minutes from the January 16, 2013 Special City Council Meeting are attached for your 
review and approval. 
  
Item D 
 Meeting Minutes, October 17, 2012, Regular City Council 
Meeting minutes from the October 17, 2012 Regular City Council Meeting are attached for your 
review and approval. 
 
Item E 

Resolution 2013-09 Establishing Fees to be Collected in 2013 by the City of East Bethel 
At the January 23, 2013 City Council reviewed the staff recommendations and changes to the 
current fee schedule.  The resolution incorporates the additional fees and modified fees as 
presented at the January 23, 2013 City Council meeting. 
 
Staff requests approval Resolution 2013-09 Establishing Fees to be Collected in 2013 by the City 
of East Bethel. 
 
Item F 
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 Resolution 2013-10 Establishing Parking Restrictions on County Road 22 (Viking 
Boulevard)  
Anoka County is in the process of upgrading County Road 22 from 1,000 feet east of University 
Avenue to Trunk Highway 65. The County has applied for and received Federal Funds for this 
improvement. The State requires that parking be restricted along this segment as part of the plan 
approval process. The County’s policy is to require that the municipality in which the roadway is 
located submit a No Parking Resolution. The attached No Parking Resolution will restrict 
parking in the area as described on the resolution. 
 
Staff recommends that Council adopt Resolution 2013 -10 Establishing Parking Restrictions on 
County Road 22 (Viking Boulevard) as required by the County and the State for final approval of 
the plans for the upgrade of County Road 22.  
 
Item G 
 Approve Completion of Probation for Building Official 
Mr. Nick Schmitz began employment with the City on August 1, 2012 as the Building Official.  
Since that time, he has performed in an exceptional and exemplary manner.  Staff is 
recommending his appointment as a regular employee based on the satisfactory completion of 
the six month probationary period required of all new employees. 
 
Item H 
 Animal Control Contract 
The proposed agreement provides for animal control services in the City that includes patrol 
services, pickup and impound of dogs and other agreed upon domestic animals and for other 
duties as may be assigned by the City related to the animal control activity.   
  
Services under this agreement will be billed at $50.00 per hour in one quarter hour increments. . 
By contracting for this service, the city has realized a savings by not having to board animals at 
city facilities, paying city staff on weekends to stand by until the animal was retrieved and any 
liability issues associated with boarding animals in the public works garage.  
  
Emergency Veterinary services will be provided to injured animals only to the extent necessary 
to keep them from suffering and to provide humane conditions while boarding the animal.  These 
charges are the responsibility of the owner.  Should the owner fail to claim the animal within six 
days, the animal becomes the property of Gratitude Farms.   
  
The fee schedule in the attachment is in addition to the$50.00 hourly rate for call out services. 
There are other services that are less expensive with upfront costs but they provide less service, 
longer response times and add additional costs due their reliance on the City to provide some of 
the functions that are provided by Gratitude Farms. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
As noted above. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Recommend approval of the Consent Agenda as presented. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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$95,958.96
$25,388.29
$32,768.76

$154,116.01

Payments for Council Approval February 6, 2013

Total to be Approved for Payment 

Bills to be Approved for Payment 
Electronic Payments
Payroll City Staff - January 31, 2013



City of East Bethel
February 6, 2013

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

215-221st East 65 Service Rd Architect/Engineering Fees 31164 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 402 43125 7,091.25

Arena Operations Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 14151 Menards Cambridge 615 49851 199.01

Arena Operations Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 615 49851 4,610.17

Arena Operations Gas Utilities 354688158 Xcel Energy 615 49851 3,430.72

Building Inspection Small Tools and Minor Equip 639150331001 Office Depot 101 42410 169.88

Building Inspection Software Licensing 2013-0019 PermitWorks, LLC 101 42410 1,515.56

Building Inspection Telephone 332373310-134 Nextel Communications 101 42410 21.73

Central Services/Supplies Legal Notices IQ 01809839 ECM Publishers, Inc. 101 48150 112.75

Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 52228012 Hewlett-Packard Company 101 48150 1,353.91

Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 640305785001 Office Depot 101 48150 71.74

Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 640305835001 Office Depot 101 48150 26.71

Central Services/Supplies Telephone 10509414 Integra Telecom 101 48150 223.10

City Administration Telephone 332373310-134 Nextel Communications 101 41320 9.21

City Administration Travel Expenses 013013 Jack Davis 101 41320 159.33

Economic Development Authority Conferences/Meetings 51651970 Ehlers 232 23200 265.00

Engineering Architect/Engineering Fees 31170 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 101 43110 479.94

Engineering Architect/Engineering Fees 31170 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 101 43110 1,225.51

Fire Department Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 101 42210 763.34

Fire Department Gas Utilities 354688158 Xcel Energy 101 42210 1,846.35

Fire Department Telephone 10509414 Integra Telecom 101 42210 139.47

Fire Department Telephone 332373310-134 Nextel Communications 101 42210 107.39

General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 13715 Menards Cambridge 101 41940 66.33

General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 640305785001 Office Depot 101 41940 40.02

General Govt Buildings/Plant Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 101 41940 1,523.82

General Govt Buildings/Plant Gas Utilities 354688158 Xcel Energy 101 41940 813.19

Jackson MSA Street Project Architect/Engineering Fees 31163 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 402 40326 22,117.76

Mayor/City Council Professional Services Fees 12-401 North Suburban Access Corp 101 41110 120.00

Mayor/City Council Small Tools and Minor Equip 012913 Heidi Moegerle 101 41110 800.34

MSA Street Construction Architect/Engineering Fees 31162 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 402 40200 1,841.18

Park Maintenance Cleaning Supplies 2560815 Dalco 101 43201 134.13

Park Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 1182325936 G&K Services - St. Paul 101 43201 19.56

Park Maintenance Commissions and Boards 2012 Bonnie Harvey 101 43201 60.00

Park Maintenance Commissions and Boards 2012 Denise Lachinski 101 43201 70.00

Park Maintenance Commissions and Boards 2012 Sue Jefferson 101 43201 60.00

Park Maintenance Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 101 43201 162.39

Park Maintenance Equipment Parts 221889 Lano Equipment, Inc. 101 43201 82.44

Park Maintenance Equipment Parts 246008 Winnick Supply 101 43201 4.86

Park Maintenance Telephone 10509414 Integra Telecom 101 43201 51.12

Park Maintenance Telephone 332373310-134 Nextel Communications 101 43201 71.27

Payroll Insurance Premiums 02 2013 Dearborn National Life Ins Co. 101 931.97

Payroll Insurance Premiums 5037846 Delta Dental 101 880.25

Payroll Insurance Premiums C0030180691 Medica Health Plans 101 11,442.10

Payroll Insurance Premiums 02 2013 NCPERS Minnesota 101 128.00

Payroll Union Dues 01 2013 MN Public Employees Assn 101 669.00

Planning and Zoning Telephone 332373310-134 Nextel Communications 101 41910 64.51

Recycling Operations Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 226 43235 151.20

Recycling Operations Gas Utilities 354688158 Xcel Energy 226 43235 248.27



City of East Bethel
February 6, 2013

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

Recycling Operations Heavy Machinery 504784 Ver-Tech Inc. 226 43235 15,031.97

Sewer Operations Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 602 49451 1,082.48

Sewer Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 31168 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 434 49455 1,714.25

Sewer Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 31169 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 434 49455 1,445.50

Street Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 31165 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 406 40600 136.50

Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 1182325936 G&K Services - St. Paul 101 43220 5.70

Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint P00001449 MN Dept of Transportation 101 43220 547.27

Street Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 1182325936 G&K Services - St. Paul 101 43220 14.47

Street Maintenance Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 101 43220 1,757.61

Street Maintenance Equipment Parts 221708 Lano Equipment, Inc. 101 43220 1,394.95

Street Maintenance Gas Utilities 354688158 Xcel Energy 101 43220 1,186.62

Street Maintenance General Operating Supplies 1539-194093 O'Reilly Auto Stores Inc. 101 43220 9.05

Street Maintenance Motor Vehicles Parts 1539-194051 O'Reilly Auto Stores Inc. 101 43220 63.61

Street Maintenance Motor Vehicles Parts 1539-194436 O'Reilly Auto Stores Inc. 101 43220 11.41

Street Maintenance Telephone 10509414 Integra Telecom 101 43220 51.12

Street Maintenance Telephone 332373310-134 Nextel Communications 101 43220 176.90

Water Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 31166 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 433 49405 60.00

Water Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 31167 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 433 49405 629.72

Water Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 31168 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 433 49405 1,714.25

Water Utility Operations Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 399086 Ham Lake Hardware 651 49401 57.70

Water Utility Operations Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 651 49401 1,399.25

Water Utility Operations Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 601 49401 77.84

Water Utility Operations Electric Utilities 012113 Connexus Energy 601 49401 318.42

Water Utility Operations Gas Utilities 011713 CenterPoint Energy 601 49401 187.30

Water Utility Operations Gas Utilities 011713 CenterPoint Energy 651 49401 198.29

Sales and Use Tax Payable 4th Qtr 2012 MN Dept of Revenue 101 20400 311.00

$95,958.96

Payroll

Payroll

Payroll

Payroll

Payroll

Payroll

$25,388.29

$6,448.08

$2,568.24

$3,119.69

State Withholding

PERA

Electronic Payments 

Federal Withholding

MSRS

Medicare Withholding

FICA Tax Withholding

$5,490.18

$6,254.08

$1,508.02
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  EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
January 23, 2013 

 
The East Bethel City Council met on January 23, 2012 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 

Andrew Pratt, Acting City Attorney 
Craig Jochum, City Engineer 

            
Call to Order 
 
 

The January 23, 2012 City Council meeting was called to order by Mayor Lawrence at 
7:30 PM.     

Adopt Agenda  
 

Moegerle made a motion to adopt the January 23, 2013 City Council agenda.  DeRoche 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  
 

Anoka County 
Commissioner 
Julie Braastad 

Mayor Lawrence, “At this time we are going to hear from our County Commissioner Julie 
Braastad.”   
 
Julie Braastad, newly elected Anoka County Commissioner, “I wanted to take this 
opportunity to introduce myself.  Some of you I have met before. I have served on the Ham 
Lake City Council for six years, and prior to that I was on the Planning and Zoning 
Commission for a couple years.  With that as a background, I can sympathize and 
understand some of the challenges that you are facing in your city today.  I have kept up on 
some of your really pressing issues, so anytime you want to talk about something I 
encourage an open door policy.  I gave Mr. Davis my card so you have all my current 
contact information. Please don’t hesitate to call.” 
 
“We have received our committee assignments. So I wanted to tell you some of those I will 
be on.  But, anything that happens in this district, feel free to call me on. I have been 
appointed as vice-chair of the Public Safety Committee and to the Intergovernmental and 
Community Relations Boards.  Some of the other committees I am on are Finance and 
Capital Improvements, Management, Human Services, Joint Law Enforcement, North Trunk 
Highway 65 Corridor Coalition, Metropolitan Mosquito Control and some other Sub-Human 
Services Committees.” Moegerle, “Sub-Human Services, like dogs?”  Braastad, “No under 
the Human Services there are sub-committees such as foster care, some things in community 
corrections. I am learning very quickly that the county is very vast.  But very interesting and 
I am very excited.  I feel very honored to representing District 2 which includes all of Ham 
Lake, East Bethel, Bethel, Andover – north of Andover Boulevard and east of Round Lake 
Boulevard, and then Blaine – everything north of 242.  If you know anything about me, I am 
very committed to making sure we are serving our taxpayers in a fiscally responsible 
manner. I am a taxpayer too, and I want to make sure my taxes are well spent. I think as 
elected officials we have to remember that those taxpayers are really our bosses and that is 
who ultimately report to.” 
 
Moegerle, “I will put a little feather in your hat and maybe a bug in your ear. We were doing 
some research lately and we discovered that East Bethel is the third largest city in the metro 
by size. Right behind Minneapolis and Saint Paul. It is not by population, but at least you 
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can say you are serving a big area.” Braastad, “The number of shoes I wore out when I was 
campaigning in East Bethel, I can account for that.  This area, it is unique. And the things 
that are important to the people here, hanging on to the rural character, but, also having some 
of those amenities that they deem priorities. I wouldn’t live anywhere else, this is a great 
area.”   
 
DeRoche, “Aren’t you also on the train committee?” Braastad, “All of the Anoka County 
Commissioners are appointed to Regional Rail Authority.”   Lawrence, “The one thing I hear 
the most from the small businesses if the high taxes. The county is hurting us on this.  What 
can you do on that level?”   Braastad, “I have been a low tax advocate all my years in Ham 
Lake.”  Lawrence, “I think the optimum word here is not lower tax, but fairer tax.”  
Braastad, “Well as you know, the commercial and industrial properties, the whole fiscal 
disparities up-charged what they face.  I don’t feel that is fair.  Fiscal disparities is a big 
issue and the legislature is looking at the different counties right now.  Anoka County is a 
net recipient of that.  So until we really get some major property tax reform to allow fiscal 
disparities to go away. It would reduce taxes for some of our properties, but there would be 
big increases to everyone else too.  It is an issue, I totally understand.  Just making sure that 
every dollar we spend.  We have a good board that is leaving no stone unturned.  The last 
two years seen decreases in spending at county. I would expect to see that continue.” 
 
DeRoche, “In East Bethel we are in kind of a unique situation here. And it is really hard to 
discuss anything with developers when they look at the taxes and we have had this 
discussion many times of where the taxes actually come from. A lot of people just like to 
blame it on the city, but you got on one, the fiscal disparities which is kind of hard to 
understand.”  Braastad, “Fiscal disparities is this grey area that something people don’t 
understand or want to talk about.”  Lawrence, “I want to congratulate you on your victory.  
We are looking forward to working with you.”  Braastad, “I have been in contact with the 
Coon Lake Improvement Association and have a meeting set up with them as well and am 
anxious to protect that asset as well.”  
 

Sheriff’s 
Report 

Sergeant John Pilz gave the December 2012 report as follows: 
 
DWI Arrests: There were three DWI arrests in December.  Two involved vehicles off the 
roadway, one in the ditch, one stuck in a snow bank.  The third arrest came as a result to a 
local bar, where there was a fight.  Upon deputies arriving, a vehicle was hastily leaving the 
parking lot, with no headlights on.  A crowd of people were outside who advised that vehicle 
was the suspect in the fight.  Another squad that was arriving attempted to stop the vehicle 
and a short pursuit began.  The vehicle ended up stopping about ½ mile away, as he saw 
another squad up ahead.  The suspect was arrested and refused to test upon arriving at jail. 
 
Property Damage: There were five reports of damage to property. Three of the reports were 
mailboxes that were vandalized by unknown suspects on the same night.  One report 
involved a vehicle driving through the closed gates of a business; however no other damage 
or theft was apparent.  The final report involved a windshield damaged by rocks that were 
dumped on the roadway.  There were no suspects in any of the cases. 
 
Thefts: There were fifteen thefts reported.  Two theft reports involved items being taken 
from vehicles overnight.  One theft report involved an air conditioning unit that was stolen 
from a residence that had recently been sold.  Two reports involved an adult male taking a 
cell phone and cell phone chargers from family members.  The male was cited.  Two reports 
involved items taken from an acquaintance of two of his friends.  The acquaintance had 
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moved back to a western Minnesota location; however his mother confirmed she had seen 
the items in her home, but they were no longer there.  The case is under investigation.  There 
were two reports of no pay gas thefts.  One shoplifting report resulted in a male being issued 
a citation.  There was an identity theft report made where an unknown person had used 
another person’s social security number to open an account.   
 
Burglaries: There were four burglaries reported.  Two of the burglaries involved foreclosed 
houses where copper pipes were taken.  One burglary involved video games being taken 
from a home.  The last burglary involved a detached garage being entered and damage to a 
vehicle parked inside the garage.  
 
Moegerle, “Will we be getting a summary to see if there are any trends? Or how is that done 
annually?  Because I am seeing some of the year-to-date numbers are down like felony 
arrests are less than half of what they were last year. And so if there are trends, I think we 
would like to know that before we start to look at the sheriff’s contract again.”  Davis, “We 
will request that from Lt. Orlando. I think she gave that last year in a different format, some 
graphs and three years worth.”  
 

Public Forum 
 
 

Lawrence opened the Public Forum for any comments or concerns that were not listed on the 
agenda. There were no comments so the Public Forum was closed. 
 

Consent 
Agenda 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Item J) 
Resolution 
2013-08 
Recommen-
ding Approval 
of Gambling 
Premise 
Permit for 
Climb 
Theatre, Inc. 
at Route 65 
Pub & Grub 
 

Moegerle, “I would like to pull Item I) Approve Hire of Building Inspector and move it on 
the agenda to 8.0 G.3.”  DeRoche, “I would like to pull Item J) Resolution 2013-08 
Recommending Approval of Gambling Premise Permit for Climb, Inc. at Route 65 Pub & 
Grub.” 
 
Moegerle made a motion to approve the Consent Agenda as amended including: A) 
Approve Bills; B) Meeting Minutes, January 9, 2012, Regular Meeting; C) Approve On 
Sale, Sunday and 2 AM Liquor License for New Owners at Route 65 Pub and Grub;  
D) Approve Purchase of Replacement of Camera #3 in Council Chambers;  E) 
Resolution 2013-06 Accepting Donation from St. Francis Youth Hockey Association; F) 
Resolution 2013-07 Accepting Donation from Ham Lake Chamber of Commerce; G) 
IUP Renewal for Richard Wait, Hot Rod Factory at 20042 Polk Street NE;  H) Pay 
Estimate #3 to Rum River Contracting for Jackson Street Reconstruction; I) Approve 
Hire of Building Inspector;  J) Resolution 2013-08 Recommending Approval of the 
Gambling Premise Permit for Climb Theatre, Inc. at Route 65 Pub & Grub. DeRoche 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
  
Davis explained that currently Blaine Youth Hockey Association has a premise permit at 
Route 65 Pub & Grub, with the current owners. The proposed new owners would like to 
bring in Climb Theatre, Inc. to operate gambling in their premises. 
 
Climb Theatre, Inc. has made application for a premise permit for Route 65 Pub & Grub. All 
application materials are complete. 
 
Resolution 2013-08 Recommends Approval of the Gambling Premise Permit for Climb 
Theatre, Inc. at Route 65 Pub & Grub.  
 
Laurie Gluesing, gambling manager from Climb Theatre, Inc, “Climb Theatre is an 
educational theater, travel around Minnesota doing plays and classes on bullying, acceptance 
of difference, self respect, the environment, self control, substance abuse prevention. They 
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have contracted with both Scott County and Anoka Hennepin to do special work for them. In 
Scott County we work with the high school kids and meth prevention.  Anoka Hennepin we 
work with all of their teachers on acceptance of differences. It was after the media and feds 
got involved in the last year or two.” 
 
“The gambling part of the company has been in business for 27-28 years. And what it does is 
subsidizes the traveling monies so the schools get reduced or free rates. If you looked at your 
report that I gave you, your schools have benefited from the gambling support dollars.  And 
we would like to increase that amount once we increase our gambling from here.”  DeRoche, 
“I did read through it and didn’t see any East Bethel schools listed.” Gluesing, “There is one 
or two. And they may have contacted them and the school may have said they didn’t have 
enough money.  But, an FYI, the schools in Ramsey all get free programing from us because 
of the income we make in one of their bars in Ramsey.”  
 
DeRoche, “The proceeds that come out of Route 65 Pub and Grub, will any of that stay in 
the community? Or does it all go outside? Or how is it split-up?” Gluesing, “Is there a trade 
area requirement?”  Davis, “Yes there is.  90% of the proceeds have to be re-invested into 
the trade area. The trade area has normally been accepted as East Bethel, and all those cities 
that border East Bethel.” Gluesing, “So 90% of our profit will stay in the trade area. We will 
be turning in reports monthly on that.” DeRoche, “I am a little bit of a pessimist.  Sometimes 
a lot of money goes into administrative. You guys are advocating and working with the kids?  
I am a kind of a big kid advocate. And, I don’t like to see money get funneled in other 
directions.” Gluesing, “The money that the gaming gives to Climb, Climb is a 501C3, so 
they are on the 70/30% or whatever.  Climb is within the standards.  We are a 4* with the 
gambling control board, in terms of expense versus donations.  Just right on the edge of 
being a 5*.  Which means we are better than what is required in terms of donations.”   
DeRoche, “What would it take to get some benefit to the East Bethel schools.”  Gluesing, 
“Probably what will happen is our sales department will call the schools and say, “We are 
now in Route 65 and we have money and we can give you free programming, or ½ price, or 
whatever it is.”  DeRoche, “I don’t expect a dollar amount.” 
 
Moegerle, “I understand it is extremely common that the trade area is defined as a city. Is 
that what you are accustomed to?”  Gluesing, “City and contiguous.”  Moegerle, “Is that 
common that it is contiguous?”  Gluesing, “That is state.”  Moegerle, “Because there is some 
discussion or suggestion that we should change our ordinance to make more of that to be in 
East Bethel itself.”  Gluesing, “For trade area, I don’t think you can do that, but you can talk 
to the Gambling Control Board. There is an allowance for taxing.”   
 
DeRoche made a motion to adopt Resolution 2013-08 Recommending Approval of a 
Premise Permit for Climb Theatre, Inc. at Route 65 Pub & Grub.  Ronning seconded; 
all in favor, motion carries. 
 

Road Comm. 
Minutes 

Davis explained that the Road Commission minutes are provided for your review and 
information. 
 

Joint Powers 
Agreement for 
Street 
Maintenance 
Projects 

Davis explained that the Cities of Coon Rapids, Andover, Brooklyn Center, Columbia 
Heights and Fridley entered into a Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) on February 1, 2005 for 
the purpose of joint bidding for certain street maintenance services. The North Metro Street 
Maintenance Program JPA allows smaller cities to achieve more economies of scale in the 
bidding process and potentially achieve lower bids from contractors for crack sealing, seal 
coating, striping and other street maintenance services. The City East Bethel joined the 
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group in February, 2008.   
 
The City of Coon Rapids is the lead agency by the agreement for this group.  As the lead 
agency, they draft the specifications, solicit bids and provide the necessary documents for 
member cities to sign to participate in the program.  The agreement is structured such that it 
permits each member city to accept or reject the bids for their portion of the proposed 
contract. Each city will pay the contractor directly for their share of the work and contracts 
will be awarded separately for the various items. 
 
The process is as follows: 

1. The City of East Bethel submits the quantities for crack sealing, seal coating and 
striping to the City of Coon Rapids for inclusion in the collective bid. 

2. The City of Coon Rapids develops all bid specifications and solicits bids for all 
quantities submitted by member cities.  Bid specifications follow MnDOT guidelines 
requirements. 

3. Each City may modify the quantities they have submitted to maintain budgets for 
these projects after the low bid has been identified. 

4. Bids for these projects will be opened on March 1, 2013. The City of East Bethel is 
required to submit a letter of concurrence to the City of Coon Rapids by March 21, 
2013 authorizing the City’s level of participation in the program for 2013. The bid 
award date will be April 2, 2013.  

 
The City of East Bethel realized savings of at least 20% over previous costs for these 
services through participation in the JPA Street Maintenance program. The savings were due 
to the pricing in the current construction market and the larger base of purchasing power 
afforded by the group bid. 
   
The following projects were recommended to bid as part of the 2013 JPA Street 
Maintenance program. These projects have been identified in the 2013-2017 Street Capital 
Improvement Plan (CIP) and approved by the Road Commission.  

 
1.  Seal coat 65,000 square yards of City streets including Breezy Point Dr, 

Edmar Lane, Vickers St, Yalta St & 189th Ave, 191st Ave, East Front Blvd 
&195th Ave, Jamestown St & 196th Ave, Staples St, and Waconia St. 

 
2.  Crack-seal 100,000 LF as part of the annual street maintenance program.  

Crack sealing will be performed prior to any seal coating applications.   
 
3.  55,000 LF of lane striping. 

 
The estimated budget for seal coating, crack sealing and striping the above listed streets was 
$230,300.  These projects will be funded from the Street Capital Fund as identified in the 
2013-2017 Capital Improvement Plan and the 2013 Street Maintenance Budget. 
 
Staff recommends participating in the 2013 North Metro Street Maintenance Program JPA 
and the approval of the proposed projects for bidding as part of this agreement. Bids for the 
work will be presented to City Council for final approval at the March 20, 2013 meeting. 
 
DeRoche, “I don’t have a problem with this.”  Moegerle, “It worked out well. One of you 
two want to make a motion? It is page 52.” 
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Ronning made a motion to approve participating in the 2013 North Metro Street 
Maintenance Program JPA and approval of the proposed projects for bidding as part 
of the agreement.  Bids will be presented to City Council for final approval at the 
March 20, 2013 meeting.  DeRoche seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
  

Building 
Official’s 
Report 

Davis explained that the permit fees, not including SAC and WAC fees, collected for 2012 
total $147,860 . Revenue from fees for this department for 2012 were projected to be 
$100,100. The increase in revenue is due primarily to the Aggressive Hydraulics 
($22,806.06) and the Municipal Utilities Projects ($20,697.04) but also to an increase in 
home improvement activity coupled with a slight increase in new home construction. New 
residential construction increased from three permits issued in 2011 to four permits for 2012. 
New commercial construction increased from one permit in 2011 to three permits issued in 
2012. 
 
Discounting the fees collected for Aggressive Hydraulics and the Municipal Utilities Project, 
the total amount collected for 2012 Building Department charges is $104,357. The total 
amount of collections for this Department in 2011 was $89,749. There was a 16.3% increase 
in fees generated between 2011 and 2012, even with the exclusion of fees collected from the 
Aggressive Hydraulics and Municipal Utilities Projects. If the Aggressive Hydraulics and 
Municipal Utilities Projects are included, the percentage increase between 2011 and 2012 
rises to a 64.7% increase in revenues.  
 
The Department received 2,128 calls and counter visits, performed 76 code violation 
inspections, issued 179 permits and conducted 446 building and septic inspections from 
August through December 2012. The Department commenced the provision of Building 
Official and Inspection services to the City of Oak Grove on January 1, 2013. In addition the 
Department provided ten inspections for the City of Bethel in 2012. We also have our 
Building Official, Nick Schmitz here tonight to answer any questions you may have. 
 
Moegerle, “How is it going with Oak Grove.  Schmitz, “They are very busy right now, they 
had a boom in new construction towards the last half of the year.” Moegerle, “Does it look 
like it is going to take more time than you expected? Are you watching your time?”   
Schmitz, “We really just started with them.  Being the only inspector, thankfully it is the 
slow time of the year.  I haven’t figured out how much time I am spending doing 
inspections, since it is still January.”  
 
DeRoche, "How is that working out? Isn’t it supposed to be one day a week for four hours?”  
Davis, “Nick spends Tuesday afternoon in Oak Grove and then when he has inspections they 
call here to get it on the schedule.”  Schmitz, “Tuesday afternoons are dedicated to be at Oak 
Grove, or meet with contractors, homeowners. Inspections are scheduled as if they were over 
here. In other words, if someone calls for an inspection, we will put it on the schedule 
wherever we have an opening.”  DeRoche, “So, our residents take priority? Or it is 50/50? 
How do we do that?”  Schmitz, “Right now it is whenever someone needs an inspection, we 
are doing it.  And we are able to do that.  It hasn’t been an issue.” Davis, “But it will be an 
issue very shortly and that is one of the things we will address when we talk about the hire of 
the building inspector.”   
 
Moegerle, “I have a question about increasing our compliance rate? With inspections and 
pumping of individual septic systems? Do you have any ideas on how we can increase our 
compliance rate or something that can be worked out in the next couple months before we 
implement it?”  Schmitz, “Are you just referring to pumping?  Or are you referring to 
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compliance inspections?”  Moegerle, “We have that ordinance that requires every three 
years they need to be inspected/pumped.”  Schmitz, “That is something that Joan in our 
department has been taking care of.  She has pretty much been handling it.  I am not sure 
when she sends out notice. I have not really been involved in it at this point.”  Moegerle, 
“Well how can we get cheerleading for that and have people recognize their responsibility 
and to act on it.  I wonder whether a letter is enough?”  Schmitz, “I am not quite sure what 
else, if we have put in in the newsletter.”  Moegerle, “It has to be put in the newsletter every 
year. Link it with recycling.”  Winter, “We can look at putting together an education piece 
and sending that out to everyone.”  DeRoche, “I think that is a better approach.  I don’t want 
to do this approach where you are out of compliance and bang, we are going to come get 
you.  A lot of people that have lived in the Coon Lake area for 50 years, have lived a certain 
way and now because we are coming in we are not going to change that around.  I don’t 
think people over there really want to.”  
 
Moegerle, “Well, it is a public health issue and it is a lake health issue. So, it is a 
responsibility.  I don’t see us handcuffing people, or threatening them and we have never 
been that way. But it is raising awareness so we get a better compliance rate.”  DeRoche, “I 
think Colleen’s idea, when you approach it that you want to work with people. They kind of 
appreciate the fact that maybe they want to help us and this might be a good idea to deal 
with this.  Versus you get a letter.  And, granted, there are a couple places that letters just 
haven’t worked.  And they are atrocious and they are a public safety issue. I am surprised the 
Fire Chief hasn’t said something about them being a fire hazard. In fact one of them came to 
mind, Brooklyn Center showed up and couldn’t get around the place.  It was more than 
hoarding, it was just really bad.  That kind of stuff I can see. But my approach is you have to 
maybe put a pamphlet out there because it will help them to look at things. Compliance and 
non-compliance, sending people letters.  A lot of systems are pretty old, and sending them a 
friendly letters is not a bad thing.”  
 
Schmitz, “A lot of septic pumpers do also send out letters and information to help educate 
the homeowners on why they need to have them pumped.  And they are hands on right at the 
homes. And, I think that is a big part of it and I know that is happening.” Lawrence, “I know 
one of the things you have with the three year requirement is some of the residents don’t 
always agree with that. I have heard that from residents where they have a four bedroom 
house, it is just two of them and they are gone for the winter.”  Schmitz, “I get the same 
thing, people call and say they are gone six months out of the year and ask what is going to 
happen if they don’t pump. I am honest with them and tell them that the state requires us to 
send notice every three years.  We are informing you, educating you, and I tell them how 
important that is.  Some people might really be gone for six months of the year, and don’t 
think they need it. I tell them it is cheap insurance it have it pumped every three years.  I 
have mine pumped every two to three years, because I know how much it costs to replace a 
drain field.  If they look at it from that angle, the drain field goes bad and it costs $12,000 to 
replace it versus $200 to pump. Most people get it.”  Lawrence, “The pumpers have told me 
the one thing that kills your drain field is your washing machine.  The lint from your 
washing machine.”  Schmitz, “That can easily clog up hose and pipes.”   
 
DeRoche, “I have a two-bedroom home with a system that was designed for four or five 
bedrooms with one person and a few animals.  So, for me that is a real waste of money, it 
really is. I would say, send the letter and maybe look at it and if it is obvious the tanks aren’t 
full. You can have somebody come out and pump it, but unless you dig it out, they pull the 
manhole covers up and actually look down inside with a flashlight. People are saying we are 
just paying for a permit and to get it pumped and who knows if the system is any good or 
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not. Granted at Coon Lake Beach there are a lot of old systems. There are systems out there 
that are made out of concave block.”   
 
Moegerle, “We just had our annual HRA meeting.  Is there a sense that you gather from 
residents that if there were low-cost loans or grants available that they would update their 
systems? In particular the ones that are out of compliance that are no longer the standard, the 
block, the 55 gallon drum, those kinds of systems? Is there an interest that yes, I would 
approve it if there was money there, even if there was a lien on my taxes later? Are you 
hearing that?” Schmitz, “I think that would make it easier on people.” Moegerle, “Are you 
hearing that from them per say?”  Schmitz, “I am not, because most of the compliance 
inspections that are required to be done we are running into them on sale of properties. And 
a lot of times the home is vacant. So, we are not hearing that from homeowners because a lot 
of times they are not there or they are on their way out.” Moegerle, “In that case do you 
contact the bank and tell them they have to replace it before it is habitable?”  Schmitz, 
“Almost always the realtor is contacting me in those situations.”   
 
DeRoche, “Do you agree with Colleen and think we could get a pamphlet together and send 
one out with someone?  Or you bring it out when you go to do the compliance inspection? 
Are there any programs you know of Colleen? Because we had talked about this two years 
ago (when we came into office) how to bring these people (not just the Coon Lake Beach 
area, but in East Bethel) that are out of compliance, how do we bring them back in. And use 
the money from HRA.”  Schmitz, “The PCA used to have a pamphlets that contractors could 
buy or municipalities could get for free when I worked for the City of Columbus. Since then 
they do not hand those out for free anymore, there is a fee for them. I don’t know what the 
fee is.”  DeRoche, “What happens if we get one and just copy it? We can ask them if we can 
copy them in black and white and give them to residents.” Davis, “To clarify, we are 
required to send out notifications on the need to pump. Essentially, that is all we do.  The 
compliance inspections are normally generated by lenders on the sale of the property. They 
have to do this before the property can be sold. That is the distinction between compliance 
report and pumping.”  
 
DeRoche, “If they go to do a remodel job, don’t they have bring their septic into 
compliance?”  Davis, “If they have received a notification that their system is in non-
compliance.  By city ordinance, then they have ten months to bring it into compliance.” 
Lawrence, “I think you have to be inspected to be pumped, but it costs the same amount 
anyways.” Schmitz, “That is correct, so you might as well have it pumped anyways because 
they are going to need it.”  DeRoche, “If they get a notice can they call and have the 
Building Official come out and look at it and say whether or not it needs to be pumped? Or 
do we have to have them say you have to pump?”  Schmitz, “Usually cities don’t go out and 
inspect tanks to see if they need pumping or not. I don’t know of any cities that do this.  
Because there are a lot of septic systems out there.  Usually that is handled by a private 
inspector or pumper.  We inspect the work that is done when a permit is needed. In other 
words to install new ones.”  DeRoche, “I ask questions that people are going to ask me. And 
I have no qualms doing that.”   
 
Ronning, “We have spent a lot of time on requirements. Are there punitive or potential 
punitive for non-compliance and what would they be?”  Moegerle, “I am looking now at the 
definitions in 75-63 and it says that permitting or allowing a condition to exist which is a 
hazard to the public health or safety. One that is over-flowing that we know of at the beach 
would be one.”  DeRoche, “When we went to those meetings over in Ham Lake, I think 
there were like 50 places non-compliant, but there was like only one that was red-tagged. 
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What constitutes the red-tag?  Is that when it constitutes a health hazard?” Davis, “Most of 
those non-compliant systems were due to soil separation issues.  Which means the system 
may be effectively operating, but it doesn’t meet the current standards.”  Ronning, “I didn’t 
catch if there are punitive or corrective measures. Most people are not going to know what 
that is and most people are going to learn from right here.”  Davis, “If they were given a 
notice of non-compliance, and didn’t bring it up to compliance in ten months, then they 
could be given a citation by the city.”  Schmitz, “Keep in mind a lot of these are because of 
sales of properties. The septics have to be up to code before they will sign off on them.”   
 
Pratt, “Red tag, imminent danger to the environment. So there would be a means to take care 
of the danger, not forced entry, but something similar to take care of the situation. It would 
be a fact specific scenario. Not sure how imminent it would be.  My other question, is upon 
issuance of building permit that would be another trigger of upkeep of septic system.”  
Davis, “If you apply for any type of building permit in the shoreland district one of the 
conditions of that is having a septic compliance report done.”  
 

Change Order 
#8, S.R. 
Weidema, 
Phase 1, 
Project 1, 
Utilities 

Jochum explained that as presented at the December 5, 2012 City Council meeting, the 
County plans to reconstruct Viking Boulevard from Highway 65 to just west of 5th Street. 
The County and MCES have negotiated an agreement, which will allow placement of the 
sanitary sewer on granular fill which in turn would eliminate the proposed pilings from the 
construction. Also, the east crossing of the utilities would be constructed by open cut instead 
of jacking.  
 
East Bethel Properties, LLC (Developer) owns the parcel that is in the northwest quadrant of 
Viking Boulevard and Trunk Highway 65.  The current proposed road design for Viking 
Boulevard adjacent to this parcel includes an 8 foot shoulder.  East Bethel Properties, LLC 
has requested that the City consider adding work to the project to correct the soils to 
accommodate a 12 foot right turn lane for west bound traffic, which will be needed to access 
the Developer’s property in the future. 
 
S. R. Weidema and the Developer are requesting consideration of the attached change order 
for the Phase 1 Project 1 Utility Improvements.  In general, the change order includes 
removal and replacement of the muck soils with granular fill, seeding and County permit 
costs, to widen the existing 8 foot shoulder design to a 12 foot wide design to accommodate 
a future right turn lane. 
 
The following is a summary of the contract changes included in Change Order No. 8: 
 
Change Order No. 8: 
 

Item Estimated 
 

Unit 
 Description Quantity Unit Price Total 

Muck Excavation (EV) 3250 CY $7.67 $24,927.50 
Granular Backfill (CV) 3250 CY $8.73 $28,372.50 
Seeding 0.11 ACRES $1,775.00 $195.25 
Permits 1 LS $750.00 $750.00 
Total Additions 

   
$54,245.25 

 
The change order items are discussed in further detail in Attachments 1.  The Developer is 
responsible to pay all costs associated with this Change Order. 
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Change Order No. 8 results in a net increase of $54,245.25 to the S.R. Weidema Contract.  
This increase will be paid 100 percent by East Bethel Properties, LLC. 
 
Staff recommends Council consider approval of Change Order No. 8 to S.R. Weidema with 
a total increase of $54,245.25.  The contract increase will be paid 100 percent by East Bethel 
Properties, LLC. 
 
Ronning made a motion to approve Change Order No. 8 to S.R. Weidema for a total 
increase of $54,245.25. The contract increase will be paid 100% by East Bethel 
Properties, LLC. Koller seconded.   
 
Lawrence, “How is the mucking coming along?”  Jochum, “By the end of the week they 
should be close to done with the first pass. They will put in the utilities after the second pass 
is done.”  Ronning. “The appearance is you are going down like a lane, are they doing four 
lanes?”  Jochum, “Taking it in four lanes.” Ronning, “Do we have to pay for the fuel while 
the 100 trucks are idling?”  Jochum, “No that is included in the contract costs.”   DeRoche, 
“East Bethel Properties want to put that turn lane in?” Davis, “They want to widen it an 
additional four feet to accommodate a turn lane.  It is eight feet now and to make it turn lane 
standards, it has to be widened an additional four feet.”  DeRoche, “And why would the 
developer want to do that?” Davis, “Because it is the developer’s responsibility to put that 
turn lane in, the additional four foot width.  The county doesn’t incorporate a turn lane for a 
private development, it only has the standard eight foot shoulder.  But by adding the four 
foot, it can be a standard turn lane to access the property at the northwest corner of County 
Road 22 and Highway 65.”  
 
Moegerle, “Do we have assurances that we are going to get paid. Is there a contract on that?” 
Davis, “We have a Memorandum of Understanding that they have already signed that they 
are responsible for the costs and if they should default if will be assessable on their taxes.”   
Moegerle, “Looking at our Comprehensive Trails and Open Space Plan, which is planned 
for trail with bituminous surface. Do the changes that are being made accommodate for that 
proposed city trail?”  Davis, “They do not, but that is one area where that trail area needs to 
be reevaluated. In that area, I do not think it would be a wise idea to locate a trail along that 
section of highway”  Ronning, “Are you talking about the Comprehensive Plan? Because it 
is being looked at by the Planning Commission for updating anyways, because it hasn’t been 
looked at for five or six years.”  Moegerle, “We did look at it in 2011.”  Ronning, “Was 
anything done with it other than looking at it?”  Moegerle, “We did do something to it in 
2011.”   
 
Davis, “A portion of that trail could be done off the roadway.”  DeRoche, “Who will 
maintain this after it is done?”  Davis, “It is a county road, the county will maintain it.”  
Davis, “There is contractual agreement in there that the city attorney has looked at and if 
they default on their obligations, this will be assessed and a lien will be placed on their 
property.” Ronning called for the question. DeRoche, nay; Koller, Lawrence, Moegerle 
and Ronning, aye; motion carries.  
 

MCES 
Forcemain 
Rebid Project 

Jochum explained that the City and the Metropolitan Council of Environmental Services 
(MCES) have entered into an agreement to construct a joint project from Viking Boulevard 
to 229th Avenue. The project consists of two pipes in a common trench. The City pipe will 
be used to convey sanitary sewer waste from the Castle Towers wastewater treatment plant 
to the MCES system at Viking Boulevard and the MCES pipe will convey treatment plant 
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effluent to the two rapid infiltration basins. The forcemain that is required to complete the 
City connection from 229th Avenue to Castle Towers will be constructed as a City only 
project. Attachment 1 shows the proposed pipe routes and the location of the rapid 
infiltration basins. MCES bid this project in November of 2012. The bids were higher than 
the engineers estimate and all bids were rejected.  
 
The MCES plans to rebid the project this month. A number of changes are being proposed 
for the City project. The main revision reflected in the redesign includes not constructing the 
City’s pipe in the joint trench from Klondike Drive to ¼ mile north of County Road 86. The 
MCES pipe needs to cross highway 65 to discharge to the rapid infiltration basin just north 
of 205th Avenue whereas the City pipe does not need to cross the highway. The rebid 
includes not constructing the City pipe in the joint trench from Klondike Drive to just north 
of County Road 86. The City has also requested that MCES eliminate the City’s cost share 
portion for the Storm Sewer and Street Restoration costs and to reduce the overall cost share 
percentage from 29 percent to 15 percent. 
 
The proposed changes are anticipated to result in a savings of $470,000. 
   
Lawrence, “Where are we on that, have we gotten the official okay from Met Council on 
that?” Jochum, “I don’t believe we have heard back from them.”  Davis, “They did 
incorporate these specifications in their rebid. As I understood the rebid was last Tuesday. 
So it is now in the process, out to the contractors again.”   DeRoche, “Why are they crossing 
the road if we don’t have to?”  Davis, “They have to cross the road to get to the first rapid 
infiltration basin which is behind the Ice Arena. Then once they are there, they have to cross 
the road again to get to the other one that is on the west side at 229th Avenue.”  Jochum, “We 
will be in the MnDOT right-of-way, they don’t want to be in the right-of-way.”   
 
DeRoche, “What is the disadvantage of being in the right-of-way?” Davis, “For us, nothing. 
Ours is a little simpler operation. I think they have to have more control over that. What we 
project the potential savings of this is ½ million dollars.  I also think this is one of the more 
important pieces of the municipal utility pieces because it will allow us to decommission the 
Castle Tower Plant. Which if we don’t do anything and decommission that plant it is going 
to cost us at least a million to renovate it and at least 3 million over the next few years just to 
operate it. So, from a cost standpoint, we are almost at a breakeven point. More importantly, 
it allows us to provide limited sewer service all the way up and down the corridor. 
Especially at 221st and Sims Road that have a lot of development potential.”    
 
Koller, “The Castle Towers Plant, what will you do with that?  Tear it down?”  Davis, “Yes, 
we will tear it down and the property it sits on, there are six lots that could be sold for 
residential purposes.”  Davis, “It is not a failing system, but it is operating inefficiently.”   
Koller, “How is the new plant coming?”  Davis, “The new sewer plant is progressing?”   
Koller, “Do they have any idea what it will cost to truck the sewage to other places? With 
the price of fuel going up?”  Davis, “They have that built into their costs.”  Koller, “Where 
do they haul it to?  Davis, “To Fridley.”  Ronning, “Are they passing that cost through to the 
customers?” Moegerle, “I am going to re-visit that with Met Council soon and now we have 
a new in.  I will address that in Council reports.” Koller, “That plant is pretty much right 
behind my property and it doesn’t look like it is going very far at all.” Davis, “We haven’t 
kept close track on progress of that plant, we have had some other issues of our own we have 
been concentrating on. To answer your question Tom, they have already established the 
rates, so all that is factored in there.  We will be paying the urban rate.” Ronning, “The 
meetings I remember, the promised to have state of the art and now it is a holding tank.”  
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Moegerle, “The said it was state of the art water reclamation. But they didn’t say that was all 
it was.  This is the first one that has been done this far south is what they said.”  
 

2013 Fee 
Schedule 

Davis explained that Staff has reviewed the 2012 fee schedule and proposes the following 
changes for 2013: 

  
Planning and Zoning Proposed 2013 Fee Schedule Changes are proposed: 
Tax Increment Financing Application Fee 
Current:  New Fee Proposed: $3,000 Application Fee + Consulting Fees; $10,000 Escrow  
Prior to 2012 the City had not entered into any tax increment financing agreements.  The fee 
was discussed by the City’s Financial Advisor, Ehlers, Inc during the process of the 
agreement with Aggressive Hydraulics and is comparable to what other cities charge. 
 
Building Fees Proposed 2013 Fee Schedule Changes are detailed in attachment #2. 
 
Recreation Fees/Parks Proposed 2013 Fee Schedule Changes are proposed: 
Non Irrigated Soccer Field – Daily & Tournament Use 
   Daily - Current:    $100/Week   Proposed:  $0/Week 
   Tournament – Current:  $25/Tournament  Proposed:  $0/Tournament 
Unlike ball fields that need to be dragged and chalked for games, soccer fields are very low 
maintenance.  Currently there are not getting used because the fees are too high. DeRoche, 
“Who is going to maintain them?”   Davis, “We will maintain them. It is just part of a 
mowing schedule which we already do. If someone is going to use them, they will need to 
mark them.”   
 
There are no changes in the remaining fees in the Parks.  Language in fee schedule has been 
added to clarify that fees are per day, week or tournament. 
 
Fees income represents about 2% of the total General Fund Budget exclusive of Building 
Permit Fees.  
 
Staff requests direction regarding the proposed 2013 Fee Schedule.  The final Fee Schedule 
will be provided for consideration on February 6, 2013. 
 
DeRoche, “I looked at Building Official fee increases and I have real problems with it. Not 
that I don’t appreciate your work, Nick. But, I have a hard time increasing much of anything.  
I think our taxpayers are kind of where they are at, and with our infrastructure we are going 
to be raising some more fees.  And I don’t know how much more people can take.”  Davis, 
“The revision in the fee schedule was made to reflect our current cost for those and in many 
cases they are still below the time required. Most of the fees don’t go up a large amount. But 
if at some point we want to make this department as self-sufficient as possible, then we need 
to examine these fees and keep them in line with trying to process them. In most cases they 
are at below what they cost, because of the time they spend with residents and explaining 
things and extra time on inspections don’t come close to covering it.” 
 
Moegerle, “What cost isn’t covered by the permits is spread across 4,000 taxpaying units 
because we have to get those fees from somewhere.  Why should I pay for someone getting a 
permit?  So if someone is building a house and putting in septic system, they should pay the 
full cost for the city to go through that permitting process.  So I am not opposed to the 
raising of the rates if that makes the person that is making the change to the house or the 
improvement pay for that full cost.  I think that is only fair. There is a certain point that it is 
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all for the public good, public health, it is insured if we all have good septic systems. But if 
you are building a house, you should take care of it.  In general raising the rates, I don’t have 
a problem with.” 
 
Moegerle, “What I do have a concern about is Jack, Nick and I and several other people 
have had discussions about whether septic systems should be allowed to have holding tanks 
substituted for septic systems rather than for the full drainage field. So, I thought that debate 
was still raging, but when we have a fee for a holding tank permit, it is very hard for us to 
say, “We don’t allow holding tanks.” And then they will say, “But you have a fee for them.”  
So, it kind of weakens our position if we say they are not preferred and we don’t allow 
them.” 
 
Davis, “We do allow holding tanks, they are permitted by ordinance upon approval by City 
Council. So, that is in our ordinance.”   Moegerle, “Do they have a non-preferred status?”  
Davis, “We have tried to discourage the use of holding tanks if there is any other alternative 
available.”  DeRoche, “If they have a holding tank, they have to have a contract to pump 
every month. And, if you have a two/three bedroom home and you have a holding tank, you 
are going to be pumping a lot. But, then again over by me, people were told that the sewer 
was coming in and so for their ½ million dollar homes they put in holding tanks. And there 
may be situations where a holding tank may be the only option.” Davis, “Yes, that may be 
the only option of keeping someone in their residence, but  we don’t encourage it.” 
 
Lawrence, “I have to agree with DeRoche on some of the fees. Obviously with something 
new, we have to fee for that. TIF District, we have to fee for that. Other than that, I kind of 
think we "fee" too many things.”  Schmitz, “The city is not trying to make any money with 
these fees, we are just trying to break even.  If the costs reflect the work, the taxpayer really 
shouldn’t be picking up the fees. And, as part of my job, I am putting this out there. It is my 
belief that I need to make you aware. For us to try to break even, we need to look at the fees 
and make sure the work that is being done is being paid for by the contractor and the 
homeowner who is having the work done. And not the taxpayer.”  DeRoche, “If the 
economy was different and people had jobs, then it would be different. They will just do it 
because they can’t afford it.”  Moegerle, “We have talked so long about keeping taxes low. 
We have to pay Nick, the building inspector and Joan’s salary.  If we don’t recoup their time 
from fees, we are passing it on to the taxpayers. I don’t see why my taxes should go up so 
you can have a deck.  We are passing that on what we aren’t recouping from our fees to our 
taxpayers.  It is completely shocking to me, because I thought we were to keep our taxes 
low.”   
 
Davis, “If you look and when we say break even, the building department if you based their 
funding on fee revenue it will be about $30,000 short.  We are coming up compared to last 
year.  If the goal is to make it as self sufficient then there has to be some adjustment.”  
Schmitz, “I have been doing this a long time.  And I will be talking to contractors and every 
now and then I will have them complain about the permit fees.  When I tell them that 
sometimes I have to deal with others professions such as architects, etc., and see what their 
fees are. When I tell them what you are paying for our permit fees and all the times we are 
running out to the job site and what they would pay another professional, they don’t 
complain.”  Lawrence, “What is our comparison to other cities in the area? Linwood and 
other cities.”  Schmitz, “I have not done a complete comparison since I have been here. I did 
one in Columbus and we were the lowest in most categories. A lot of these fees here, the 
increases were the same as Columbus because I have done research on these fees.  I am not 
looking to raise all fees, I am looking to have the fees reflect the work. I have proposed to 
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decrease a fee by half. I am trying to reflect the work with the fee and vice versa.”   
 
DeRoche, “When you are on this side of desk, people out there ask a lot of questions.  We 
have to be able to explain why.”  Schmitz, “I am just thinking of the taxpayer and I need to 
present this to you so you can make a decision.”  Davis, “If the fees don’t generate enough to 
cover the cost, we will have to look at raising fees or cutting services when we discuss the 
budget in July. It is all interrelated.”  Koller, “I don’t see fees for  the septic pumpers.”   
Schmitz, “It is $5 for the pumping permit. It is low, but it is basically for our tracking 
system.”  
 
Koller, “Ice Arena, the locker room rental fee is $7,500.” Davis, “That is at the East Bethel 
Ice Arena and that is what we charge for those facilities.” Koller, “$185 to use for prime 
time. But, $7,500 for the locker room?”  Davis, “That is for the year. As far as the ice arena 
goes, we do generate surplus of funds over our operating expenses.  Not enough to totally 
cover our amortization debt but we are working towards that. It has probably decreased by 
about $200,000 over the last four years.”  
 

DeMars 
Contract 
Change Order 
#1 

Davis explained that at the November 7th City Council meeting, DeMars Signs was selected 
as the contractor for the construction and installation of an electronic community reader 
board at the NE corner of TH 65 and Viking Blvd. Their bid of $73,937 included a 25mm 
Watchfire color display and upgraded stone columns around the existing support poles. 
 
At the December 19th City Council meeting, a final design was approved that included 
additional stone work around the support poles and sign base and the addition of a top 
cornice. Change order #1, an increase of $11,867 for a project total of $85,804, reflects the 
cost increase for these upgraded design elements. 
 
The existing sign has been removed and construction of the new sign has begun. A down 
payment of $37,180 has already been processed and the electronic display has been ordered. 
The remaining balance of $48,624 will be due upon approved completion of the project.   
 
There is currently $95,000 EDA budget for an electronic reader board sign. The East Bethel 
Seniors have provided a donation of $5,000 toward the sign and the City has received $2,800 
as a damage claim payment, bringing the total available funds for the project to $102,800 in 
2013. The approved bid amount for the sign is $73,937. With the Change Order, the final 
approved design will have a project cost of $85,804.  
 
Staff is requesting Council approval for the DeMars Sign Contract Change Order #1.  
 
Moegerle made a motion to accept DeMars Signs Change Order #1 in the amount of 
$11,867. Lawrence seconded.  
 
Moegerle, “Under 4.A I assume that Boulder Creek Prairie Buffalo Navaho is a color?” 
Davis, “It is a color and a stone design.  We have a sample if you want to see it.”  DeRoche, 
“What happened to the design? Now it looks like a little outhouse.”  Moegerle, “That is the 
design that was approved. The swoosh was taken out.  I believe the motion was made by Mr. 
Voss. This is supposed to be a little more timeless then a website design and a branding 
element would not come from this.”  Moegerle, “So, Boulder Creek is the manufacturer and 
Prairie Bluff is the stone. When is this thing due to be completed?” Davis, “The old frame is 
down now. They are waiting on the delivery of the display board. As soon as that comes in, 
they will start on that.”   
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DeRoche, “Can we bring this back up and put a different top on it. This is pretty plain. 
Could we look into adding something?”  Davis, “That was approved at the December 19th 
council meeting.”  Moegerle, “I am not sure I disagree with you. The city is really at a 
pinnacle of what way we are going to go on some things. The life expectancy of this thing is 
probably 30 years or something. Wouldn’t it be fun to do a time capsule so in 30 years they 
could see what our minutes were, what we were doing. And then they can come back and 
say, “Wow, it ended up so much better than those poor folks were thinking at that time. Get 
a metal case, and the seniors add whatever.  What do you think of doing that informally. In 
the foundation at the base.” Koller, “Wasn’t the old sign vandalized?”  Davis, ‘Yes, it was 
storm damaged.  We had three incidents.  It was just waiting to happen again.”  Koller, “So 
now we are just putting up a bigger sign.”  Davis, ‘It is a stronger and better sign.”  Koller, 
‘What kind of warranty does this come with?”  Davis, “I would have to look and see what 
the warranty is. I believe a five year.”  Ronning, “With that in mind, are there any routine 
costs with this?”  Davis, “The only routine cost is the internet connection to do the 
programming from here.  First year is included in sign cost.  LED lights last forever.”   
 
All in favor, motion carries.   
 
DeRoche, “I would still like to see the top changed.”  Davis, “Did you like the swoosh 
design?”  DeRoche, “It looked better than this design.”  Davis, “I agree. I will contact them 
and see if it can be done without any additional cost. If that is the direction from council we 
will do that and see if we can do that.”  Moegerle, “Maybe if we can do a finish with the 
brown cap. That will give it a more finished look with the swoosh.”    
 

December and 
Annual Fire 
Department 
Report 

Davis explained that the Fire Chief will make the annual report for the year. 
 
Mark DuCharme, Fire Chief, “You have our monthly report for December of 2012.”  
DeRoche, “Do you have anyone going to Rochester in March for the EMS conference?”  
DuCharme, “I usually will start getting notified on fire fighters that have national registry 
EMT because they can use those hours. So that could happen.” DeRoche, “I got my 
pamphlet about three weeks ago.” DuCharme, “Allina does our refresher.  I do know there 
are two individuals that had talked about going.” DeRoche, “One of them talked about mass 
trauma.  For the most part they have some pretty good stuff.” 
 
DuCharme, “In addition to the December report, I am also here to talk a little bit about 2012.  
December we ran on 46 calls. We run about 58-60% EMS related.” DeRoche, “Are a lot of 
our new guys going in on the bad traumas on 22?”   DuCharme, “Yes and no.  As you know 
there are individuals that handle that better than others.  We have 15 EMTs on staff now.  22 
has been quite an issue with car crashes.   We will put new people in situations, but not if we 
think they can’t handle it. Such as where there is extraction. We are cutting a door, or 
handling a c-spine.  Most of the new people once they are done with EMT and in the rhythm 
like to g not pet that experience because it reinforces that practical.” 
 
“This is our seven year emergency call comparison.  In 2012 we ran 508 calls. In 2007 we 
had 570 calls, we had a lot of grass fires and were dealing with meth labs.  The biggest 
difference between 2012 and 2011 was storm calls.”   
 
“Time of day of calls is interesting.  As you can see, most of our calls are 8:00 a.m. to 
midnight. There is no rhyme or reason for monthly calls.  We usually average about 45 calls 
per month. As we get into the summer months, the calls do tend to increase.”    
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“In our type of calls, you can see that EMS and rescues account for 61% of our calls. That is 
the biggest share. The hazardous conditions are gas leaks and CO detectors.  Fire alarms and 
false alarms are down.”  Moegerle, “Good intention calls are people call but there is no 
emergency? As opposed to a fire alarm?”  DuCharme, “Yes.  Most of the time when a fire 
alarm goes off, it might be someone cooking and it is a malfunction that people aren’t sure 
of.  We will go out and try to help them.”   
 
“Our average fire fighter per call, during the day we do real well average nine people during 
weekdays.  The question is always when those people get to the station, because that is 
important in and of itself.” 
 
“And, then there are our fire losses for 2012.  It is about a $100,000 less than 2011.  Most is 
one incident.  I labeled it with the dates and contents and property loss.  The insurance 
adjusters tell us when they set up escrows for claims they get a rough estimate for what the 
building is going to be an then they take 75% of that and set it aside for contents. $443,000 
was our loss for 2012.  I don’t know what the $1 for July 5, 2012.” Moegerle, “That was the 
ashes outside of the house fire?”  DuCharme, “Yes.  And this is a teaching moment for me. 
We clean out our fireplace and we take those ashes out of our house.  And many times I hear 
the ashes were cold. It takes a long time for the ashes to be fully out.  We hear the ashes 
were cold and we put them in a garbage can and they lit the garbage.”  Lawrence, “I had 
ashes and they were cold and put in a cardboard box and put outside, not near a building.  
Came outside a few hours later and the box was gone.”  
 
DuCharme, “Basically, on the average in 2012 every 17.29 hours East Bethel fire 
department is going to respond to a call. Every hour on the clock, is equal to about $50 in 
fire loss. If you were to take all the calls we run on, and compared to our population, and our 
number of households, every 8.13 household could have some relation to needing 
emergency services from the fire department. 1 out of every 23 visitors of East Bethel 
needed our assistance in some way. Either with a fire, rescue, car accident, fire alarm, 
something like that. Every 12 days we averaged a vehicle crash. Every 28 ½ hours an East 
Bethel citizen or visitor had to go to the hospital that we assisted on. Those are what the 
numbers mean to me.”  
 
Moegerle, “Page 95, number in the districts, do those highest numbers correlate with 
population?”  DuCharme, “It is population and density. As you can see, we created sub-
districts for Castle Towers, the neighborhood there and also for Village Green. I started 
tracking that years ago because there was a comment that said they don’t get a lot of services 
there. So where the population is, you are absolutely right.  These grids were set up by 
Anoka County radio.  When they give us an address, they will give us a grid. What that does 
is takes our attention from the big map and focuses us on the main streets.”  DeRoche, “Is 
Coon Lake Beach on here?”  DuCharme, “It is 8B.  You will get a final report with it broke 
down into the grid areas.”   
 
DeRoche, “Are you seeing an increase in the meth again?”   DuCharme, “Yes and no, also 
some other drug use. If we get a drug call we will wait for the deputies to get there first and 
make sure the scene is safe for us.” Ronning, “You mentioned about meth labs, who cleans 
those up? Do you clean those up?”  DuCharme, “We don’t clean those up, but we do 
respond. It is considered chemical hazardous materials.  The last one we were on we got 
there and called the chemical assessment team and they are headquartered in Fridley and 
Coon Rapids and they identified the chemicals that could be part of meth.  We have good 
communications that go back and forth.”   
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DeRoche, “What about we had some new guys coming in?” DuCharme, “Yes, we do.  The 
interviews are going on right now.  We hope to have those to Council by next rotation in 
February. One of our goals in 2013 is our staffing level is at 35. We are authorized for 40.  
After Council consultation and agreements, we want to hold it at 35.  We could have some 
attrition coming up.  Plan on doing some citizen academies.  Doing one at Coon Lake Beach 
Community Center and Fire Station One.  Want to try to get first one going before spring 
sets in.”  DeRoche, “Any candidates coming out of the beach?” DuCharme, “Yes, beach is 
our number one priority.  We have some nice equipment coming in there.  At the same time 
we are taking time to recruit there, need four to five new people there.”  
 

Ordinance 
Committee 
and/or 
Ordinance 
Workshop 

Davis explained that there are several City Ordinances that require revisions. These revisions 
range from minor corrections and definitional changes for consistency to the preparation of 
new ordinances that will address issues that are not dealt with in the current City Code.  
 
Council and staff have identified, at minimum, the following Ordinances or policies that 
require either revision or development: 
City Administrator Ordinance 
Home Occupation Ordinance 
Sign Ordinance  
Ethics Ordinance/Policy 
Liquor License Ordinance 
 
Zoning Ordinance changes will be reviewed by the Planning Commission. 
 
Staff recommends that City Council appoint a Committee to recommend the ordinances 
which are known or suspected to have problems to be reviewed and provide direction for a 
systematic review of the City Code for legal compliance and substance assessment.  It is also 
proposed that this committee report their recommendations to Council by no later than 
February 20, 2013. 
 
In addition, staff recommends that Council conduct a work meeting/retreat to discuss current 
issues that are confronting the City and develop responses that are appropriate for 
presentation to those groups that make or affect development decisions. The work 
meeting/retreat would also focus on utility, land use, economic and Hwy. 65 corridor 
development and the City’s image issues. It is recommended that this meeting be scheduled 
at a time that is convenient to Council.  
 
Moegerle, “I was over at Cedar Creek and they did offer one of their lodges where they put 
up graduate students for the retreat. And they thought it would be good to get some 
introductions of what they do and what their plans are.  So we do have a site that isn’t here 
in our not so comfortable chairs for four hours.”  DeRoche, “Personally a committee I am 
not big on. I think that any and all of these issues should be addressed by City Council and 
discussed by City Council.” Moegerle, “These would be brought to the Council after the 
committee.”  DeRoche, “I think we are shrugging our duties if we don’t take care of this 
stuff.  That is  kind of why we are here we need to deal with any and all of this stuff.  I think 
you get too much outside the box if it is not. The people that are on the council have a 
certain amount of duty, and a certain amount of information about what we can do and what 
we can’t do.  We have access to a lot more resources.  That was one of the reasons I got 
involved with City government to begin with, was because there were too many people’s 
personal ideas being put into place that I didn’t think should be. It is open to the public, 
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granted at a work meeting we can’t make any decisions, but at least we can come to some 
kind of consensus.  Then when we show up at the Council meeting, we are not sitting here 
beating around the bush, we already know where we are going with it.” 
 
Davis, “I would envision this committee would develop some recommendations to be 
presented in a work meeting.  That would streamline the process and make this much more 
efficient. The committee would not recommend things directly to council for approval at a 
regular meeting, but get it to them at a work meeting so they can get it organized better.  
Sometimes when you have five the debate extends longer than it should. When you have a 
committee they can make recommendations and then they can debate it.”  
 
Moegerle, “I know I have  talked about ordinances we have at the city for a while. My 
irritation with ordinances is we have important words defined three different ways. I believe 
Mr. Boyer meant well when he put these ordinances together. There are many things that are 
not cohesive, they don’t gel together and a lot of them are not changes in what the ordinance 
means.  Part of what happened when Mr. Boyer put these together is he did it from a 
layperson’s standpoint.  I understand that our residents need to read these, but there are ways 
of making our ordinances easy to read, understandable and say what we mean. Not this is 
what we really meant when we had this ordinance. I can’t tell you how many times I have 
come across this, with the dog ordinance, liquor license, things like that.  I think to have five 
of us sitting here and going through that is going to slow us down.  Ultimately the discussion 
will be public.  Running it past the attorney, and get a good legal standpoint.  We will be 
here as a Council working on these ordinances until I am much older.  If we start out as a 
small committee, get the issues out, discuss as a Council, we will all have less meetings and 
less stress and lot more satisfaction with the results.” 
 
 DeRoche, “I think it will complicate things more and create issues. When someone created 
an ordinance, it is not my job to say that is not what it means, it means what Bob wants it to 
mean. It is our job to sit up here, take the ordinances and come to a consensus of what it 
means from a legal standpoint. That is part of what comes with this job.”  Moegerle, “Then 
we are reading meaning into it.”   Ronning, “This is  a good discussion for when we get into 
it.” Moegerle, “We haven’t agreed whether it is a committee or Council.  When we have a 
paragraph that says one thing and then you look at it and oh, it means the color black. Well, 
why didn’t we just substitute the color black and move on.” Davis, “One of the things I 
envision here, is there are some very glaring mistakes in our ordinances. One is the Home 
Occupation ordinance. One sentence describes the size of the accessory structure.  Those 
kinds of correction changes can be done quickly. Other ordinance changes are not as 
simple.”  Pratt, “The only thing I can add to that is that so many of the ordinances rely on 
state law. And those can change at the state legislature and we have no control over that.  We 
have to conform our situation to the state law and that may be more on the technical side of 
things.”  Moegerle, “I remember sitting on the other side of this desk and the people up here 
would not talk about state law.  You guys have given us so much more guidance on state 
law, so I am sure there is a lot of that in our ordinances that has to be addressed.”  
 
Moegerle made a motion to appoint a committee of four persons, two from Council and 
Jack Davis and Colleen Winter to review our ordinances and bring back to Council.   
Ronning seconded. Koller, Lawrence, Moegerle and Ronning, aye; DeRoche, nay; 
motion carries.  
 
Moegerle volunteered to be on the committee.  Ronning also volunteered.  
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Lawrence made a motion to appoint Council Members Moegerle and Ronning to the 
Ordinance Review Committee.  Koller seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 
Moegerle, “As far as the retreat issue, how does February 16th look?”  Lawrence, “Will we 
have enough time to prepare by then?”  Moegerle, “It would be a lot of different issues, 
economic development, finer nuances.  Presentation and working with developers.”  Winter, 
“I want to mention about the ordinance group, I think February 20th is pretty ambitious.  The 
retreat, visioning, economic development, comp plan issues.  How we move forward as a 
Council.  Great time to hear from the departments and hear their visions. Have someone 
come in and talk about attracting businesses.  Just some ideas we are thinking about.”  
Davis, “What I would recommend is let us spend a week to put a program together. Colleen 
mentioned trying to bring some people in, we had offers from the county from their 
economic development people and we can see what their schedules are, and get that to you 
in an update or at a meeting.”  Winter, “I am thinking the last weekend in February.”  
 

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.  
 
Staffs is currently evaluating the conditions of the grant, and, at this time feel that there may 
be a possibility of using some of this funding to enhance our current Recycling Program. If 
we were awarded the grant funds it may be necessary to utilize other service organizations or 
clubs to operate the some of the additional programs similar to the agreement we have with 
the Lions Club for the operation of the Recycle Center. City staff could be utilized in some 
areas but expanding their work load for only cost reimbursement would not be an efficient 
use of our manpower resources as this would limit other maintenance 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.  
 
Staff will evaluate the potential and possible benefits this grant could provide and provide a 
recommendation to City Council by no later than the February 20, 2013 meeting.  
 
The City will receive $30,660 from Anoka County in 2013 to operate the City Recycling 
Program. These funds are separate from the new grant that is available.  
 
If we do apply for these, we have to make sure we get something out of it.  We do see some 
value with the drop off program, this is one of the things that helped us achieve our tonnage 
goal.  As the weather improves we will probably see improvement in this.  We would need 
to coordinate this with a service organization if we continue this.  
 

Hiring of 
Building 
Inspector 
 

Davis explained that city staff interviewed eight applicants for the building inspector 
position. As a result of our interview process we made a tentative offer to Mr. Joel 
McPherson.  Mr. McPherson notified us yesterday that he accepted another position with 
another city.  Staff did not feel that any of the other seven candidates would be a fit for this 
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position.  
 
As a result, we recommend that we re-advertise the position and modify the qualifications of 
the position to be a limited building official, which means a building inspector and establish 
at a minimum that the candidates must have completed all the required ISTS course work 
and complete the inspection requirements upon employment.  This would provide access to a 
broader pool of candidates. 
 
When we advertised for the building inspector position, we advertised for a building 
inspector, but asked for building official certifications.  We feel that we only got building 
official candidates here.  By changing the qualifications, we feel we will get more 
candidates.  We will ask for them to provide proof of ISTS course work.  
 
Moegerle made a motion to re-advertise the building inspector position changing the 
description to certification building official limited and ISTS course work completed 
with completing inspections and certification upon employment. Ronning seconded; all 
in favor, motion carries.   
 

Council 
Member 
Report – 
Moegerle 
 

Moegerle, “I want to say thank you to St. Francis Youth Hockey Association and the Ham 
Lake Chamber of Commerce for their donations. That is just tremendous, those donations 
are greatly and deeply appreciated. I attended my first Parks Commission meeting as the 
liaison.  It is a fun group with reappointment of two existing commissioners and a new one.  
We had a good long talk about the change in direction in December 2010 and how parks will 
be a more active commission and integral commission if we get development funds in. We 
also met with Troy Ferguson from ISD #15. Yesterday he called and said not only was the 
school board enthused about working with the city, but the school superintendent wants to 
meet with Colleen and jack and I about economic development purposes.  That is set up for 
February 7th in the morning.” 
 
“And, the most important of all was yesterday, Pat Born came to the city from Metropolitan 
Council. He is the administrator. A PowerPoint was given to him that listed many of the 
steps we had made since January 2011. We are 3rd largest city in the metropolitan area, and 
we are the 9th largest city in the state.  That is huge. We talked about the fact that East Bethel 
doesn’t get a lot of respect for a lot of reasons. When you have a map of the metropolitan 
area and  it cuts off East Bethel at 22.  We talked about how East Bethel needs to move 
forward with the plan that is consistent with the Met Council. And we talked about what had 
happened in 2010 and everyone present now has arrived after December of 2010.  So, it is 
all fresh start. All people that recognize what the problem is. There is no defensiveness.  We 
have issues we need to resolve and it is going to go forward and it very exciting. We are 
going in a new direction with the Metropolitan Council and I think it will be very positive.” 
   

Council 
Member 
Report – 
Koller 
  

Koller, “I met with the Booster Days Committee and apparently the Ham Lake Chamber of 
Commerce wants to financially back it. We came up with more ideas with events to have at 
Booster Days.  Not too many people showed up for the meeting.  Mark, the fire chief  gave 
me a tour of the fire station. I met some of the people and it was very impressive.”  
 

Council 
Member 
Report – 
Ronning 
 

Ronning, “I also went to the Booster Day meeting. There was no particular agenda, it was 
just like a round table discussion and a considerable amount of ideas were thrown around.   
The piece about the Ham Lake Chamber was pretty interesting. We had a Planning 
Commission meeting last night.  There are some dedicated people on these committees.  
They are very, very qualified.  I don’t know enough about that process to make much of a 
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comment. It is going to be interesting.” 
 

Council 
Member 
Report –  
Lawrence 
 

Lawrence, “I do appreciate the Chamber for donating the money and St. Francis Youth 
Hockey for their donation.  Things are developing well. Hopefully we can get this forcemain 
going.”     

Adjourn 
 

Lawrence made a motion to adjourn at 10:09 PM. Koller seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries. 

 
Attest: 
 
 
Wendy Warren 
Deputy City Clerk 



 

  EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL MEETING 
January 16, 2013 

 
The East Bethel City Council met on January 16, 2013 at 7:30 PM for a special meeting at City Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Bob DeRoche  Ron Koller   Richard Lawrence  

Heidi Moegerle Tom Ronning 
 
ALSO PRESENT:    Jack Davis, City Administrator 
 
Call to Order 
 
 
Adopt Agenda  
 
 

The January 16, 2013 City Council special meeting was called to order by Mayor 
Lawrence at 7:30 PM.     
  
Ronning made a motion to adopt the January 16, 2013 City Council special meeting 
agenda. Moegerle seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  

Planning 
Commission 
Interviews  

Davis explained that the terms for two Planning Commission members, Lorraine Bonin and 
Lou Cornicelli expired on December 31, 2012.  Joseph Pelawa resigned from the Planning 
Commission on September of 2012.  
 
In response to these vacancies, we advertised on the City’s website, at the Town Hall 
meeting and at City Hall. The City received a letter of interest from Randy Plaisance. In 
addition, both members who terms expire on December 31, 2012 have submitted letters 
expressing an interest in continuing to serve on the Planning Commission. We have left the 
application acceptance period open until Wednesday, January 16th at 3:00 p.m. 
 
We have included copies of all letters of interest received as part of your agenda materials.  
 
Staff is recommending Council interview the candidates for the three Planning Commission 
vacancies and make appointments.  The terms are for three years and would expire on 
January 31, 2016.  
 
Lorraine Bonin introduced herself.  Moegerle, “A lot of things have changed in the last two 
years and lots of change still has to be done. What are the most important things that, the 
Planning Commission needs to get done.” Bonin, “Now that water and sewer is in, there is 
lots of work that needs to be done with that. That was one of the major issue that we need to 
keep aware of and protect that area so that when we want to do it, the land is still there.” 
Moegerle, “Are there ordinances that you could name that need attention or have gone too 
long without attention?”   Bonin, “Our ordinance that deals with lot size and housing needs 
attention. There are a variety of areas that need attention and development.”  
 
DeRoche, “You have been on the Planning Commission for a long time.  You bring history 
and a great perspective.  We need to have commissioners with your knowledge and 
perspective who know where we have been and help us in where we are going to go.  What 
are your perspectives of where you would like to see the city go as an individual, a 
taxpayer?”  Bonin, “Whether it is possible or not? I would like to see the City Center 
developed.  We are halfway between Blaine and Cambridge and I think this is the ideal spot 
for something, whether it be a grocery store, department store. We don’t like having to drive 
all the way to Cambridge to pick up some groceries.” DeRoche, “What if that particular area 
is not the best area?” Bonin, “I am not thinking of limiting it to that area. We have several 
areas along the sewer and water line where this could happen.”   Moegerle, “Are you talking 
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about a main street, or just an amphitheatre, and some shops or a library and maybe City 
Hall?”  Bonin, “Well, I would like to see a library and those other thing part of the City 
Center, and a small amphitheatre would be great.”   
 
DeRoche, “What do you think of senior housing?” Bonin, “We need it somewhere. The City 
Center would be a great place for it, maybe on the edge. But then you would have shopping 
and all the amenities available.”  DeRoche, “Yes, and for the city water it would bring in the 
ERUs.”  Lawrence, “I like your vision.   With the commissions it is important that we move 
forward as a unit. It is very serious that we get all this stuff done to attract more customers 
and/or businesses to the City of East Bethel.” 
 
DeRoche, “How critical do you think you role is to be on a commission.”  Bonin, “We don’t 
make the decision, but we give input.  We get to think about one area, but without this it 
would be harder.  We do the grunt work, which needs to be done.”  Moegerle, “A couple of 
times on critical situations, there have been abstentions of critical votes. How do you feel 
about people abstaining from critical votes?  Bonin, “I don’t do that.  But, once in a while 
there might be a reason to do that.  But, if you are doing it a lot, it might become an issue 
and you might want to think about why and if you need to do something about it.”   
 
DeRoche, “I don’t think a lot of people in the city realize what the commission people do.  
They are giving up time from their family, not making a lot of money, but showing an 
interest.  I am on the roads commission as the liaison and we have a lot of good talks. We 
have some people that really know what is going on.  I don’t see anyone up here that knows 
everything about roads, planning, economic development or parks,  If a decision is made by 
Council and it doesn’t gel with what the commission recommended, it is not that we don’t 
think what you said is great.  I know towards the end of the year some comments were made 
on the Planning Commission and I don’t want our commission members to think we don’t 
appreciate what they do.  The Planning Commission was asked about the comprehensive 
plan and they wanted to put it back on Council or a committee, because some of the 
members thought it wasn’t their task to do. If you are on the Planning Commission, you are 
planning what direction the city should go.  I think it was a cop-out to say that. Short of 
someone having a conflict of interest, I would hope there would have been five different 
ideas.  You sit there and put in all this time in, to me an abstention is disrespecting all the 
other people.  If I don’t agree with something I say it.  I have seen you do that and defend 
the Council.  Your history helps a lot because you have seen a lot of people go through the 
commissions and the Councils.”  Bonin, “Some people are different.  I will speak my mind, 
but some people won’t.  You can’t have a whole committee like that, you want a diverse 
group.”   
 
Lou Cornicelli, “I did not study for the test.”  Lawrence, “What do you think is your greatest 
asset you can bring to the city?”  Cornicelli, “I didn’t speak much the first half of my term, 
because I wanted to learn about the commission first. My civic responsibility.  In my day job 
I interact with the legislature.  I understand process so when you put a draft ordinance in 
front of me, I am pretty good at picking things apart.  I am pretty analytical.” 
 
Moegerle, “What ordinances do you think should be changed or need attention?”   
Cornicelli, “I haven’t been on the commission long enough to make that determination.  As 
things are put before us you start to form opinions on what can work and what doesn’t 
work.”   Koller, “With the growth of East Bethel, and we are talking about expanding and 
building new businesses.  But, we already have buildings that are dilapidated and/or 
eyesores.  What is your opinion on that?”  Cornicelli, “You are right. As you drive through 
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town it is a couple liquor stores and gas stations.  As far as raising and reconstructing the 
dilapidated buildings that would be thinking more broadly and we should be looking at ways 
to do that.  One of the reasons I moved here was the rural character.  East Bethel is half 
wetlands.  That rural character is important to a lot of people that live here.”   
 
Ronning, “Thinking about that area, I have driven though this area for 40 years and other 
than the bank and theater, nothing has changed.  What would you do with that area?”   
Cornicelli, “We go to the theater because it is close. In Ady Voltedge’s results from the 
surveys and meetings they had, retail was on top of the list for what residents wanted to see 
in East Bethel.  I would like to shop in East Bethel. A Wal-Mart, Target, a major retailer 
would be a good start to get other businesses to the area.”  
 
DeRoche, “How big a place do you think senior housing is in this picture? I agree with 
Lorraine. I would hope that is going to be part of the larger comprehensive plan, towards the 
City Center with shopping nearby. Not only a senior center, but also a hotel.”  Moegerle, “At 
the November Council meeting an issue came up about someone buying property at 221st 
and 65 and using the property including removing the blight.  Is that the best we can hope 
for at removing rundown buildings?”  Cornicelli, “I would like to read the minutes first 
before I answer that since I am not familiar with the issue.”  Moegerle,”If we let them 
purchase the property and clean it up, is that the best use?”  Cornicelli, “Cleaning it up to run 
a junk yard is not always going to be an immediate benefit.”   
 
Lawrence, “We are looking for bigger block stores such as Target and Wal-Mart, but we 
found one thing that is hindering them from coming here, we do not have enough housing to 
sustain them. When we contacted them they said we do not have enough rooftops to support 
the big stores yet.”  Cornicelli, “It is kind of the chicken and egg thing. Do you put up the 
housing and hope they will come?  Put up a big box store? I am not sure if the analysis took 
into account existing behavior.  Current needs versus future needs.” Ronning, “I don’t envy 
your position and how you answer these questions.  Back to the chicken and egg.  Do you 
think there is any natural flow?” Cornicelli, “I would think the housing would go up first.  
We have the ability to draw from Oak Grove, Athens Township, and all the commuters.”   
 
Randy Plaisance, “I recently ran for City Council, thank you for an entertaining time.  At 
that time I expressed my desire to give back my time.”  Moegerle, “I see you have applied 
for the Economic Development Authority (EDA) and the Planning Commission. What is it 
about the Planning Commission that makes it a good fit for you?”  Plaisance, “Well that is 
entirely up to you. I would love to do both.  As I have mentioned, I think it is critical that all 
of the departments of the City are working together. The harmony of the city.  As far as the 
chicken and the egg, we already have the housing. And we understand that from Ady 
Voltedge, we aren’t going to get the businesses yet, we understand that.  It is going to take 
someone, either the Planning Commission and/or the EDA, and take the ordinances and get 
them set so that all our places are set.  Such as the one at 221st and Highway 65, that one is a 
particular problem because of how the ordinance reads. More or less it needs to be sewered 
before it can be developed.” 
 
Moegerle, “What in particular needs to be changed?”  Plaisance, “Keeping an open mind.”  
DeRoche, “Are you talking departments or commissions?    As far as I know the city 
departments do a pretty bang-up job.”  Plaisance, “I have said that the commissions need to 
work together, have meetings together and know what each other are doing.” DeRoche, “A 
lot of talk has been said about development.  The infrastructure is going to happen. That is 
the reality.  We have to put something bigger in here to generate more ERUs.”   
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DeRoche, “How do you feel about the businesses on the southwest side of Highway 65 and 
22?  How do we make them look better?”  Plaisance, “We will always have things like that.  
We won’t always make them happy and if they don’t want to do it, it will take a lot of 
work.” Lawrence, “You have to remember it is up to the Planning Commission to direct 
those people to make the corrections.”  Moegerle, “Isn’t that staff’s responsibility?”  Davis, 
“Typically, yes it is.   
 
Lawrence, “Thank you all for answering our questions.  It shows the forethought and process 
that you went through when you were on the committee.”  Ballots were passed out and 
tallied.   
 
Moegerle made a motion to reappoint to the Planning Commission Lorraine Bonin, 
Lou Cornicelli and appoint Randy Plaisance for terms from January 16, 2013 to 
January 16, 2016.  Lawrence seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 

Economic 
Development 
Authority 
Interviews 

Davis explained that terms for two EDA Commission members, Sherry Allenspach and 
Mike Conner, expire on January 31, 2013. 
 
In response to these vacancies, we advertised on the City’s website, at the Town Hall 
meeting and at City Hall.  The City received a letters of interest from John Landwehr, Laurie 
Morgan and Randy Plaisance.  Sherry Allenspach had decided not to re-apply.  Mike Conner 
would like to be reappointed and he has submitted an application. An additional candidate, 
Polly Daas, was expected to submit her application but decided not to. We have left the 
application acceptance period open until Wednesday, January 16th at 3:00 p.m.  
 
We have included copies of all letters of interest received as part of your agenda materials.  
 
Staff is recommending Council interview the candidates for the two EDA Commission 
vacancies and make appointments.  One term would be for four years and would expire on 
January 31, 2017 and the other term would be for five years and would expire on January 31, 
2018.  
 
Mike Conner, “I appreciate the opportunity to come before you. I have served on the EDA 
for the last three years. It has been a real learning experience. I commend Heidi and her 
leadership and the previous council.  First year I was on the authority I was a bit frustrated 
with the pace and the way we were moving forward.  I have asked you to consider my re-
appointment because I am pleased with how the EDA is now moving forward under the 
current leadership.  The overriding reason I am asking you to reconsider my reappointment 
is because I know about the significant challenges ahead. The EDA, Planning Commission 
and Council have to be on the same page.  We have significant challenges facing us.  I 
started a small business in this city about seven years ago, and I couldn’t have had a better 
experience with the city in gaining the Interim Use Permit (IUP).  When I was asked at the 
outset to consider this position, I remember saying them that city government has to be 
business friendly.  The City of East Bethel has demonstrated consistently that we are 
business friendly.  I Want the businesses and residents to know that.  Personally, I want 
everyone to know that.”  
 
Moegerle, “Mike, you have been great to work with on the EDA.  One thing about the EDA 
is we spend a lot of time brainstorming and cheerleading and want to advance out goals.  
What would be your specific goals or objectives?”  Connor, “To resolve the issues that lie 
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ahead about going forward with water and sewer. We need to be able to pay for it.”  
Moegerle, “Because right now it is the residents that will pay for it.” Connor, ‘There must be 
something done to develop the Highway 65 corridor.”  Moegerle, “Give us a vision for the 
city, what is your idea of how the city should develop.”  Conner, “We need more retail, I 
remember in an EDA meeting three or so months ago asking where are we at with the Ady 
Voltedge results and implementing those.  I would keep those in the forefront and pursue 
that.  I would move forward with the pursuit of development on Highway 65 and senior 
housing.  On the west side of 65 they want privacy, but they also want a convenient place to 
go shopping.  We have to protect what it is that attracted us to move to East Bethel. But, also 
how nice it would be to have Dry Cleaners near Highway 65 and 22?  Let’s continue to 
aggressively study and implement the recommendations from the study.”  
 
DeRoche, “You made the statement that Ady Voltedge came in and did the study; we spent a 
lot of money.  Unless people come to the meetings, you are not going to have a handle of 
what was done.  We have to be creative.  Some of the peoples idea of development there is 
no way it is possible.  We do have good property to be developed. But, the last few years 
there have been a few struggles.”   Connor, “With regard to Ady Voltedge, they were very 
good. I was very excited about their recommendations.   We spent a lot of money on this. 
We should be implementing the recommendations, talking to developers, trying to get a 
forcemain up here.”  Moegerle, “One thing I have learned is as a government, we move at 
the speed of glaciers.   We have tunnel vision of let’s get this done.  But staff has a whole 
City to run. But, now that we have almost a full staff, we should be able to start getting some 
of this done.”   
 
John Landwehr introduced himself. Moegerle, “I almost wondered with your background if 
the Road Commission would be something you would be more interested in?”  Landwehr, “I 
have been involved with EDA for 20 years.  I have developed engineering firms for 25 
years. I think you need to have a brand message. When you talk about development areas, 
you can always do wetland credits.  If you have an area that is a little shy, you can do this.  If 
you look at the city of Osseo, they have a great plan that you could look at.  They cleaned up 
their intersections with viable businesses, all done with grants.”  Ronning, “In Osseo it is one 
street to drive down, it is a lot different now.”  Landwehr, “There is also the City of Benson, 
a different type of development.  They are developing on the east and west side of the road. 
The project has been going on since 2007 to bring in more housing. You can get help, but 
you have to seek it.” 
 
Moegerle, “What is the single quality you would bring to EDA?”  Landwehr, “Experience.  
And if someone has taken the lead on those things that is great.” Koller, “Communication is 
great.  I think the problem with East Bethel is no one talked to the businesses.  Chanticlear 
Pizza was one of them.  They left and went just down the road to another city. Taxes is one 
reason.”  Moegerle, “Brand is so important.  And we are working on a new city website. We 
are also hearing god things about East Bethel from the County and the State.”  Ronning, 
“When someone like Chanticlear leaves, that is a loss to the city.”  
 
Laurie Morgan, “I have lived in this community since 1974. I am attending Metropolitan 
State University and wanted to get involved in the community.  I ran into Heidi at the library 
and ended up attending meetings and was intrigued with the cooperation. I see positive 
changes with the community. I have kids and as far as our future, I would like to see some 
growth in the community for the children. I would see a YMCA come to the community.” 
Moegerle, “There was a class you took in public engagement and then here you are.”  
Morgan, “Yes, I meant to bring that book I am going to borrow you.  It is the best.  In that 
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book it talks about working together and making things better in your community.”  
Moegerle, “If we want to get people involved in Council meetings, do we need to offer 
cookies and coffee? What do we need to do?”  DeRoche, “The meetings go out on cable, 
they are on the internet. We are doing a good job communicating. People need to make an 
effort to be involved.”  Moegerle, “Our new website will have place where people can leave 
comments and get feedback.”  Morgan, “I am working on a project for Highway 65, but I 
don’t want to say anything about it. In the next two years I would like to see a YMCA in 
East Bethel.”   
 
Randy Plaisance, “I already talked at length earlier about some of the things I am interested 
in.  I talked about properties and getting people interest in things.  We have to get people 
attracted to the city. How can we take advantage of entertainment?  My interest is providing 
the inspiration.” Moegerle, “What do you think the next steps are in branding?”  Plaisance, 
“I think we can go further than the website. Take the brand and expand it to everything we 
have.  Further than putting it on the website, creating the brand and putting it out to the 
people.”   
 
Lawrence, “I want to thank everyone that has come tonight to apply for the EDA 
Commission.  This is a tough one, especially since we have more applicants than openings.” 
Moegerle, “If you are not appointed, please consider staying involved.”   Ballots were 
passed out and then tallied.   
 
Lawrence made a motion to appoint to the Economic Development Authority (EDA) 
John Landwehr for a term to run February 1, 2013 to January 31, 2017 and Mike 
Conner for a term to run February 1, 2013 to January 31, 2018.  Ronning seconded; all 
in favor, motion carries.  
 

Road 
Commission 
Interviews 

Davis explained that the terms for two Road Commission members, Jeff Jensen and Roger 
Virta, expire on January 31, 2013.  There has also been an additional vacancy that has not 
been filled on this committee for the past year. 
 
In response to these vacancies, we advertised on the City’s website, at the Town Hall 
meeting and at City Hall.  The City received a letter of interest from Kermit Kirkevold.  In 
addition, both members who terms expire on January 31, 2013 have submitted letters 
expressing an interest in continuing to serve on the Road Commission. We have left the 
application acceptance period open until Wednesday, January 16th at 3:00 p.m. 
 
We have included copies of all letters of interest received as part of your agenda materials.  
 
Staff is recommending Council interview the candidates for the three Road Commission 
vacancies and make appointments.  The terms are for three years and would expire on 
January 31, 2016.   
 
Jeff Jensen, “I have been on the commission for 6 to 8 years. In that time it has changed a 
lot.  We used to work a lot on plats and new roads.  Now we are doing a lot of stuff with 
maintenance. I would like to recognize the city administrator and Council for continuing to 
fund the street maintenance projects.”  Moegerle, “What would be your highest priority as 
far as public safety for the roads?”  Jensen, “As far as public safety? We have some almost 
90 degree corners that are almost pitch black. But, we have the question, do you maintain the 
higher traffic roads or spend money on improvement. Because we can only do so much 
without raising taxes.  My choice would be maintaining the roads and then when we get 
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developers in and then the city can start spending money focusing on public safety. I have 
been the public works supervisor in Fridley for 20 years. I work for a much larger city.  I see 
a lot of road infrastructure failures.  We are getting sewer and water here in East Bethel, and 
there are a lot of issues with repair.”  Koller, “You have a lot of experience in roads and we 
have a road that is a nightmare, Viking Boulevard. No one seems to know why, but there 
have been many deadly accidents on there.” DeRoche, “That is a county road.  We had a 
meeting with a lot of bigwigs attending, Jack and I attended.  A lot of the accidents there had 
no common threads.  We have passed a resolution asking the state to perform a speed study 
to see if the speed should be lowered.”  Jenson, “You have wide shoulders, shallow ditches, 
and poor driving.  And it just so happened that four were lumped together.  If they were 
spread out, it wouldn’t have been such an issue.”  
 
Kermit Kirkevold.  I live on Edmar Lane on Coon Lake. I have been out here for 17 years. I 
have noticed on the roads system when we are talking about growth that on Highway 65 on 
days that I do go to work, it is backed up on County Road 22 to the church and further. Part 
of this is the residents coming in from Cambridge and Isanti.  You have seen what they have 
done with the updating of parts of Highway 65 and 22.  County Road 22 is a very good road, 
but, traffic has grown by about five times.  And, now we are looking at growth again on 
Highway 65. I do agree with Jensen that the roads need to be updated, that they are 
dangerous.  There is going to have to be a lot of work needed on the roads system, because 
of growth and the sewer and water system. You should have some money coming in from 
the county and the legislature is looking at putting a tax on gasoline.”  DeRoche, “County 
Road 22 is county road.”  Kirkevold, “I realize that. But we have a lot of off shots from that 
county road and a lot of that is going to need to be updated.”  Moegerle, “With the sewer and 
water coming in, what about the fate of frontage roads?”  Kermit, “I agree that frontage 
roads will need to be put in.  I understand that there will be a need for them along the 
highway.”  
 
Roger Virta, “I been on the Road Commission for 10 years or so. I would like to be re-
appointed.”  Moegerle, “What issues do you see. We have a capital improvement plan. After 
that what is the priority?”   Virta, “The road access to the City Center development is one of 
the main things that needs to be considered.  As we develop that area around County Road 
22 and Highway 65 the access is going to be important.  And the primary thing we have to 
do is predict the existing residents.” 
 
Tim Harrington, “I am recently retired and I want to get involved on the Road Commission.  
We have to have good roads for businesses.” Moegerle, “What priority do you see for the 
Road Commission?” Harrington, “There are roads that need work in East Bethel.”  
Moegerle, “Have you been down Klondike lately?”  Lawrence, “Do you have any specialties 
to offer the commission?”   Harrington, “I worked for the power companies.”   
 
Ballots were passed out and then tallied.   
 
Lawrence made a motion to reappoint to the Road Commission Jeff Jensen and Roger 
Virta for terms until January 31, 2016 and to appoint Tim Harrington for a term 
beginning January 16, 2013 until January 31, 2016. Moegerle seconded; all in favor, 
motion carries.  
 
Kermit Kirkevold was asked if he would consider the Park Commission.  Kirkevold said he 
would be glad to consider the Park Commission. 
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Park 
Commission 
Interviews 

Davis explained that terms for two Park Commission members, Bonnie Harvey and Ken 
Langmade, expire on January 31, 2013.  There is also been an additional vacancy on this 
committee that was unfilled in 2012. 
 
In response to these vacancies, we advertised on the City’s website, at the Town Hall 
meeting and at City Hall.  The City has not received any letters of interest.  Both members 
who terms expire on January 31, 2013 have submitted letters expressing an interest in 
continuing to serve on the Park Commission. We have left the application acceptance period 
open until Wednesday, January 16th at 3:00 p.m. 
 
We have included copies of all letters of interest received as part of your agenda materials.  
 
Staff is recommending Council interview the candidates for the three Park Commission  
Vacancies and make appointments.  The terms are for three years and would expire on 
January 31, 2016.   
 
Bonnie Harvey, “I been on the Park Commission for over 20 years. I went from spending a 
summer trying to build a shelter to doing what we do now. Personally I am proud of our 
accomplishments and how we have grown.  I have a passion for trails and not a trail that 
goes nowhere.  I have a funny dream/wish, I love a zoo.  As a small child I used to go to the 
game farm and I had the privilege of going in the game farm and looking at all the animals 
and it was a great treat for me. But wherever I go and travel I always look for a zoo.  The 
other thing I look for is naturalized wild grasses and wildflowers.  I think it would be neat if 
we could do that somewhere here,” 
 
DeRoche, “Did you grow up in East Bethel?”  Harvey, “I have lived over 50 years in East 
Bethel and Ham Lake.”  Ronning, “Are you satisfied with how the parks are maintained?”  
Harvey, “They could always be better, but my biggest thing is safety. I think they could be 
better, but they have come a long way.”  Lawrence, “How could we better utilize our 
parks?”   Harvey, “One example is Maynard Peterson. We have a beautiful softball field that 
isn’t being played on.  Teams had to have a million dollar bond to play there, so they are 
playing at the SRO instead.  Parks go through cycles. It is good to see the park at Coon Lake 
being used again.  A while ago, I was coaching two baseball teams there, 20-30 kids there at 
a time.  The problem I have seen is we tried to change it to give older kids or teenagers 
something to do.  But, we did move the skateboard park and it gets used.”  Davis, “And we 
have received no complaints from over there.”   Harvey, “I think are lot of issues are the 
cycle of the neighborhood.  I would like to see some kind of trail system going, they will be 
used more.”  Lawrence, “For years I heard about the trail system of East Bethel.  I said, 
“Let’s go on the trail.” So we did and I found out they didn’t go anywhere.”    
 
Ken Langmade, “I have been on the Park Commission for six years now and I have been 
involved in youth programs for many, many years.  We have a lot of things that need to be 
done.  We have a new program coming out involving Linwood and some other cities with 
the possibilities of grant money’s and I would like to stay on the committee to work on these 
things.”   
 
Moegerle made a motion to reappoint to the Park Commission Bonnie Harvey and Ken 
Langmade for terms until January 31, 2016 and Kermit Kirkevold for a term 
beginning January 16, 2013 until January 31, 2016.  Lawrence seconded; all in favor, 
motion carries.  
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Upper Rum 
River 
Watershed 
Management 
Organization 
Resident  
 
 
  

Davis explained that Jared Trost served as the City resident representative of the URRWMO 
for many years.  He resigned in October of 2012.   
 
In response to this vacancy, we advertised on the City’s website, at the Town Hall meeting 
and at City Hall.  The City has received a letter of interest from Calvin Bahr. We have left 
the application acceptance period open until Wednesday, January 16th at 3:00 p.m. 
 
We have included copies of all letters of interest received as part of your agenda materials.  
 
Staff is recommending Council interview the candidates for the vacancy as the East Bethel 
Resident Representative on the Upper Rum River Watershed Management Organization and 
make an appointment.  Previously, this appointment has not had a term and staff 
recommends assigning a term of four years to this position. 
 
Davis explained that Mr. Bahr couldn’t be here tonight, he was out of town.  But, Council 
has met him previously at a Council meeting.     
 
DeRoche made a motion to appoint Calvin Bahr to the Upper Rum River Watershed 
Organization for a term beginning January 16, 2013 until January 31, 2017 (four 
years).  Moegerle seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 

Anoka County 
Board 
Meeting at 
East Bethel 
City Hall 

Davis explained that Anoka County contacted staff and requested to use our Council 
Chambers for the Tuesday, February 12, 2013 for their Management Committee meeting and 
Anoka County Board of Commissioner’s meeting.  The meetings start at 8:30 a.m. and 9:30 
a.m. respectively.  
 
The county has been using other facilities in Anoka County for their board meetings to give 
Anoka County residents access to the meetings for over a year.  In 2012 they held meetings 
at Centerville City Hall, Columbia Heights City Hall, Anoka City Hall and ISD #15.  
 
Staff recommends Council approve the request from Anoka County to hold their 
Management Committee meeting and Board of Commissioner’s meetings on Tuesday, 
February 12 at East Bethel City Hall in Council Chambers.   
 
Moegerle made a motion to approve the request from Anoka County to hold their 
board meetings at East Bethel City Hall in Council Chambers on Tuesday, February 
12, 2013.  DeRoche seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 

Adjourn 
 

DeRoche made a motion to adjourn at 9:42 PM. Moegerle seconded; all in favor, 
motion carries. 

Attest: 
 
 
Wendy Warren 
Deputy City Clerk 



 

  EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
October 17, 2012 

 
The East Bethel City Council met on October 17, 2012 at 7:30 PM for their regular meeting at City Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:     Bob DeRoche  Richard Lawrence Heidi Moegerle (arrived 7:56 p.m.) 

Bill Boyer 
 
MEMBERS EXCUSED: Steve Voss 
  
ALSO PRESENT:    Jack Davis, City Administrator 
    Craig Jochum, City Engineer 

Mark Vierling, City Attorney 
            
Call to Order 
 
 

The October 17, 2012 City Council meeting was called to order by Mayor Lawrence at 
7:30 PM.     

Adopt Agenda  
 

Boyer made a motion to adopt the October 17, 2012 City Council agenda.   DeRoche 
requested the addition of a closed session after Council Reports for current or pending 
litigation under Minnesota State Statute 13D.05 subdivision 3b.  Boyer accepted the 
amendment.  DeRoche seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  
 

Joe Pelawa – 
Service on 
Planning 

Mr. Joe Pelawa served the City of East Bethel as a Planning Commission member from 
2011-2012.  We will be presenting him with a plaque in honor of his service to the City.   
 
City staff recommends City Council recognize Mr. Pelawa’s service to the City of East 
Bethel as a Planning Commission Member.   
 
Joe Pelawa was not at the meeting to accept the recognition. 
 

Jarod Trost – 
Service on 
URRWMO 

Mr. Jared Trost served the City of East Bethel as an Upper Rum River Watershed 
Management Organization resident member from 2008-2012.  We will be presenting him 
with a plaque in honor of his service to the City.    
 
City staff recommends City Council recognize Mr. Trost’s service to the City of East Bethel 
as an Upper Rum River Watershed Management Organization Resident Member. 
 
He has moved out of town and can no longer represent the City.   
 

Sheriff’s 
Report 

Lieutenant Orlando gave the September 2012 report as follows:  
 
DWI Arrests: There were 2 DWI arrests for the month of September.  One arrest involved a 
driver who was passed out behind the wheel at a stoplight on Hwy 65.  The second arrest 
involved a property damage accident, where one driver who was intoxicated, failed to stop 
for a stop sign and struck a passing vehicle.  The driver tested at a .20 bac.  Luckily there 
were no injuries, only damage to the vehicles. 
 
Burglaries:  There were three burglaries reported.  One involved a set of Cleveland golf 
clubs being taken from a garage after breaking into the garage service door.  Cleveland are a 
very unique golf club.  The second burglary involved an unoccupied home where entry was 
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made and tools were taken.  The third burglary involved a dirt bike being stolen from a 
garage.  The dirt bike was recovered by a state patrol when an arrest was made on the male 
suspect driving it. 
 
Property Damage:  There was one report of damage to property involving a window being 
broken on a vehicle.  The owner did not believe that anything was taken. 
 
Thefts:   There were 17 theft reports.  One involved an intoxicated, disorderly male who was 
refusing to pay his bar tab at a local establishment.  Upon deputies arrival, the male 
continued to be belligerent and was subsequently arrested for disorderly conduct and theft as 
he continued to refuse to pay his bar tab.  The following day the male contacted deputies to 
let them know he was going to go back and pay his bill so he wanted the theft charge 
dismissed.  The deputy advised that would be up to the City Attorney.  There were 2 adult 
males who were arrested attempting to steal parts in the early morning hours from an auto 
parts business locked fenced in yard.  The one male said he was “loosening the parts” so 
when he came back in the day time he wouldn’t have to spend so long in the yard – it is 
creative but he still was arrested.  There were two reported vehicle thefts – one with the key 
left in the ignition.  That is not a good place to keep your key.  Now that political signs are 
out in yards we have had a series of thefts involving them.  In East Bethel we only had one 
reported sign theft but have had many throughout the contract areas.  There were two reports 
of packages that had been taken after being delivered to houses.  There was also a reported 
theft of a signed Percy Harvin photograph from a local business the photograph was returned 
the next day. 
 
There has been a rash of fraudulent cases involving people selling items.  The victim posts 
an ad for an item they are selling.  The suspect contacts them, usually via email and tells 
them they are going to send a check for more than the asking price, requesting the seller to 
cash the check, keep the $ amount for the item then forward the rest to another person, 
usually in another state (sometimes in another country).  Unfortunately many times the 
victims believe this is legitimate and when they take the check to their bank, if the victim 
does not have money in their account to cover the check, they can receive the cash that day, 
leading the victim to believe the check is good.  When the check comes back as forged or 
counterfeit in the next few days, the victim is now on the hook for that dollar amount.  Do 
NOT forward money onto people – if you get a request to do that, realize that it is a scam 
and you will be the one who is out the money in the end.  Law enforcement probably will 
not be able to catch the other person. 
 
Lawrence, “When you talk about that scam, he had the same thing happen when he was 
selling things on Craigslist.  He took the check to his bank, and the check was from a 
legitimate account.  They did a little more checking and found out check was fraudulent.  
They were trying to scam money.  He then called him up and he tried to cash the check but it 
didn’t go through.”   
 
Orlando, “With the printing from a PC you can issue a check from a computer that looks 
valid.”   
 
DeRoche, “Do you know the status for the Level 3 sex offender.”  Orlando, “She has not 
heard anything further on him. If he goes somewhere else, they would only be notified if he 
was going to live in East Bethel.” 
 
DeRoche, “Has been approached that there are parties cruising the shoreline with bright 
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lights.  By the time someone got there they are gone.  A pontoon that goes by and it seems 
they are looking for something to steal.”  Orlando, “We can check into it and see what they 
can do.”  DeRoche, “When I call in and I asks for the East Bethel deputy.”   
 
Boyer referenced the statistics, “The incident reports are up by over 25%.  Is there a reason 
for that?  I am looking at the year to date.”  Orlando, “I believe incident reports being up is 
related to the radio calls being up also.  The deputies are to do an incident report for every 
radio call they get.”  DeRoche, “Does this includes dog reports?”  Orlando, “Yes, it does.”  
Boyer, “We cut police services by 10%, vehicle lockouts have dropped, extra patrols have 
dropped, business checks have dropped, agency aids have dropped and aids to the public 
have dropped.”  Orlando, “The community service officer numbers are taken off the CSO 
logs.  I will look into it and talk to the CSOs and see if they are not documenting them.”  
Boyer, “It strikes me like we are paying a lot for this reduction in service.”  
 

Public Forum 
 
 

Lawrence opened the Public Forum for any comments or concerns that were not listed on the 
agenda.   
 
Gordy Hoppe – 604 189th Ave NE.  He sold the dirt to the contractor for the Jackson Street.  
He now wants to remove 1000 yards to level out his yard.  He is going to remove it without 
a mining permit, since a permit is not needed.  He was just advising the City in case 
residents called.     
 
John Buzick – 661 207th Ave NE.  He talked to Planning Commission members.  He is 
somewhat interested in purchasing the Sylvester Site.  He said he doesn’t want to have to 
buy it if he has to buy another 13 acres.  His business is renting out site to small auto dealers. 
Each dealer would have five or ten stalls.  He explained rarely do the cars really show up at 
the site.  He will be present at the next Planning Commission meeting.     
 
Davis, “It will be presented at the October 22 Planning Commission meeting.  The zoning at 
221st at Hwy 65 will be discussed.  The area is an overlay district and the zoning here 
requires a minimum of 20 acres to submit a plan.”   
 
Buzick, “If I am going to start the process, if it is a worthwhile endeavor.”  Lawrence, “What 
is your timeline.”  Buzick, “It could be a year down the line and I would like to know if I 
could conduct this sort of business at that site.  If I am able to, I would make a deposit on the 
property.”  DeRoche, “We can’t discuss much without the Planning Commission looking at 
it.”  Buzick, “I will attend the Planning Commission meeting.”  DeRoche, “If you are going 
to go to that meeting and make a presentation you probably want to have has much 
information as you can.”  Buzick, “If 20 acres is required, then deal might not work.”  
Boyer, “With the access at 221st and where would the new access for this area be in relation 
to Sandy Drive.”  Davis, “Any access to that property would require approval from the 
County.  The County might want the property owner to have a different access point as there 
now is a median near the access now.”   
 
There were no more comments so the Public Forum was closed. 
 

Consent 
Agenda 
  
 
 

It was questioned if the Fire Department shared services grant is a bill for us.  Davis, “There 
is no obligation from the City to provide any funds and it is not a matching grant.  The City 
would not have implemented the share services recommendation.”  DeRoche, “Wasn’t there 
just a study done.”  Davis, “Yes, but it appears that won’t be moving forward.”  DeRoche,  
“Can we get what issues they bumped up against.”  Davis, “The issues were who is going to 
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 control what.  That was the major thing that they were talking about.  Some participants 

weren’t in favor of the proposal.” 
 
Boyer motioned to approve the Consent Agenda  as follows: A. Approve Bills; B. 
Meeting Minutes, October 3, 2012, Regular Meeting: C. Fire Department Shared 
Services Study Grant;  D. Fire Department Community Resilience Innovation 
Challenge Grant;  E. Approve Jackson Street Materials Testing Contract; F. Pay 
Estimate #2 to North Valley for the Coon Lake Beach and Miscellaneous  Overlay 
Projects.  DeRoche seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 

2013 Budget 
Discussion 

Davis explained that Council approved a preliminary budget and levy on September 5, 2012 
and submitted this to the Anoka County Auditor. The preliminary levy will be used to 
provide property taxpayers with parcel specific notices in November for pay 2013 taxes.  
The final 2013 Budget and levy will then adopted by City Council in December.  The final 
levy adopted in December 2012 cannot be increased from the preliminary levy, but can be 
reduced. 
 
At the September 19, 2012 City Council meeting, staff was directed to include the 2013 
Budget as a discussion item on the agenda for the remaining council meetings of the year.  
Attachment #1 lists additional proposed 2013 budget reductions that were reviewed at the 
October 3, 2012 City Council meeting. 
 
In addition to these reductions, provision of services for other municipalities could produce 
other potential sources of non-tax revenues. This item will be discussed as part of agenda 
item-Building Inspection Services for Oak Grove. 
 
The proposed reductions listed in the attachment do not address the projected $91,000 bond 
payment deficit for 2013. The following are the more common means by which this item or 
other MCES obligations could be considered: 

1.) Utilize the projected 2012 budget savings (amount staff projects the budget will be 
under the approved 2012 budget)  of approximately $125,000 to cover this cost; 

2.) Use of 2011 Sheriff’s Department escrow, 2013 budget contingencies and any 
necessary amounts from the 2012 budget savings to pay for the deficit; 

3.) Utilize the potential revenue of approximately $60,000 that could be derived from 
contractual services with other units of government and a combination of general 
fund monies, escrow carry-overs, 2013 budget contingencies or further reductions in 
2013 budget to accommodate the balance; and/or 

4.) Divert the required amount of funds from the City’s transfer payments, either total or 
partial, from the Streets, Parks and/or Trails Capital fund or the City’s HRA monies 
for this expense. 

 
Unless otherwise directed, this debt is proposed be paid from the General Fund which has an 
adequate reserve to pay the projected $91,000 deficit ($91,000 is the difference between the 
2012 project cash balance carry-over of $241,812 and the projected 2013 SAC, WAC and 
assessment fees of $375,200 that will be collected from the Municipal Utilities Project 
subtracted from the bond payments for 2013 of $708,388).  
 
The Fund Balance information for the General Fund is as follows: 
 
 December 31, 2011 Fund Balance   $2,254,404 
 Estimated 2012 Revenues over Budget:          $15,000 
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 Estimated 2012 Expenditures under Budget:        $125,000 
 Estimated December 31, 2012 Fund Balance  $2,394,404 
 
Projected December 31, 2012 fund balance of $2,394,404 is 49.8% of the preliminary 2013 
General Fund Expenditures of $4,811,223.  If this projected fund balance is reduced by 
$91,000 for bond payments, the projected December 31, 2012 fund balance of $2,303,404 is 
47.9% of proposed 2013 General Fund expenditures.  The State Auditor recommends a fund 
balance between 35-50% of the following years’ budgeted expenditures.  
 
Staff is requesting Council direction for any or other proposed 2013 Budget adjustments.  
 
DeRoche, “Welcome to the meeting Heidi.” 
 
Moegerle, “With regard to the $109,000 that is also owed to Met Council.  Is it accounted 
for in this number?”  Davis, “No, it is not, it has to be paid sometime.  If we plan on 
reducing our units in 2013, the acceleration of the SAC unit goals is accelerated.”  Moegerle,  
“We haven’t calculated what that cost is, is there an interest rate?”  Davis, “It is more 
complex than just an interest rate.”  DeRoche, “It is pay now or pay more later.”  Davis, “It 
is to give us more flexibility now and give breathing room, and back load.”   
 
Moegerle, “Is there a time frame on when we have to make the decision.  Our growth has 
gone down in the past few years and with this we are back loading the whole situation.”  
Davis, “Assuming the projections for 2013 are correct, the $91,000 is a hard cost.  The SAC 
figure is a floating figure.  It might not be due and payable this year, but it will be at some 
time.”   
 
DeRoche, “We would have to make people pay a large fee at some point.”  Moegerle, 
“Historical performance doesn’t predict events.  We need to be cautious.”  Boyer, “I analyze 
housing market trends and would take some issues with DeRoche’s statements.  Real Estate 
Owned Transactions are reducing.  Housing prices are increasing and foreclosures are 
decreasing.  The general consensus from what I read is the housing market is stabilizing.  
That is specifically looking at the MSA.”  Moegerle, “We had three housing permits this 
year.  We need to jump start it a little bit.”  Lawrence, “How many permits Ham Lake had 
this past year?”  Davis, “They had 15 and Oak Grove had 15 permits.”  Moegerle, “Which is 
more like us?”  Davis, “You can’t compare either one of them.”   
 
DeRoche, “We need to be cautious.”  Lawrence, “We are already one of the highest tax rates 
in the area.  We need to keep that in check.”  DeRoche, “I asked people at the last Business 
Owners Meeting at Route 65 if people had looked at their taxes.  If the businesses don’t pay 
it, then the residents will pay it.”  Moegerle, “We were voted in by residents not businesses.  
We have to be extremely sensitive to our taxpayers.  There is $1.2 million due in 2016 and 
2017.  It kicks in and we have to levy for it in 2015.  That is equal to 1/3 of our budget.  If 
we kick things down the road it will be make it more difficult to make.”  DeRoche, “I don’t 
want to increase taxes.  At the meet the candidate forum, no one said they wouldn’t, but do 
they want to, no.  We have these bills coming up, and somehow they have to be balanced 
out.  To put it all on the residences is not fair.”   
 
Moegerle, “Boyer how it was going to be paid for?”  Boyer, “When you came in you kicked 
the can down an entire year.”  Lawrence, “No, they needed a year for the weather.”  
Moegerle, “What was the plan was and how they were going to get the businesses to come 
here. Is there something that we didn’t do?  How was this planned to be paid for?  Were 
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there discussions?”  Boyer, “You were at the meetings.”  Moegerle, “Were they going to 
come without incentives?”  Boyer, “Incentives are a ridiculous waste of money.  Are we 
really going to have a discussion on economic development?”  Moegerle, “A statement 
would suffice.”  Boyer, “If one would take a different strategy versus giving people money 
to relocate here.  Hiring a professional economic development person was Council’s 
direction.”  Moegerle, “I agree with that.” 
 
Lawrence, “This is going nowhere.”  Boyer, “You hired someone to look at the numbers and 
they said it was a doable project.  It is also conservative.”  Moegerle, “How are we going to 
get the businesses here?”  Boyer, “You sell things people.  It is government.  It is skilled 
workers.  They make decisions on relocating based on market base and projections.  You are 
selling community amenities.”  Moegerle, “It sells itself.  But we still need an economic 
develop person to help sell it.”    Lawrence, “We have been working on that process.  The 
first thing that people ask is how much the land is and how much the taxes are.”  DeRoche, 
“When do we get to the point where we say we can’t cut anymore.  People are paying a 
certain amount of taxes for a certain amount of services.”  
 
Lawrence, “On page 36 – let’s look at the list.  Like the Laserfiche, would be $1,200 is a 
savings.  Moegerle, “We have parks that are underutilized.  Don’t parks get a park 
dedication fee.  Couldn’t we get that fund replenished with new business?”  Davis, “The 
park acquisition and development fund is from development fees.  The transfer is for 
maintenance.”   
 
Davis, “There are consequences to cuts.  We will postpone the hiring of a vacancy in the 
public works department.  There would be some alternate plans.  I could also do some work 
in Public Works.  These are the things we could reduce with less pain then some of the 
others.” 
 
DeRoche, “Where would we stop?”  Moegerle, “These would be the last cut and the first 
restored.  They would be provisional/temporary cuts added back in March/April when fees 
were received.”  DeRoche, “Jack you are willing to accept anything and put in more hours.  
How many hours do you have to come in, because it is cut, cut, cut.”  Davis, “I appreciate 
that recognition but sometimes you have to do things.  Staff has assumed more 
responsibilities with a good morale, but there is a point where you can’t do more with less.”  
 
Moegerle said the budget has a 1.5% increase for employees.  If we stepped that and did part 
of an increase in January and some in July.  Davis said a percent increase represents about 
$15,000.  It isn’t much.  In the scheme of things, it wouldn’t help us achieve a lot of our 
goals.  DeRoche said the raise is good for morale.  Moegerle said you need to know where 
the push back is on these things.  Boyer said he thinks he agrees with DeRoche.  This is not 
the Federal Government.  We don’t have billion dollar programs.  If you cut the budget you 
are cutting services.  
 
Boyer said if we don’t have the maintenance person through the winter plowing seasons that 
means that every ones roads will not be plowed.  Davis said that position could possibly be 
vacant.  Boyer said he is being cautious.  Lawrence said we have trimmed the budget back.   
 
Moegerle, “One of my concerns are if we cut into our rainy day fund, we should find a way 
where we don’t cut into revenues and don’t cut into our savings.  If we contract with the City 
of Oak Grove, that projected  $60,000 would get us close to what we need to do.  It would 
get us closer to the payments we need to make in 2015.  Compromises are best when we 
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make everyone unhappy.” 
 
Lawrence , “We should move off the budget item and move on to the next item.  We are not 
done working on this.”  DeRoche, “This was a proposed budget and proposed levy.”   
 
Moegerle motioned to adopt the proposed the budget reductions on page 36.  Vierling, 
“You can’t make that motion since it failed at the last meeting on a 2-2 vote.  That could be 
reconsidered by Boyer or DeRoche.  You will be coming for final review in December.”   
 
Moegerle, “DeRoche what you think of those reductions on page 36.”  DeRoche, “I don’t 
like the public works reduction and we don’t want to cut the employee raise.  What 
alternatives can we direct Davis to find?  With the economy and everything else going up 
and with less than 1% increase in the budget that isn’t much.  The cost to the residents is like 
$5.00.”  Moegerle, “Well it is like $15.00.”  DeRoche, “If it is going to amount to $15.00 per 
household, that isn’t bad.  Are we going to cut that $15.00 or we are going to cut services.   
That is one dollar a month.”  Lawrence, “It is always ok to raise taxes as long as it isn’t very 
much, I don’t like that theory.  Raising the taxes when we have to is legitimate, but are we 
nit picking it all out now.”  Moegerle, “We can always put it back if we have a better year 
than we expect.”  Boyer, “We can always carry the surplus over.”  DeRoche , “Part time 
employees we are cutting and we will have to make up for that.”  Davis, “There would be 
adjustments in schedule.  Even with these reductions there will be a change in services.”  
DeRoche, “We apparently saw a need for this person, but now we don’t.”  Moegerle, “We 
were going to let the parks go natural.  We need to get a recommendation before council.”   
 
Moegerle, “If we took out $21,000, it would be a $2.00 increase per household.”  DeRoche, 
“I don’t want to raise taxes.”  Moegerle, “I think you are making an argument that Davis is 
not making.”  Davis, “It will not be a huge impact.”  DeRoche, “Do you think he would tell 
us?”  Moegerle, “Yes, he would.”  DeRoche, “No he wouldn’t, he keeps taking on more and 
more.”  Davis, “Would those consequences be major, no, but if they continue, it would be 
major with more reductions in services.”  DeRoche, “If you start cutting things now, it is a 
lot easier to cut things more next time.”  Davis, “That $21,000 for 2013, if 2014 comes 
around that goes back up $21,000.  That is a short time solution.”  Boyer, “We are four 
weeks from snow.” DeRoche, “The street maintenance thing is important.”   
 
DeRoche made a motion to accept the proposed reductions for the 2013 Budget on page 
36 except for the Street Maintenance. Moegerle seconded. Boyer, nay; DeRoche, 
Lawrence and Moegerle, aye; motion carries.  
 

Cemetery 
Regulations 

Davis explained that the City of East Bethel currently owns, operates, and maintains three 
cemeteries within the city limits. Oak Leaf Cemetery, Old Bethel Cemetery, and East Bethel 
Cemeteries are all active cemeteries that require regular maintenance, grave opening and 
closing services during all seasons, and annual tree trimming and leaf collection.  Staff 
would like to formalize a uniform set of regulations guiding the use and maintenance of 
these public properties.  
 
Currently city staff is responsible for receiving and processing requests for purchasing 
cemetery plots, processing and planning grave openings, digging the burial or cremation 
plot, closing the plots after the burial ceremony, and maintaining the grounds of the 
cemetery.  Opening and closing of the burial plots can occur during any season and on any 
day of the week.  During winter months, the ground must be thawed by propane heater 
before the digging can take place.  Weekends, evenings, and holiday burials require a staff 
person to work overtime for the closing of the grave. 
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The use of decorations and plantings around the plots is a concern that requires a definitive 
set of guidelines as to permissible uses.  Monument repair and responsibility is another issue 
that needs to be addressed to clearly define the expectations of the City.  Having a uniform 
set of cemetery regulations will also help with the processing and planning of the burial 
locations as well. 
 
Attached is a proposed set of cemetery regulations that has been prepared to address the 
concerns that staff constantly deals with in maintenance of these properties. 
 
The Park Commission has reviewed the proposed cemetery regulations and recommended 
adding the section on monuments for future, unsold plots.  Their recommendation is to only 
allow monuments/markers that are at or below ground level so that maintenance activities 
can be performed with fewer obstructions.  Existing plots and plots that have been sold but 
have not been used yet would still be permitted to place monuments/markers that are above 
ground level. 
  
The Park Commission has reviewed the proposed cemetery regulations and has unanimously 
recommended adopting the regulations.  Staff is requesting Council approval of the 
Cemetery Regulation Policy or further direction on this matter.  
 
Boyer made a motion to adopt the Cemetery Regulation Policy.  Lawrence seconded. 
 
DeRoche, “Under the monuments section, number 2, I would like to strike out the first part 
of that.  I would like to encourage the public works persons to be more careful where 
markers are mowed over.  I think that graveyards are a sacred place and people need to take 
care and have more respect.  It is up to the people to take care of them.  If the ground isn’t 
right and you chip the monument, what do you do.”   
 
Vierling, “You are balancing a number of issues, such as cost.”  Lawrence, “About markers, 
the problem you have is they don’t always stay where you put them.  They raise and lower, 
and sometimes tip and come up.  This is telling the owners, they need to readdress them if 
they are askew.”  DeRoche, “If the markers shift, what the City does if you ruin a stone.  
This policy tells the maintenance staff they have to be careful.”  Moegerle, “Do we have a 
habit of ruining stones?”  Davis, “They do shift and move and get damaged, but sometimes 
the grass is up and it camouflages the monument.  If the City causes damage to the marker 
through our own negligence then we should fix it.”  Lawrence, “Some cemeteries have a 
staff that reviews the monuments.”  Davis, “Yes, they do, but we don’t have that.”  
Moegerle, “I know there are experts that repair monuments and understand we aren’t 
responsible when you read this.  I like the fact that our City is responsible and we have 
responsible employees.  If there was something done by negligence of the City employees, 
we would fix it.”  Lawrence, “If someone walks up, and says there stone was damaged, then 
we need to buy a new stone.”  DeRoche, “If it is maintenance that does damage, we should 
fix it.”   
 
Ken Langmade, resident, “My wife folks are buried over here by City Hall.  Someone 
mowing over there hit the tombstone and turned it sideways.  It would have been hard for us 
to get it straightened out.  The City fixed the problem.”   
 
Moegerle, “I understand that.”   
 
Boyer amended his motion to strike Monuments (Plots sold after October 3, 2012) 

2) While reasonable care will be taken to protect markers, the City of East Bethel is not 
responsible for the damage done to markers or property. Stone markers are 
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considered private property of the relatives of the deceased and they are therefore 
responsible for their care. 

  Lawrence seconded the amendment. All in favor, motion carries. 
 
Moegerle, “What happens if we disturb the location?”  Davis, “The monument companies 
always ask for a location of the stone, which the City states out.”  Moegerle, “Number 3 is 
for vandalism?”  Davis, “Yes and also prohibits people from digging their own plot.”  
Moegerle, “Are they are handicap accessible.”  Davis, “Yes, the one by the public works 
building.  There are internal roads in some of them, not all paved.”  Moegerle, “Are there are 
cemetery regulations if someone has violated the visitor rules.  Is this provided for in our 
ordinances?  What will the sheriff do?  Or is this a nice policy.”  Vierling, “If they are 
adopted under the ordinance then they would be ordinance violations. It is still City 
property.”  Moegerle, “I wondered if it is trespassing.”  Vierling, “It could be.”   
 
Moegerle, “On number 3 on grave decorations, I could see Veteran’s Day, Valentine’s Day, 
and every major holiday, there could be issues with flowers.  Is that the best discussion on 
how we want to do this?”  Davis, “This is a tradition based policy.  This has always been the 
policy that is the most visited day.  I don’t see any issues or conflicts with this at this time.  
It permits more with fewer restrictions.  If we open the door up, we will have more 
maintenance issues.  This is just laying flowers on the ground, not in a stand.”  Moegerle, 
“Do the monuments have built in holders?”  Lawrence, “A lot of them are designed with 
them and are ground level.”  
 
 

Lighting 
Options for 
City Hall 

Davis explained that staff has met with representatives from Connexus Energy and local 
electricians to research possible options for providing power to the East Bethel City Hall 
Sign located adjacent to the parking lot entrance along 221st Ave. Currently the City Hall 
Sign location is isolated from any electric service. The following options are available as a 
power source: 
 

1.) The first option would involve bringing power from the supply box along the north 
side of City Hall and trenching a line around the building to the driveway where the 
line would be horizontal bored and extended to the sign location. Because of the 
length of this route and amount of trenching required in the area where most of the 
utilities for City Hall are located, this would be the most expensive option and would 
provide limited alternatives for future needs. 

 
2.) The second option would involve using one of transformers on existing poles located 

south of the driveway entrance on 221st Avenue and installing a new service pedestal 
dedicated to powering the City Hall sign lights and possible future needs. Future 
needs would require additional boring beneath the driveway. Cost estimates for this 
option are approximately $3,387.00 plus the cost of the lights. 

 
3.) The third option would be installing a new pole along the existing overhead service 

halfway between Palisade St and the 221st Ave entrance to City Hall. A new pole 
would be needed to support a transformer and would eliminate the need to horizontal 
bore beneath the driveway. A new service pedestal dedicated for powering the sign 
lights and possible future needs would be placed near the sign. Future electrical 
needs would not require any additional boring in that area. Cost estimates for this 
option are approximately $3,447.00 plus the cost of the lights. 

  
Staff would recommend option #3 at this time and is seeking direction from Council as to 
procedure on this matter.  
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Boyer, “Would the lights be timed?”  Davis, “Yes, they could be.”  Boyer, “It doesn’t make 
sense to light this area after 11 p.m. at night.”  Davis, “I agree.”  Boyer, “Have we looked at 
solar.”  Davis, “Yes, we do have solar lights out there now.”  Boyer, “Will it be a more 
robust system than what is out there now?”  Davis, “Yes, these lights would draw more 
power.  We didn’t investigate them due to the price increase and also not enough power.” 
DeRoche, “I was wondering if there are pictures of what these lights look like.”  Davis, “No, 
they would be ground pad lights.”  Boyer, “Can you use directional lighting off the poles?”  
Davis, “No, you wouldn’t be able to based on location.  The one pole is over 150 feet away.” 
 
Moegerle made a motion to approve Lighting Option #3 for City Hall.  DeRoche 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 
 

Fire Dept. 
Report 

Davis explained that the fire department report is for your information and review.  If you 
have any questions, I would be happy to try to answer them. 
 
Moegerle, “The Fire Department has come up a number of times in the budgeting process.  
What would be valuable to me would be an additional column saying if the people were 
transported or if they were handled at the location.  I think our Fire Department is primarily 
an EMS department.  It is great we have so many certified paramedics.”  DeRoche, “What a 
good intent call.”  Davis, “It is when someone isn’t really needed in the end, when they 
thought they were needed.”   
 
Boyer, “Historically your EMS calls will out-number the fire calls.”  Moegerle, “How we 
know what the severity is?”  Boyer, “We do have the ability to talk to people if they are 
abusing the service.”  Moegerle, “Those situations do occur.  Maybe we should get a year-
end tally of what happens at addresses.”  Boyer, “Some fire alarm systems go off in 
thunderstorms.  Rather than putting in putting in more sophisticated systems, they let the 
City subsidize them.”  DeRoche, “Don’t some cities charge for them.”  Orlando, “Yes they 
do.”  Boyer, “A few years ago there were a number calls to one house for an alarm system, 
and that is what prompted action.” 
 

Electronic 
Reader Board 
Bids 

Davis explained that at the September 19, 2012 City Council meeting, direction was given to 
staff to solicit bids for replacing the storm damaged City Billboard located at the intersection 
of Viking Boulevard and Hwy. 65. The bid was advertised in the Anoka-Union and on the 
LMC website. 
The following bid requirements were provided as a format for base bids and alternate 
upgrades: 
 

1) The Contractor is responsible for the dismantling and proper disposal of the existing 
sign as well as all site clean-up.  The existing footings, support poles and electric 
service will remain and be used for the new structure. 

2) The sign will be a double faced aluminum cabinet finished with a heavy textured 
finish in tan (or other color as selected) with the final outside dimension of 16’ W x 
10’ H. Each side of the sign panel will have individual translucent green acrylic 
plastic letters with white trim cap reading “City of East Bethel” and will be internally 
illuminated with white LED lighting. Final design to be approved by the City. 

3) Poles to be covered with .080” aluminum covers finished in the same heavy textured 
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tan finish utilized on the upper cabinet. 

4) Message center to be Daktronic AF 3500 Series Monochromatic 46mm, 32 x 96 
matrix or approved equal. LED color to be amber. 

5) The sign must utilize programming software compatible with Microsoft products. 

6) The bid will include all electrical connections. 

7) The sign must be able to be remotely programmed from East Bethel City Hall using 
radio equipment or cellular transmission. 

8) An architectural rendering of the completed sign must be furnished as part of the bid. 
At a minimum the rendering must address exterior finishes of the support posts , 
decorative framing details of the main sign board or other finish details .  

9) Other than the City name or logo, there is to be no other  permanent signage on the 
board.   

The overall sign dimensions are to be 10’H by 16’W and placed on the existing poles and 
footings on site of the existing sign. The lower portion of the sign would contain the 5’6”H 
by 15’W electronic reader board and the upper portion would be reserved for the “City of 
East Bethel” nameplate. The base bid includes individual LED backlit green letters. The 
reader board will have the ability to display numerous types of fonts, letter sizes, and 
animations. The minimum legible letter size the sign has the ability to display would be four 
lines (16-19 letters per line) of 12” letters. The sign can display imagines, animations, and 
text in many different shades of amber. At a minimum the support poles will be wrapped in 
aluminum to match the upper portion of the sign and the existing footings and electrical 
service would remain. Staff will be able to program the sign either cellular or by radio 
transmission and would have the ability to provide updates in real time. 

 Alternate bid items include: 

1) A full-color electronic reader board with the ability to display full color images, 
animations, and text. 

2) Stone veneer columns or other accepted finishes in lieu of aluminum for support pole 
wrapping and aesthetic frame details for the sign board. 

3) An upgraded city nameplate, logo, or other design as approved by the City. 
4) An electronic reader board with a higher pixel count with the ability to display 

legible 9” letters on 5 lines (25 characters per line). 
 
The previous billboard was able to display four lines of 9” letters with 18 letters on each 
line.  
 
Bids for the project will be opened on Tuesday, October 16, 2012 at 10 AM at City Hall. 
Staff will e-mail the tabulations, renderings and recommendations for your review by no 
later than 4:00 PM of the same day. 
 
Staff will provide a recommendation to Council with the submission of the bid tabulations. 
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The two bidders need to respond to the information requirements so they can be further be 
evaluated.  Until we can supply everyone the information we need to table this item.  There 
was some confusion as to what materials were quoted.  DeRoche was wondering if we will 
have it for the next meeting.  Davis said yes. 
 
Boyer made a motion to table the Electronic Reader Board bids until the next City 
Council meeting. DeRoche seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  
 

Building 
Inspections 
Services 
Contract 

The City of Oak Grove has indicated an interest in contracting Building Official and 
Inspection services from the City of East Bethel. Exploration of the potential of contracting 
building inspection services has been endorsed by the Oak Grove City Council and they are 
waiting on a proposal from the City of East Bethel to consider their decision to move 
forward on this matter. Oak Grove currently contracts this service with Inspectron, Inc. Oak 
Grove has expressed an interest to contract this service with East Bethel due to the excellent 
working relationship between our Cities, our common geography and an expectation of 
better services on their behalf. This service is anticipated to commence in January 2013, 
pending approval of both parties.  
 
Attached is the proposed contract between Oak Grove and East Bethel.  When reviewing the 
hourly charges stated in the attached contract, our cost for wages and benefits for our 
Building Official are $48.20/hr. and our proposed costs for a Building Inspector will be 
$35.60/hr. As part of our proposal and at Oak Grove’s request, we would provide office 
hours at the Oak Grove City Hall from 8:30 to noon, one day per week or provide the same 
number of hours at another time that is mutually agreeable to both parties.  
 
In order to provide this service to Oak Grove, the City would have to continue our current 
Building Inspectors position.  Funding for this position is provided in the preliminary 2013 
Budget. In the event that an agreement for services is not executed with Oak Grove, the City 
of East Bethel would need, at a minimum, a portion of this position to address the work load 
within our own Building Department. Entering into this agreement with Oak Grove would 
assure funds to cover this as a full time position. $74,000 for wages and benefits has been 
budgeted for this position for 2013.  
 
Nick Schmitz, the City Building Official, has been involved with the meetings and 
discussions of this proposal with Oak Grove. Mr. Schmitz sees no issues or reductions in 
services to East Bethel residents with this agreement provided we continue the position of 
City Building Inspector.   
 
The City of Oak Grove has paid Inspectron, Inc. $47,000 for services through September 
2012. This would project out to approximately $60,000 as Oak Grove’s payments for this 
service for 2012.  
 
It is anticipated that based on the fee schedule in the sample contract that this service 
agreement with Oak Grove has the potential to generate approximately $60,000 in additional 
revenue for the City of East Bethel in 2013 and cover our costs associated with this service.  
 
The proposal for this service would request 95% of the permit fees to cover our costs as Oak 
Grove does not currently charge plan review fees for decks and accessory structures. As an 
option, Oak Grove could add plan review fees (of which we would retain the full amount) 
for these items and we could reduce the percentage of the permit fee charge to 80%. 
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Staff is requesting authorization to submit the proposal for Building Official and Inspection 
Services to the City of Oak Grove. This proposal would be subject to any revisions and final 
approvals by both the City of Oak Grove and East Bethel. 
 
 
Exhibit A – Page 66 in proposal.  The fourth paragraph, fourth line, field inspected by 
Inspectron,  Inspectron has nothing to do with this. 
 
Exhibit B – Page 68 in proposal.  Inspectron needs to be removed. 

- Next line, add Bethel. 
 
Boyer, “Are there liabilities issues?”  Vierling, “Yes, but if you notify the League of the 
services then the City should be covered.”  Davis, “We have checked with the League on 
this.  The contract would be a 30 day cancellation notification on either side."   
 
Lawrence made a motion to authorize staff to submit the proposal for Building Official 
and Inspection Services to the City of Oak Grove.  DeRoche seconded; all in favor, 
motion carries.   
 

Liquor 
License 
Refund 

Troy Parker paid his City Liquor License fee on July 9, 2012. On or about August 19, 2012 
Mr. Parker closed Fatboy’s and is requesting a pro-rated refund of this City Liquor License 
fee of $3,700 due to his claim of a “recent illness and hospitalization”.   
 
City ordinance, Alcoholic Beverages, Section 6-54 reads: 
No part of the fee paid for any license issued under this article shall be refunded except in 
the following instances upon application to the city council within 30 days from the 
happening of the event. There shall be refunded a pro rata portion of the fee for the 
unexpired period of the license, computed on a monthly basis when operation of the licensed 
business ceases not less than one month before expiration of the license because of:  

(1 )Destruction or damage of the licensed premises by fire or other 
catastrophe that the licensee shall cease to carry on the licensed business;  
(2) The licensee's illness which can reasonably be expected to prohibit him 
from being actively engaged in the licensed business for the remainder of the 
period of the license;  
(3) The licensee's death; 
(4) A change in the legal status of the city, or some other event making it 
unlawful for the licensee to carry on the licensed business under his license, 
except when such license is revoked. 

 
Even though there is a condition in the City Ordinance that addresses license refunds for 
medical reasons, there is no description or provision as to how this claim for illness is to be 
substantiated.  Staff is of the opinion that additional documentation be required to 
supplement the single source medical diagnosis supplied by the applicant for the refund in 
order to determine the reasonableness of the request.  
 
The City has never refunded a liquor license fee. 
 
Approval of this request would entitle Mr. Parker to a refund of $3,083.33. Should a refund 
be approved, staff recommends that the refund be reduced in an amount equal to the time 
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over and above the ordinary effort that was required in the issuance of Mr. Parker’s 2012-
2013 City Liquor License.  This cost for the additional time for the City Administrator and 
City Clerk to accommodate Mr. Parker that was spent on this application is estimated to be 
$556.50.  He would also be required to relinquish his license to the City. 
 
The City Attorney has indicated (see attached correspondence) that we have no way to verify 
the claimed medical condition and if that condition had any impact on the operation of the 
business. Staff is seeking direction from Council on this individual matter and recommends 
amending the ordinance to clarify the conditions and requirements for refunds of liquor 
licenses.   
 
DeRoche, “Could I get a quick history on this and the synopsis?”  Davis, “The liquor 
licenses run from July to June the following year.  There are seven on sale licenses in the 
City.  Mr. Parker submitted a check just prior to June 30 and it was returned due to NSF 
funds.  He had some issues with the MN Department of Revenue and the City offered to 
meet with him on a weekend to get a check.  The City met with him at his place of business 
to get the check.  City staff has put in a lot of extra hours on this license, more than what is 
normal and reasonable.”  Moegerle, “Was there an instance where someone was disabled 
and that is how this why this was added to the ordinance?”  Boyer, “The Council added the 
change to cover for persons who had through no fault of their own, gotten ill.   It isn’t meant 
for the flu.”  Moegerle, “My concern is when this was discussed at the April 28, 2012 Board 
of Review.  He had told the Board that he made a business decision last month that the 
property was sold for $700,000.  His decision at that point was to sell the business back.  He 
didn’t say why he was selling it.  So it just smacks as self-serving at this point.”   
 
Moegerle made a motion to the Liquor License Refund for Troy Parker.  Direction is 
given to the City Administrator to ask Mr. Parker for more documentation on a 
serious illness than what has been provided at this point.  The documentation needs to 
be provided within 30 days.  DeRoche seconded.  Boyer said the $556 is not exactly fair 
from City perspective.  Something closer to 50% would be more reasonable.  All in favor; 
motion carries.   
 

Council 
Member  
Report –  
DeRoche 

Winter is coming and the muskrats are destroying boats.  He had the opportunity to go to a 
meet the candidate night.  He would encourage the people in TV land to study the 
candidates, the issues and be on top of what is going on.  There are a few more meet the 
candidate nights.   

Council 
Member 
Report – 
Boyer 

Keep an eye on your neighbors and make sure they are all right.   
   
 

Council 
Member 
Report – 
Moegerle 
 

She attended the website meeting.  They picked pictures for the website.  The website will 
go live on February 14, but they need spring pictures.   
 
She has also been contacted by residents saying we need to get more business.  As the 
president of the EDA, now that we have identified the problem what is the solution?  It is a 
real difficult problem.  How do we go out and contact them.  We are in the process of doing 
just that, but there are contractors that could do that for us.  Do we add this to Jack’s 
responsibilities?  If we are going to get a contractor that impacts the budget.  What kind of 
businesses do we want in our City?  Manufacturing would give a lot of ERUs.  A lot of 
people are following the issue.  She said another resident told her that if the EDA doesn’t get 
enough businesses in, they are responsible for the budget issue.  The EDA cannot be charged 
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with being responsible. 
 
With regards to the City of East Bethel on the south end of the City. The landscaping there is 
woeful, especially since one tree is dead where the City sign is. Could Parks look at a way to 
beautify that?  Davis said we could look at that. 
  

Mayor Report 
- Lawrence 

We had a good chat with Anoka County to help East Bethel attracted businesses.  We have 
been doing the campaigning thing.  There are lots of candidates in the audience and there are 
two more forums. 
 

Closed 
Session 
 

DeRoche made a motion to adjourn to closed session to discuss current litigation.  
Lawrence seconded, all in favor, motion carries.   
 
Vierling, “For the benefit of the public, we would note that the Council is going into closed 
session to discuss matters of pending or threatening litigation per MN Statute 13.D subd. 3b. 
Following the closed session the Council will return to announce any action taken during 
that time.  
 
 
Vierling, “All Council Members were in attendance during the closed session with the 
exception of Council Member Voss.  Also in attendance were the City Administrator and 
myself. The Council reviewed matters of pending or threatened litigation.  They discussed 
process and will review this at the next meeting.” 
 

Adjourn 
 

DeRoche made a motion to adjourn at 10:00 PM. Boyer seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries. 

 
 
Submitted by: 
           Attest: 
 
Jill Anderson 
Secretary     Wendy Warren 

          Deputy City Clerk 
 



CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-09 

 
A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING FEES TO BE COLLECTED BY THE CITY OF  

EAST BETHEL IN 2013 
 

 
  WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of East Bethel is the governing body of the City of 

East Bethel; and 
 
  WHEREAS, due to amendments to the various services and inclusion of new fees, a revision of 

the 2012 Fee Schedule is necessary. 
 
  NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST BETHEL, 

MINNESOTA THAT:  the City of East Bethel, Minnesota hereby establishes the following fee 
schedule for 2013: 

 
UTILITY OPERATIONS: 

 
  WASTEWATER TREATMENT-WHISPERING ASPEN 

   BASE CHARGE $18.38 PER QUARTER 
  USAGE CHARGES: 

 (BASED ON WATER USE DURING JANUARY, 
              FEBRUARY AND MARCH) 
     0-6,000 GALLONS PER QUARTER $6.30 PER 1, 000 GALLONS 

    6,001 - 15,000 GALLONS PER QUARTER $7.56 PER 1, 000 GALLONS 
    15,001 - 30,000 GALLONS PER QUARTER $9.07 PER 1,000 GALLONS 
    OVER 30,000 GALLONS PER QUARTER $10.89  PER 1,000 GALLONS 

  WATER SYSTEM ACCESS CHARGE-WHISPERING ASPEN $2,000  
SEWER SYSTEM ACCESS CHARGE-WHISPERING ASPEN $6,000  

  WATER SYSTEM ACCESS CHARGE-NON-WHISPERING ASPEN $3,600 
SEWER SYSTEM ACCESS CHARGE-NON-WHISPERING ASPEN $2,000 
(does not include Metropolitan Council SAC fee) 

 
  WASTEWATER TREATMENT-CASTLE TOWERS 

   BASE CHARGE $912.44 PER MONTH 
  USAGE CHARGE  $8.08 PER 1,000 GALLONS 

  WATER USE CHARGES 
   BASE CHARGE $56.30 PER QUARTER 

  USAGE CHARGES: 
     0-6,000 GALLONS PER QUARTER $10.60 PER 1, 000 GALLONS 

    6,001 - 15,000 GALLONS PER QUARTER $12.72 PER 1, 000 GALLONS 
    15,001 - 30,000 GALLONS PER QUARTER $15.26 PER 1,000 GALLONS 
    OVER 30,000 GALLONS PER QUARTER $18.32  PER 1,000 GALLONS 

  RADIUM REMEDIATION FEE-WHISPERING ASPEN $30 PER QUARTER 
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WATER TURN ON/OFF FEE $75  

  CONNECTION INSPECTION (NEW OR REPAIR) - SEWER $80  
CONNECTION INSPECTION (NEW OR REPAIR) - WATER $80  

  STREET LIGHTING CHARGE - WHISPERING ASPEN $1.50 PER MONTH 

  PENALTY CHARGES Bills are due within 14 days from the date of billing.  Bills not paid in full by the due  

 
date will pay a service charge of 10% of the current charges.  Beginning 30 days after  

 
the due date, all unpaid balances will accrue interest at the rate of 1.5% per month.   

 
All amounts that more than 30 days past due on the last day of November each year  

 
may be certified to the County Auditor as unpaid and delinquent.  The certified amount,  

 
plus a service charge to pay for the assessment process, shall be extended as a tax lien  

 
on the respective property.  This amount will be added to the following year's property  

 
tax assessment. 

  TAX CERTIFICATION OF DELINQUENT ACCOUNTS $70.00  

  GENERAL CHARGES: 
 

  DATA/INFORMATION RETRIEVAL FEE - STAFF TIME 2.5 TIMES HOURLY RATE 

(REQUESTS MUST BE IN WRITING, NO CHARGE IF LESS THAN 
30 MINUTES STAFF TIME) 

 NOTARY FEE $1  
ASSESSMENT SEARCH $20  
(ALL REQUESTS MUST BE IN WRITING, NO CHARGE TO HOMEOWNERS) 
COPY CHARGE $.25 PER PAGE 
FAX CHARGE (SEND OR RECEIVE) $1.00 PER PAGE 

RESEARCH FEE $50.00 MINIMUM FEE PLUS ANY ADDITIONAL COSTS BILLED TO CITY 
OVER MINIMUM 

CITY MAPS-COUNTY PROVIDED (IF CURRENT) $2  
CITY MAPS - 11 X 17 $5  
CITY MAPS - 36 X 36 $10  
VIDEOTAPE COPY OF MEETING $10  
RETURNED CHECK CHARGE $30  
ELECTION FILING FEE $5  
GARBAGE HAULER'S LICENSE $300  
CIGARETTE VENDOR LICENSE $200  
STRAY ANIMAL PICKUP FEE:  8:00 A.M. - 7:00 P.M. contracted 
STRAY ANIMAL PICKUP FEE:  7:00 P.M. - 8:00 A.M. contracted 
ANIMAL BOARDING FEE contracted 
POTENTIALLY DANGEROUS DOG REGISTRATION $250  
DANGEROUS DOG REGISTRATION $500  
KENNEL LICENSE APPLICATION FEE $150  
KENNEL LICENSE ANNUAL FEE $50  
CEMETERY PLOTS $800  
SUMMER PLOT DIGGING $600  
WINTER PLOT DIGGING (NOVEMBER 1 THRU MAY 1) $800  
SUMMER CREMATION PLOT DIGGING $300  
WINTER CREMATION PLOT DIGGING (NOVEMBER 1 THRU 
MAY 1) $400  
ADDITIONAL DIGGING FEE, IF AFTER HOURS $100  
 (AFTER 3:00 MONDAY - FRIDAY, ALL SATURDAYS, SUNDAYS & HOLIDAYS) 
MARKER SETTING FEE $50  
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LIQUOR LICENSES: 
     3.2 LIQUOR ON SALE $250  
     3.2 LIQUOR OFF SALE $150  
     LIQUOR ON SALE $3,500  
     LIQUOR OFF SALE*** $380  
     SUNDAY LIQUOR SALE $200  
     WINE $500  
     LICENSEE INVESTIGATION FEE $300  
MASSAGE ESTABLISHMENT LICENSE 

   INITIAL FEE $200  
  ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE $100  

     LICENSEE INVESTIGATION FEE $300  
MASSAGE THERAPIST LICENSE 

  INITIAL FEE $100  
 ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE $100  
 LICENSEE INVESTIGATION FEE $300  

PAWNBROKER/SECONDHAND GOODS DEALER $5,000 ANNUAL FEE 
     DEALER INVESTIGATION FEE $3,000  
     TRANSACTION FEE $5 PER TRANSACTION 
TRANSIENT MERCHANT LICENSE $500 ANNUAL/$250 60 DAYS 

PEDDLER/SOLICITOR LICENSE $1,000 ANNUAL/IF CITED FOR OPERATING WITHOUT A LICENSE $1,000 
ADDITIONAL 

     APPLICATION INVESTIGATION FEE $50 PER PERSON/ MINIMUM $150 
SEXUALLY ORIENTED BUSINESS LICENSE $10,000  
     LICENSEE INVESTIGATION FEE $3,000  
VEHICLE DEALER LICENSE $350 ANNUAL FEE 
RIGHT OF WAY ACCESS FEE $300  

NUISANCE ABATEMENT 
$150 OR 25% OF ACTUAL COSTS, WHICHEVER IS GREATER + ACTUAL 
COSTS 

TAX CERTIFICATION OF NUISANCE ABATEMENT $70  
*** 

 (c) The fee set by the jurisdiction issuing the license shall be reduced by $100 if the following conditions are met: 
    (1) the licensee agrees to have a private vendor train all employees within 60 days of hire and annually thereafter in laws pertaining  
          to the sale of alcohol, the rules for identification checks, and the responsibilities of establishments serving intoxicating liquors; 
    (2) the licensee agrees to post a policy requiring identification checks for all persons appearing to be 30 years old or less; and 
    (3) a cash award and incentive program is established by the licensee, to award employees who catch underage drinkers, 
           and a penalty program is established to punish employees in the event of a failed compliance check. 

  PLANNING AND ZONING: 
 

  CONSULTING FEES ACTUAL COSTS BILLED TO THE CITY; ENGINEERING, LEGAL, ETC. 
VARIANCE $300 + CONSULTING FEES; $500 ESCROW REQUIRED 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT $500 + CONSULTING FEES; $1,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AMENDMENT $300 + CONSULTING FEES; $1,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 
COUNTY FILING FEE REIMBURSEMENT $55  
VACATION $200 + CONSULTING FEES; $1,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 
INTERIM USE PERMIT $150 + CONSULTING FEES; $300 ESCROW REQUIRED 
INTERIM USE PERMIT AMENDMENT $150 + CONSULTING FEES; $300 ESCROW REQUIRED 
METES AND BOUNDS SPLIT $300 + CONSULTING FEES; $1,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 
LOT SEPARATION $200 + CONSULTING FEES; $500 ESCROW REQUIRED 
SITE PLAN REVIEW $500 + CONSULTING FEES; $1,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 
CONCEPT PLAN REVIEW $500 + CONSULTING FEES; $500 ESCROW REQUIRED 
PRELIMINARY PLAT $500 + $25.00/lot + CONSULTING FEES 
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     ESCROW $3,000  
FINAL PLAT $300 + CONSULTING FEES 
     ESCROW $3,000 + $50/LOT IF NEW ROAD 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT $700 + CONSULTING FEES; $1,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT AMENDMENT $300 + CONSULTING FEES; $500 ESCROW REQUIRED 
ADMINISTRATIVE SUBDIVISION $300 + CONSULTING FEES; $1,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 
REZONING $1,000 + CONSULTING FEES; $1,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT $1,000 + CONSULTING FEES; $1,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 
ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT $500 + CONSULTING FEES; $500 ESCROW REQUIRED 
PERMANENT SIGN PERMIT CALCULATED BASED ON IMPROVEMENT VALUATION 
TEMPORARY SIGN PERMIT - BEFORE SIGN PLACEMENT $40  
TEMPORARY SIGN PERMIT - AFTER SIGN PLACEMENT $80  
ADVISORY SIGNAGE RENTAL USAGE FEE - $125; DEPOSIT OF $650 REQUIRED 
OUTDOOR ENTERTAINMENT PERMIT $150  
PARK DEDICATION  

 
     RESIDENTIAL 

UP TO 6 UNITS/ACRE:  10% OF LAND OR CASH = TO MARKET VALUE OF 
LAND; 6 OR MORE UNITS/ACRE:  10% OF LAND + 1% FOR EACH UNIT OVER 
6 UNITS/ACRE OR CASH = TO MARKET VALUE OF LAND 

     COMMERCIAL 5% OF LAND OR CASH = TO MARKET VALUE OF LAND 
GRADING PERMIT $50 + CONSULTING FEES 
     ESCROW $500  
LANDSCAPE PLAN ESCROW 125% OF THE APPROVED ESTIMATED LANDSCAPING COSTS 
STREET SIGN $150  
CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE - TEMP/SEASONAL SALES $150  
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DOCUMENT $40  
ZONING ORDINANCE DOCUMENT $40  
TAX INCREMENT FINANCING APPLICATION FEE $3,000 + CONSULTING FEES;$10,000 ESCROW REQUIRED 

  BUILDING FEES: 
 

  BUILDING PERMIT CALCULATED BASED ON IMPROVEMENT VALUATION PER STATE 
FINE FOR FAILING TO OBTAIN REQUIRED PERMIT EQUAL TO  THE CALCULATED PERMIT FEE AMOUNT 
PLAN CHECK 65% OF BUILDING PERMIT FEE 
SPRINKLER INSTALLATIONS 

      RESIDENTIAL CALCULATED BASED ON IMPROVEMENT VALUATION PER STATE 
     COMMERCIAL CALCULATED BASED ON IMPROVEMENT VALUATION PER STATE 
FIRE ALARM CALCULATED BASED ON IMPROVEMENT VALUATION PER STATE 
MECHANICAL PERMIT $80 OR 1.5% OF VALUATION, WHICHEVER IS GREATER 
PLUMBING PERMIT $30 OR $10 PER OPENING, WHICHEVER IS GREATER 
SIDING PERMIT $80  
WINDOW PERMIT $50  
ROOFING PERMIT $100  
CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE - FENCE $50  
SPECIAL INSPECTIONS - HOURLY RATE $50  
SEPTIC INSTALLATION PERMIT $300  
SEPTIC TANK/HOLDING TANK PERMIT $100  
SEPTIC PUMPING PERMIT $5  
DRIVEWAY PERMIT $50  
ALL OTHER REQUIRED PERMITS NOT REQUIRING 

 A PLAN REVIEW $50  
VERIFICATION OF STATE CONTRACTOR LICENSE $5  
MANUFACTURED HOME INSTALLATION PERMIT $100  
BUILDING MOVING FEE $100  
BUILDING DEMOLITION FEE $50  
RE-INSPECTION/ADMINISTRATIVE FEE $65 PER INSPECTION 
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DECK $150  
 
 
 
 
ELECTRIC INSPECTIONS: 

 MINIMUM INSPECTION FEES $35 PER TRIP 
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (UP TO 200 AMP’s & 30 

CIRCUITS) (NEW OR REMODEL) 
$150 MAXIMUM (FOR 3 INSPECTIONS); NO MAXIMUM IF OVER 200 AMPs; 
ADDITIONAL TRIPS - $35 

MULTI FAMILY UNITS (SERVICE & HOUSE WIRING 
SEPARATE) 

$70/UNIT 

SWIMMING POOL (TRIP FEE PLUS CIRCUITS) $35 PER TRIP; PLUS CIRCUITS 
CHANGE OUT, UPGRADE SERVICE OR REPAIR $50  

0-400 AMP $14/EACH 
EACH ADDITIONAL 100 AMPS PLUS $3 PER RECONNECTED CB 

EACH CIRCUIT OR FEEDER 0-30 AMP $8/EACH 
EACH CIRCUIT OR FEEDER 31 TO 100 AMP $10/EACH 
EACH ADDITIONAL 100 AMP ADD $5 PER 100 AMP 
STREET LIGHTS $4/EACH 
STANDARD TRAFFIC SIGNAL $7/EACH 
TRANSFORMER 0-10 KILOVOLT-AMPERES $10  

11-76 KILOVOLT-AMPERES $40  
OVER 76 KILOVOLT-AMPERES $80  

FIRE ALARM & ENERGY MANAGEMENT DEVICE $10 FIRST 10 OPENINGS OR FIXTURES, $6.50 EACH ADDITIONAL 10 
LIGHTING RETROFIT/REMOTE CONTROL/SIGNALS  

INVESTIGATION FEE $100 MINIMUM OR DOUBLE THE PERMIT FEE 
CANCELED PERMIT HANDLING FEE $35  
REINSPECTION FEE $35  

                                             CIRCUITS & FEEDERS:  THE INSPECTION FEE FOR THE INSTALLATION, ADDITION, ALTERATION, OR REPAIR OF 
EACH CIRCUIT, FEEDER, FEEDER TAP, OR SET OF TRANSFORMER SECONDARY CONDUCTORS. 

FIREPLACE PERMIT 
      RESIDENTIAL $75/HOME 

     COMMERCIAL $75/FIREPLACE 

  FIRE DEPARTMENT: 
 

  FIRE RESPONSE REIMBURSEMENTS: 
      MOTOR VEHICLE ACCIDENTS $300  

PUBLIC UTILITY EMERGENCY SERVICE AND HAZARDOUS 
 MATERIAL SPILL OR LEAK: 
      LABOR CHARGE $15/HOUR 

     TRUCK CHARGE $150/HOUR 
COMMERCIAL INSPECTIONS: 

      INITIAL & 1ST RE-INSPECTION NO CHARGE 
     EACH ADDITIONAL RE-INSPECTION $65  
FALSE ALARMS - EACH OCCURRENCE 

      AFTER 2 FALSE ALARMS WITHIN A CALENDAR YEAR $200  
TAX CERTIFICATION OF UNPAID FIRE CHARGES $70  

  
  RECREATIONAL FEES: 

 
  ICE ARENA: 

 
  ICE ARENA ICE RENTAL - PRIME TIME $185/HR (THROUGH MARCH 2013) 
ICE ARENA ICE RENTAL - NON PRIME TIME $140/HR (THROUGH MARCH 2013) 
OPEN HOCKEY, PER PERSON $7/HR. (THROUGH MARCH 2013) 
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LOCKER ROOM RENTAL $7,500  
ADVERTISING NEGOTIABLE 
DRY FLOOR EVENTS NEGOTIABLE 

  PARKS: 
 

  PAVILIONS/SHELTERS - NON RESIDENT $50/DAY; $100 DEPOSIT 
PAVILIONS/SHELTERS - RESIDENT $100 DEPOSIT 
IRRIGATED BALLFIELDS - NON RESIDENT $20/DAY; $100 DEPOSIT 
IRRIGATED BALLFIELDS - RESIDENT $20/DAY; $100 DEPOSIT 
IRRIGATED BALLFIELDS; TOURNAMENT $350/TOURNAMENT; $200 DEPOSIT 
NON IRRIGATED BALLFIELDS - NON RESIDENT $10/DAY; $100 DEPOSIT 
NON IRRIGATED BALLFIELDS - RESIDENT $100 DEPOSIT 
IRRIGATED SOCCER FIELD $10/DAY; $100 DEPOSIT 
IRRIGATED SOCCER FIELD - TOURNAMENT $200/TOURNAMENT; $200 DEPOSIT 
NON IRRIGATED SOCCER FIELD $0/WEEK; $100 DEPOSIT 
NON IRRIGATED SOCCER FIELD - TOURNAMENT $0/TOURNAMENT; $100 DEPOSIT 
HORSESHOE PITS - LEAGUE SEASON $100/SEASON; $100 DEPOSIT 
HORSESHOE PITS - TOURNAMENT $50/TOURNAMENT; $100 DEPOSIT 
CONCESSION STAND; SAA SEASON, MONDAY-FRIDAY $1,000/SEASON 
CONCESSION STAND; WEEKEND TOURNAMENTS $300/WEEKEND; $300 DEPOSIT 
WHISPERING ASPEN COMMUNITY CTR - NON RESIDENT $50/DAY; $100 DEPOSIT 
WHISPERING ASPEN COMMUNITY CTR - RESIDENT $100 DEPOSIT 

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

CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
 
 
______________________________ 
Richard Lawrence, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION 2013-10 

 
A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING PARKING RESTRICTIONS ON COUNTY ROAD 22 

(VIKING BOULEVARD) FROM 1,000 FEET EAST OF UNIVERSITY AVENUE TO TRUNK 
HIGHWAY 65  

 
THIS RESOLUTION passed this 6th day of February 2013, by the City of East Bethel, Anoka County, 

Minnesota. The Municipal Corporation shall hereinafter be called the “City”; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Anoka County Highway Department applied for and received Federal Funds for 
upgrading County Road 22 (Viking Boulevard) from 1,000 feet east of University Avenue to Trunk Highway 
65; and 

 
WHEREAS, the State will require that parking be restricted along this segment as part of the plan 

review process; and 
 
WHEREAS, when restricting parking along a County Roadway, it is the County’s policy to require the 

municipality in which the roadway is located to submit a No Parking resolution. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City shall restrict parking of motor vehicles in 

the area described as:  County Road 22 (Viking Boulevard) from 1,000 feet east of University Avenue to 
Trunk Highway 65. 

                                               
Adopted this the 6th day of February 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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ANIMAL CONTROL CONTRACT 

THIS AGREEMENT made this _______ day of _____________, 2013, by and between 
Gratitude Farms (hereinafter referred to as the "Contractor") and the CITY OF EAST 
BETHEL, a municipal corporation, located within the County of Anoka and State of 
Minnesota (hereinafter referred to as the "City"). 

 WITNESSETH:     In consideration of the covenants and agreements hereinafter set forth, 
it is mutually agreed by and between the parties hereto as follows: 

1. This Agreement shall be effective as of January 1, 2013, and shall continue in
effect until December 31, 2013 unless otherwise cancelled pursuant to paragraph 
14 hereof. 

2. Patrol. Contractor agrees to patrol the public streets of the City in a vehicle
designated for transportation of animals in accordance with the schedule agreed to by both 
parties.  The Contractor shall provide services in accordance with the attached schedule 
(Animal Control Proposal) and shall be directly responsible to the City.  The vehicle 
operated by the Contractor shall have proper identification displayed on two sides and the 
back including the words "animal control", and Contractor further agrees to ensure service 
and maintain said equipment in good working order. There will also be available leashes 
and a snarem at all times in the vehicle. Gratitude Farms agrees to insure service and 
maintain said equipment at its own expense.   

3. (a). Place of Impoundment.  All animals collected and impounded shall be kept at
22359 Bataan St, East Bethel, MN 55011.  Contractor agrees and warrants that all animals 
impounded shall be kept in a comfortable and humane manner for the period required by 
City Ordinance or state statute as appropriate.  Contractor may temporarily board at an 
emergency facility if access and/or treatment are not immediately available at our facility. 

The vehicle used will have at least one kennel designed for animal transportation 
along with being equipped with leather leashes and a snarem.   

(b). Callout. Contractor shall respond immediately to any callout if directed by an 
authorized City representative.  Acknowledgment of the call will be made within 15 
minutes of the time of the call and will provide an estimated time of arrival at the location 
of the problem.  Response to the site will not exceed two (2) hours from the initial call for 
service.  Gratitude Farms will provide the City with current contact information, including 
but not limited to office, cell and pager numbers.   

4. Insurance. The Contractor shall provide liability insurance on her automobile and
shall provide her own automobile for purposes of supplying the services provided under 
the terms of this contract. The Contractor shall also provide comprehensive general 
liability insurance for herself to perform the services of animal control for the City as 
provided for within this Agreement. That a true and correct copy of the Certificate of 
Insurance for both automobile and general liability coverage will be filed of record with 
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the City offices by the Contractor as of the date of execution of this contract. 

5. The City authorizes the Contractor to apprehend and retain dogs and other animals
and/or issue citation tags for violations of the City ordinances related thereto.  However, 
the Contractor shall not invade private property contrary to the wishes of an owner of said 
property nor forcibly take an animal from any person without the approval and assistance 
of a peace officer of the City. 

6. Impoundment, Boarding and Related Charges. Animal Control Services to the
City of East Bethel: $250 per month, in addition to call out, patrol and boarding fees. 
Issuance of city dog license shall be done by appointment by the contractor at no 
additional cost to the city.   Daily boarding fees are charged for any and all portions of a 
calendar day that an animal is boarded. Any and all other fees charged must be approved 
by the City. The attached fee schedule is incorporated by reference herein as Exhibit A. 

7. Reporting. The Contractor shall provide periodic reports to the City at intervals
requested which indicates the hours patrolled, the number of animals impounded, warning 
tags and violation notices issued, and other such information as requested by the Animal 
Control Commissioner for the City. 

8. Prior to the release of any dog impounded by Contractor at the City's request,
Contractor will request that the owner provides a valid City animal license (if applicable), 
owners’ driver's license and/or a state issued identification card, and will obtain a copy of 
the current rabies vaccination certificate. Copies of drivers' licenses and rabies certificate 
along with animal license information can be requested by the City.   

9. In the event an animal is impounded and boarded by order of the City, a court of
competent jurisdiction or the City Council, or is placed under quarantine by statute or 
ruling of the State Department of Health, Contractor shall board such animal as required 
by this order or ruling plus an additional six days. At the end of such period, the City shall 
release all of its interest, right and control over the animal that may then be disposed of at 
the discretion of Contractor.  In the event that any dogs, cats or other impounded animals 
are unclaimed after five (5) days, they shall become the property of Contractor and shall be 
surrendered to Contractor to be disposed of or sold at their discretion.  All proceeds from 
the disposition of such animals may be retained by Contractor including any proceeds from 
any animals disposed of in accordance with Minnesota Statutes 35.71 as an offset to costs 
incurred.   

10. The City shall furnish to Contractor any special forms or receipts specified in City
Ordinances or by the City's record keeping/accounting procedures and Contractor shall 
keep records of all animals impounded together with description of the same.   

11. The Contractor shall assume all liability for all harmed animals due to her
negligence, or that of her employees, in not properly caring for same and agrees to defend 
all lawsuits arising therefrom.  The Contractor agrees to defend and indemnify and hold 
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the City harmless, including its officers, employees or agents, from any and all claims, 
suits, losses, damages or expenses on account of bodily injury, sickness, disease or death 
and of property damage including injury to animals as a result of, or alleged to be as a 
result of, the Contractor's animal control operation. 

12. The Contractor agrees that during the period of time of this contract it will not,
within the State of Minnesota or elsewhere, discriminate against any employee, or 
applicant for employment, because of race, color, creed, sex, national origin or ancestry 
and will include a similar provision in all subcontracts entered into for the performance 
hereof.  This paragraph is inserted into the contract to comply with the provisions of 
Minnesota Statute 181.59. 

13. Notices pursuant to this Contract shall be addressed as follows:

a. To Contractor:       Tammy Gimpl 
Gratitude Farms 
22359 Bataan St NE 
East Bethel, MN  55011 

b. To City: City Administrator 
 City of East Bethel  
 2241 221st Ave NE 
 East Bethel, MN 55011 

14.  Independent Contractor. It is understood and agreed that the Contractor is not
an employee of the City but is an independent contractor solely responsible for her own 
payment of federal, state and social security withholding taxes. Further, the Contractor 
provides her own equipment with the exception for some equipment that may be made 
available for her use by the City in its discretion.  The Contractor at no time shall hold 
herself out as an employee of the City, but will always identify herself as an independent 
contractor. No tenure or any rights or benefits, including Workers' Compensation, 
Unemployment Insurance, medical care, sick leave, vacation leave, severance pay, PERA, or 
other benefits available to City employees, shall accrue to the Contractor or employees of the 
Contractor performing services under this Agreement. 

15. Default and Cancellation.

 A. If the Contractor fails to perform any of the provisions of this Agreement or so 
fails to administer the work as to endanger the performance of the Agreement, this shall 
constitute default. 

Unless the Contractor's default is executed, the City may, upon written notice, 
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immediately cancel this Agreement in its entirety. 

B. This Agreement may be cancelled with or without cause by either party upon 
thirty (30) days written notice. 

16. Subcontracting and Assignment. Contractor shall not enter into any subcontract for
performance of any services contemplated under this Contract without the prior written 
approval of the City and subject to such conditions and provisions as the City may deem 
necessary.  The Contractor shall be responsible for the performance of all subcontractors.   

17. Records – Availability and Retention. The Contractor agrees that the City or any of
their duly authorized representatives at any time during normal business hours and as often as 
they may reasonably deem necessary, shall have access to and the right to examine, audit, 
excerpt, and transcribe any books, documents, papers, records, etc., which are pertinent to the 
accounting practices and procedures of the Contractor and invoice transactions relating to this 
Agreement. 

Contractor agrees to maintain these records for a period of three (3) years from the date of 
termination of this Agreement. 

     IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their hands the day and year first above 
written. 

CITY OF EAST BETHEL CONTRACTOR 

By:_____________________________ 
        Richard Lawrence 
         Mayor 

   By: __________________________ 
         Jack Davis 
         City Administrator 

              By:_____________________________ 
             Tammy Gimpl 

Gratitude Farms 
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EXHIBIT A 
SCHEDULE OF ADDITIONAL FEES 

The following fee schedule is in addition to the $250.00 fixed monthly rate for services. 

Animal Owner Charges if Animal is claimed: 
$50.00 one time administrative handling fee per animal 

            $25.00 daily board fee, statutory veterinary services at cost 

City Charges if Animal is unclaimed: 
$50.00 one time administrative handling fee per animal 
$25.00 daily board fee, statutory veterinary services at cost 

Call out and Patrol service fee: 
$60.00/hr. for call out or patrol services between the hours  of 8 am. – 6 pm.   

$80.00/hr. for call out or patrol services between the hours  of 6 pm. - 8 am. 

(Call out and patrol services shall be billed in quarter hour increments.)  

Contractor Consulting Services: 
$75.00/hr. 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
February 6, 2011 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 7.0 C.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Park Commission Meeting Minutes for January 16, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Information Only.  These minutes are in draft form. They have not 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 
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EAST BETHEL PARK COMMISSION MEETING  
January 16, 2013 

 
The East Bethel Parks Commission met on January 16, 2013 at 6:00 P.M at the East Bethel City Hall for their 
regular monthly meeting.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Kenneth Langmade   Stacy Voelker      Denise Lachinski    Bonnie Harvey    

Tim Hoffman    Sue Jefferson    
                    

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

 

Adopt 
Agenda 

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

Approve –  
December 12, 
2012 Meeting 
Minutes  
 

Hoffman made a motion to approve the December 12, 2012 minutes as submitted.  
Harvey seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously. 

Parks 
Financial 
Information – 
Parks Capital 
Funds 
Summary 

Ayshford stated the operations budget shows a year-end balance of about $42,000.  We did 
finish under budget, but there is about $5,000 in bills not accounted for in this balance.  
The budget remains the same for 2013 and there were no real big surprises in 2012. 
 
Parks Capitol Fund shows a year-end balance for the park acquisition fund of $26,000.  
There is about $20,000 outstanding on the $76,000 balance in the Park Development Fund. 
Some of this balance will be used to offset the budget cuts for 2013.  Lastly there is a 
balance of $145,000 in the Trail Fund.   
 
Hoffman said the electricity is down about ½ of what it was in the past.  Ayshford said in 
the past they kept the power on in the warming house and other park buildings.  Last year 
we went in and winterized them, so they aren’t being heated and the power is turned off 
throughout the winter.    
 
Lachinski said that is a misnomer, that it is a warming house. Ayshford said they are not 
used very often with the exception of park rentals.  The one at John Anderson is used 
somewhat more.  Langmade said the motor fuel line is high.  Ayshford said it was a little 
high in overtime too.  The total city fuel use is broken down by a formula and part of it 
goes to parks, fire, streets and building.   
 
Hoffman motioned to accept the financial reports as presented.   Voelker seconded; 
all in favor, motion carries unanimously. 
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Consider 
approval of 
field 
reservations 
for SAA for 
2013 

Soderville Athletic Association has submitted a request for reserving the softball/baseball 
fields for the 2013 season. SAA is requesting the use of fields 1-8 at Booster West and 
East from April 15 to July 11 four nights a week (M-Th) and the fields at Anderson Lakes 
and Norseland Manor Parks two nights a week during that same time period. Weekend use 
would be limited to three Fridays and one Saturday at Booster East and West. 
 
At this time the City has received no other requests for weeknight use of ball fields and no 
conflicting weekend requests. The requested fields are consistent with the use approved for 
in previous years. 
 
The maintenance and field preparation costs typically incurred by the Public Works 
Department averages $6,500 annually. The current fee schedule reflects these costs in the 
reservation fees. 
 
Staff recommends that the Parks Commission consider the rental of the Booster West and 
East Fields to SAA for weekday and weekend use as requested in their application and 
Norseland and Anderson Lakes Parks for use twice per week at the rate set forth in the City 
fee schedule less 20%. It is also recommended SAA coordinate and cooperate with other 
organizations that schedule weekend tournaments at the Booster facilities. 
 
Lachinski said it is just for one season correct. Ayshford said yes.  This is exactly what we 
did last year and it worked well.  Ayshford said SAA stated that they had 913 registered 
youths last year, and about 174 were East Bethel residents.  They’ve see numbers grow in 
other cities, but East Bethel remains about the same.  Probably attributed to little new 
housing and a steady population.  Lachinski said we have more soccer players from what 
we have been told.  Hoffman said it seems like North Metro is doing pretty well.   
 
Hoffman motioned to approve the rental of the Booster West and East Fields to SAA 
for weekday and weekend use as requested in their application and Norseland and 
Anderson Lakes Parks for use twice per week at the rate set forth in the City fee 
schedule less 20%. It is also recommended SAA coordinate and cooperate with other 
organizations that schedule weekend tournaments at the Booster facilities.  Harvey 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously.   
 

City Park 
Sign Standard 

From discussions at previous Park Commission meetings and the parks tour, commission 
members and staff have noted a lack of signs with the park name for each park on the site.   
From discussions at previous meetings the following sign standards have been developed. 
 

1) Signs should be constructed of cedar building material in a natural finish. 
2) Support posts should be constructed from 6”x 6” stock with a finished height of 6’ 

above the finished grade.  
3) Sign face boards should be constructed from 2”x 10” stock. 
4) Two to three face boards will be used dependent upon the length of the park name 

with the top face board left empty for placement of the City logo. 
5) Letters should be routered and 5” high with a black, weather resistant finish. 
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Council 
Report and 
Other 
Business 

Ayshford announced there is a new Park Liaison, Heidi Moegerle.  This is the quietest 
group of people that she has seen.  There will be a lot to talk about the next two years.  Part 
of that comes from the Regional Trails Plan.  She understands it hurt a lot that the Parks 
Commission didn’t get the trails monies in the budget, but that will only be a one or two 
year set back.  We are hoping to tap into the 100% grant monies for trails.  We have our 
comprehensive plans trails, which we want some trails up around Cedar Creek.  Recently 
she met with Peter Brado; he has the trail plan for Linwood.  The plan would be a trail 
through Linwood and continue through East Bethel and Ham Lake.  It would eventually 
connect to Bunker Lake Park.  There would be a main trail, with spurs off to other parks.  
What is involved now is getting DNR, Anoka County, MNDOT, to all sign on, get the JPA 
going and then apply for the Legacy Fund grant.   
 
On Tuesday morning she is meeting with the administrator of Met Council.  In October she 
invited Susan Haigh to come out and see East Bethel – she is the chairperson.  She got an 
email back from Environmental Services people.  She called and explained she wanted to 
get the political people involved.  She explained to them we are not just sewer and water, 
but Susan still didn’t come.  She selected Pat Bjorn from the City of Minneapolis as her 
representative.  We are going to talk to them about what our plan is for economic 
development.  This is important for you guys.  If you want to get involved in this, search 
economic development it is always tie with parks.  Parks are the key to live, work and 
play.  It seems to make more sense to develop the Hwy 65 corridor in a unique way.  To 
develop it green, since we want to stay green.  She is looking at East Bethel as a 
destination for individual and family sports.  This is where we want to position ourselves.  
Valleyfair and the Water Park at MOA, they are as far south, as we are north.  If we don’t 
want to work and we just want to sit back and wait, or we can go out and position 
ourselves.   
 
She made a call out to District 15.  She said she explained to them we have things that you 
can help us with and we can help you with and it would be very beneficial.  We reached 
out to Tom Larson; he is a former EDA member.  He told us to contact Troy Ferguson.  
Lachinski said he was their facilities/public works guy.  She met with him for an hour and 
half, brainstormed about using reader boards and using their facilities for events.  
Yesterday we got a fuse of emails back from Troy and he said he had presented this 
information to the school board.  She said we were the first City to reach out to them.  The 
Board is very excited to work with the City.  The first week in February is when we will be 
meeting with them.   

 Hoffman likes the sign standards.  It gives enough leeway on what they want to do.  
Ayshford said this design was based on what we talked about last time.  Lachinski said we 
talked about having a non-permanent City of East Bethel logo.  Would the Eagle Scouts 
get it from you?  Ayshford said yes, or we could give it to them.  He said the Fire 
Department requested that the address get put on the sign and that could be done with 
another board.  That can be added on there pretty easily if you want to include that with the 
recommendation as well.  Hoffman said that makes sense.  Lachinski said they have had 
some issues when people have problems at a park or a trail and are trying to describe their 
location to emergency responders.   
  
Hoffman made a motion to adopt the sign standards as presented with the addition of 
an address portion somewhere, it would be another panel.  Jefferson seconded, all in 
favor, motion carries unanimously. 
 
Hoffman recommended changing number 4 to park name and address. 
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We are going to be working on the issue of parks recreation and trails.  We need safe 
equipment.  She is going to be learning a lot about this.  She has read all the minutes, but 
will go back and reread all of them.  She wants to get up to date on what we are doing and 
build her knowledge base.   
 
Economic develop is about community involved and engagement.  You are six leaders in 
the City of East Bethel.  Most people in East Bethel aren’t involved like you folks.   They 
only call if they have a complaint.  We want people to start calling the City.  We want 
people to apply to be on the commissions.  We need to test the community to see if they 
are willing to get involved.  What if we have an Earth Day celebration or an Arbor Day 
celebration, or combine them.  Or a Family Day, where we fly kites in the park. 
 
She said it is really neat to look at Explore Minnesota.  We are the perfect launching place 
to go north for snowmobiling.  If we had a water park with a hotel, people could park their 
cars here and go north riding.  She wants to be able to tout that this will be the launching 
area.  If you have some ideas on how we can develop the idea of City of East Bethel as the 
recreation destination.  Cedar Creek is the birthplace of ecosystem ecology.  We have the 
wild life science center.  We can have raptors come to Booster Day.   
 
One of the things that we have looked at is hosting the one and only hot air balloon 
festival.  She made a couple of calls and the talked to the guy who puts on the one in 
Hudson, WI.  He will be in town January 31, and will scout East Bethel for a Hot Air 
Balloon Festival.  Who knows, one of these calls will result in something that is going to 
be fabulous.   
 
Moegerle explained she looked at having the boat parade sponsored.  Have vendors and 
food.  She said in Indiana there aren’t boat parades.  Maybe we have the second biggest 
spontaneous boat parade in East Bethel.  Do we have the interest to make it great?  There is 
no point in doing this if no one is excited.  Lachinski said would you regulate what goes on 
in that parade.  Moegerle said since it has been over the top for the past couple years, if 
you want to be in the boat parade, you would register at the club house, there would be 
prohibitions, you would have to provide proof of insurance and you would have to have it 
monitored.  It is kind of severe and less spontaneous.   That is how you build something 
more formal.  We need to get that feed back.  The trick is getting more involved.   In two 
years, she wants people vying for your place when they are open.   
 
Ayshford said at the next meeting we would be doing the oath office and selecting officer 
positions.   
 

  
Adjourn Harvey motioned to adjourn the January 16, 2013 meeting at 6:52 p.m.  Jefferson 

seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously.   
 
 
 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Date: 
February 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 B.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Change Order No. 9 to S.R. Weidema for the Phase 1 Project 1 Utility Improvements 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approval of Change Order No. 9 to S.R. Weidema for the construction of the Phase 1 
Project 1 Utility Improvements. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
As presented at the December 5, 2012 City Council meeting the County is reconstructing Viking 
Boulevard from Highway 65 to just west of 5th Street. An agreement was reached between the 
County and Metropolitan Council of Environmental Services (MCES) which allowed placement 
of the sanitary sewer on granular fill which in turn would eliminate the proposed pilings from the 
construction. Also the east crossing of the utilities would be constructed by open cut instead of 
jacking. With the revisions to the construction the City realized a savings of $69,646.43 for their 
portion of the project.   
 
To minimize the length of the road closure and to account for other construction items that need 
to be performed to complete the muck removal on Viking Boulevard Anoka County is requesting 
that the items documented in attached Change Order No. 9 be added to the S.R. Weidema 
contract for the Phase 1 Project 1 Utility Improvements in accordance with Joint Powers 
Agreement No. 02-622-32 between Anoka County and the City. In general, the change order 
includes bituminous removal, culvert replacement, erosion control and restoration on the north 
side of Viking Boulevard. This change order, in the amount of $193,092.02, would be paid 100% 
by Anoka County.  
 
Attachment(s): 
 1. Letter from Bolton & Menk dated January 25, 2013. 

2. Change Order No. 9 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Change Order No. 9 results in a net increase of $193,092.02 to the S.R. Weidema Contract.  This 
increase will be paid 100% by Anoka County. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends Council consider approval of Change Order No. 9 to S.R. Weidema with a 
total increase of $193,092.02.  The contract increase will be paid 100% by Anoka County. 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *   
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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January 25, 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 Change Order No. 9 for the above referenced project for your approval.  
 
This change order includes several items associated with the reconstruction of Viking Boulevard, 
other than muck excavation activities, such as bituminous removal, culvert replacement, erosion 
control and restoration on the north side of Viking, etc. 
 
All of the items included in this change order have been reviewed, negotiated, and agreed upon 
by MCES, Bolton & Menk, Anoka County, and SR Weidema.   
 
This change order is governed by Anoka County and City of East Bethel JPA 02-622-32 
previously approved. 
 
There is no increased cost to the City of East Bethel or MCES associated with this change order.  
All costs are paid by Anoka County as the work is generally required as part of the roadway 
project whether muck excavation was done or not. 
 
The following is a summary of the contract changes included in Change Order No. 9:  

Change Order No. 9: 

Total Additions:          $193,092.02 

Total Deductions:       -$          0.00 

Total Adjustment:      $193,092.02 
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Cost Apportionment: 
 
Anoka County:   $193,092.02 
 
MCES    $           0.00 
 
City of East Bethel:  $           0.00 
 
Total Contract Adjustment: $193,092.02 
 

The items in this change order are estimated quantities with unit prices.  The final cost for this 
Change Order will be the actual final quantity installed times the unit price for each item. 

 

We have reviewed the change order, verified the amounts included with MCES, Anoka County,  
and the Contractor, and recommend approval of Change Order No. 9 as proposed herein. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 

 
BOLTON & MENK, INC. 
John K. Swanson, PE 
Project Engineer 
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SECTION 00991 – CHANGE ORDER 

(Instructions on reverse side) No. 9 

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

DATE OF ISSUANCE:  2/6/13 EFFECTIVE DATE:  2/6/13 

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:   
The following is a summary of Contract adjustments associated with Anoka County Viking Boulevard reconstruction work items 
that are necessary for the roadway project regardless of utility construction activities, in accordance with JPA 02-622-32, and  any 
subsequent amendments thereto. 

 

ADD ITEMS: 

 

CO 9   Estimated   Quoted Total 

No. Item Description Qty Unit Unit Price Est. Cost 

1 Clear & Grub 13 EACH $68.00 $884.00 

2 Remove 15" CMP Culvert 32 LF $8.54 $273.28 

3 Remove 30" RCP Culvert 116 LF $10.68 $1,238.88 

4 Remove Bituminous Pavement 10669 SY $8.86 $94,527.34 

5 Remove Conduit 1 EACH $1,407.77 $1,407.77 

6 Haul Salvaged Material 1 LS $400.00 $400.00 

7 Common Excavation 4515 CY $6.35 $28,670.25 

8 Traffic Control 1 LS $29,134.00 $29,134.00 

9 15" CS Pipe Culvert 32 LF $25.37 $811.84 

10 30" RC Pipe Culvert 116 LF $57.05 $6,617.80 

11 15" CS Pipe Apron 2 EACH $167.96 $335.92 

12 30" RC Pipe Apron 2 EACH $921.47 $1,842.94 

13 Silt Fence Machine Sliced 2500 LF $1.80 $4,500.00 
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14 Culvert Protection 54 SY $2.00 $108.00 

15 BioRoll Ditch Check 12 LF $2.75 $33.00 

16 Wetland Seed -Seed Mix 325 5 ACRE $1,775.00 $8,875.00 

17 Rock Construction Entrance 2 EACH $1,100.00 $2,200.00 

18 Rapid Stabilization Method 3 31.2 MGAL $360.00 $11,232.00 

 

  

    

 

Total Estimated CO 9 Addition 

   

$193,092.02 

 

TOTAL CONTRACT ADJUSTMENT THIS CHANGE ORDER: 

MCES City  County  Total 

Total Additions $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

Total Deductions $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Total Contract Adjustment This Change 
Order $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

 

Reason for Change Order: 

Portions of the work required for the roadway improvements on Viking Boulevard, regardless of utility construction 
activities, are necessary to be completed with the muck excavation and utility construction activities currently underway.  
 

Attachments: (List documents supporting change) 

Reference:  

Cover Letter Dated 1/25/13 

JPA: Anoka County No. 02-622-32  

 

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. 8 and extra 
work 

 

$2,722,402.45 

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

 

6/30/13 date 

Contract Price Prior to this Change Order 
 
 

$14,408,870.65 

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 
 

$193,092.02 

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

0 days 

Contract Price with all approved Change Orders 
 
 

$14,601,962.67 

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: 
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By:  
 Engineer (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Owner (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Contractor (Authorized Signature) 

 

Date:  
 
Date:  

 
Date:  

 

 
ACCEPTED: 
 
 By:  
 MCES (Authorized Signature) 

 By:  
 Anoka County (Authorized Signature) 

 

 Date:  
 

 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 
 
 
 
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. 
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SECTION 00991 – CHANGE ORDER 

(Instructions on reverse side) No. 9 

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

DATE OF ISSUANCE:  2/6/13 EFFECTIVE DATE:  2/6/13 

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:   
The following is a summary of Contract adjustments associated with Anoka County Viking Boulevard reconstruction work items 
that are necessary for the roadway project regardless of utility construction activities, in accordance with JPA 02-622-32, and  any 
subsequent amendments thereto. 

 

ADD ITEMS: 

 

CO 9   Estimated   Quoted Total 

No. Item Description Qty Unit Unit Price Est. Cost 

1 Clear & Grub 13 EACH $68.00 $884.00 

2 Remove 15" CMP Culvert 32 LF $8.54 $273.28 

3 Remove 30" RCP Culvert 116 LF $10.68 $1,238.88 

4 Remove Bituminous Pavement 10669 SY $8.86 $94,527.34 

5 Remove Conduit 1 EACH $1,407.77 $1,407.77 

6 Haul Salvaged Material 1 LS $400.00 $400.00 

7 Common Excavation 4515 CY $6.35 $28,670.25 

8 Traffic Control 1 LS $29,134.00 $29,134.00 

9 15" CS Pipe Culvert 32 LF $25.37 $811.84 

10 30" RC Pipe Culvert 116 LF $57.05 $6,617.80 

11 15" CS Pipe Apron 2 EACH $167.96 $335.92 

12 30" RC Pipe Apron 2 EACH $921.47 $1,842.94 

13 Silt Fence Machine Sliced 2500 LF $1.80 $4,500.00 
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14 Culvert Protection 54 SY $2.00 $108.00 

15 BioRoll Ditch Check 12 LF $2.75 $33.00 

16 Wetland Seed -Seed Mix 325 5 ACRE $1,775.00 $8,875.00 

17 Rock Construction Entrance 2 EACH $1,100.00 $2,200.00 

18 Rapid Stabilization Method 3 31.2 MGAL $360.00 $11,232.00 

 

  

    

 

Total Estimated CO 9 Addition 

   

$193,092.02 

 

TOTAL CONTRACT ADJUSTMENT THIS CHANGE ORDER: 

MCES City  County  Total 

Total Additions $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

Total Deductions $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Total Contract Adjustment This Change 
Order $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

 

Reason for Change Order: 

Portions of the work required for the roadway improvements on Viking Boulevard, regardless of utility construction 
activities, are necessary to be completed with the muck excavation and utility construction activities currently underway.  
 

Attachments: (List documents supporting change) 

Reference:  

Cover Letter Dated 1/25/13 

JPA: Anoka County No. 02-622-32  

 

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. 8 and extra 
work 

 

$2,722,402.45 

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

 

6/30/13 date 

Contract Price Prior to this Change Order 
 
 

$14,408,870.65 

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 
 

$193,092.02 

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

0 days 

Contract Price with all approved Change Orders 
 
 

$14,601,962.67 

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: 
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By:  
 Engineer (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Owner (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Contractor (Authorized Signature) 

 

Date:  
 
Date:  

 
Date:  

 

 
ACCEPTED: 
 
 By:  
 MCES (Authorized Signature) 

 By:  
 Anoka County (Authorized Signature) 

 

 Date:  
 

 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 
 
 
 
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. 
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SECTION 00991 – CHANGE ORDER 

(Instructions on reverse side) No. 9 

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

DATE OF ISSUANCE:  2/6/13 EFFECTIVE DATE:  2/6/13 

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:   
The following is a summary of Contract adjustments associated with Anoka County Viking Boulevard reconstruction work items 
that are necessary for the roadway project regardless of utility construction activities, in accordance with JPA 02-622-32, and  any 
subsequent amendments thereto. 

 

ADD ITEMS: 

 

CO 9   Estimated   Quoted Total 

No. Item Description Qty Unit Unit Price Est. Cost 

1 Clear & Grub 13 EACH $68.00 $884.00 

2 Remove 15" CMP Culvert 32 LF $8.54 $273.28 

3 Remove 30" RCP Culvert 116 LF $10.68 $1,238.88 

4 Remove Bituminous Pavement 10669 SY $8.86 $94,527.34 

5 Remove Conduit 1 EACH $1,407.77 $1,407.77 

6 Haul Salvaged Material 1 LS $400.00 $400.00 

7 Common Excavation 4515 CY $6.35 $28,670.25 

8 Traffic Control 1 LS $29,134.00 $29,134.00 

9 15" CS Pipe Culvert 32 LF $25.37 $811.84 

10 30" RC Pipe Culvert 116 LF $57.05 $6,617.80 

11 15" CS Pipe Apron 2 EACH $167.96 $335.92 

12 30" RC Pipe Apron 2 EACH $921.47 $1,842.94 

13 Silt Fence Machine Sliced 2500 LF $1.80 $4,500.00 
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14 Culvert Protection 54 SY $2.00 $108.00 

15 BioRoll Ditch Check 12 LF $2.75 $33.00 

16 Wetland Seed -Seed Mix 325 5 ACRE $1,775.00 $8,875.00 

17 Rock Construction Entrance 2 EACH $1,100.00 $2,200.00 

18 Rapid Stabilization Method 3 31.2 MGAL $360.00 $11,232.00 

 

  

    

 

Total Estimated CO 9 Addition 

   

$193,092.02 

 

TOTAL CONTRACT ADJUSTMENT THIS CHANGE ORDER: 

MCES City  County  Total 

Total Additions $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

Total Deductions $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Total Contract Adjustment This Change 
Order $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

 

Reason for Change Order: 

Portions of the work required for the roadway improvements on Viking Boulevard, regardless of utility construction 
activities, are necessary to be completed with the muck excavation and utility construction activities currently underway.  
 

Attachments: (List documents supporting change) 

Reference:  

Cover Letter Dated 1/25/13 

JPA: Anoka County No. 02-622-32  

 

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. 8 and extra 
work 

 

$2,722,402.45 

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

 

6/30/13 date 

Contract Price Prior to this Change Order 
 
 

$14,408,870.65 

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 
 

$193,092.02 

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

0 days 

Contract Price with all approved Change Orders 
 
 

$14,601,962.67 

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: 
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By:  
 Engineer (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Owner (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Contractor (Authorized Signature) 

 

Date:  
 
Date:  

 
Date:  

 

 
ACCEPTED: 
 
 By:  
 MCES (Authorized Signature) 

 By:  
 Anoka County (Authorized Signature) 

 

 Date:  
 

 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 
 
 
 
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. 
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SECTION 00991 – CHANGE ORDER 

(Instructions on reverse side) No. 9 

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

DATE OF ISSUANCE:  2/6/13 EFFECTIVE DATE:  2/6/13 

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:   
The following is a summary of Contract adjustments associated with Anoka County Viking Boulevard reconstruction work items 
that are necessary for the roadway project regardless of utility construction activities, in accordance with JPA 02-622-32, and  any 
subsequent amendments thereto. 

 

ADD ITEMS: 

 

CO 9   Estimated   Quoted Total 

No. Item Description Qty Unit Unit Price Est. Cost 

1 Clear & Grub 13 EACH $68.00 $884.00 

2 Remove 15" CMP Culvert 32 LF $8.54 $273.28 

3 Remove 30" RCP Culvert 116 LF $10.68 $1,238.88 

4 Remove Bituminous Pavement 10669 SY $8.86 $94,527.34 

5 Remove Conduit 1 EACH $1,407.77 $1,407.77 

6 Haul Salvaged Material 1 LS $400.00 $400.00 

7 Common Excavation 4515 CY $6.35 $28,670.25 

8 Traffic Control 1 LS $29,134.00 $29,134.00 

9 15" CS Pipe Culvert 32 LF $25.37 $811.84 

10 30" RC Pipe Culvert 116 LF $57.05 $6,617.80 

11 15" CS Pipe Apron 2 EACH $167.96 $335.92 

12 30" RC Pipe Apron 2 EACH $921.47 $1,842.94 

13 Silt Fence Machine Sliced 2500 LF $1.80 $4,500.00 

83



   
C12.100028 – East Bethel, MN  CHANGE ORDER 
Phase I Project 1 Utility Improvements & East 
Bethel Interceptor and Discharge, MCES No. 
801621  

 PAGE 00991-2 

 

14 Culvert Protection 54 SY $2.00 $108.00 

15 BioRoll Ditch Check 12 LF $2.75 $33.00 

16 Wetland Seed -Seed Mix 325 5 ACRE $1,775.00 $8,875.00 

17 Rock Construction Entrance 2 EACH $1,100.00 $2,200.00 

18 Rapid Stabilization Method 3 31.2 MGAL $360.00 $11,232.00 

 

  

    

 

Total Estimated CO 9 Addition 

   

$193,092.02 

 

TOTAL CONTRACT ADJUSTMENT THIS CHANGE ORDER: 

MCES City  County  Total 

Total Additions $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

Total Deductions $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Total Contract Adjustment This Change 
Order $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

 

Reason for Change Order: 

Portions of the work required for the roadway improvements on Viking Boulevard, regardless of utility construction 
activities, are necessary to be completed with the muck excavation and utility construction activities currently underway.  
 

Attachments: (List documents supporting change) 

Reference:  

Cover Letter Dated 1/25/13 

JPA: Anoka County No. 02-622-32  

 

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. 8 and extra 
work 

 

$2,722,402.45 

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

 

6/30/13 date 

Contract Price Prior to this Change Order 
 
 

$14,408,870.65 

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 
 

$193,092.02 

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

0 days 

Contract Price with all approved Change Orders 
 
 

$14,601,962.67 

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: 
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By:  
 Engineer (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Owner (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Contractor (Authorized Signature) 

 

Date:  
 
Date:  

 
Date:  

 

 
ACCEPTED: 
 
 By:  
 MCES (Authorized Signature) 

 By:  
 Anoka County (Authorized Signature) 

 

 Date:  
 

 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 
 
 
 
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. 
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SECTION 00991 – CHANGE ORDER 

(Instructions on reverse side) No. 9 

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

DATE OF ISSUANCE:  2/6/13 EFFECTIVE DATE:  2/6/13 

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:   
The following is a summary of Contract adjustments associated with Anoka County Viking Boulevard reconstruction work items 
that are necessary for the roadway project regardless of utility construction activities, in accordance with JPA 02-622-32, and  any 
subsequent amendments thereto. 

 

ADD ITEMS: 

 

CO 9   Estimated   Quoted Total 

No. Item Description Qty Unit Unit Price Est. Cost 

1 Clear & Grub 13 EACH $68.00 $884.00 

2 Remove 15" CMP Culvert 32 LF $8.54 $273.28 

3 Remove 30" RCP Culvert 116 LF $10.68 $1,238.88 

4 Remove Bituminous Pavement 10669 SY $8.86 $94,527.34 

5 Remove Conduit 1 EACH $1,407.77 $1,407.77 

6 Haul Salvaged Material 1 LS $400.00 $400.00 

7 Common Excavation 4515 CY $6.35 $28,670.25 

8 Traffic Control 1 LS $29,134.00 $29,134.00 

9 15" CS Pipe Culvert 32 LF $25.37 $811.84 

10 30" RC Pipe Culvert 116 LF $57.05 $6,617.80 

11 15" CS Pipe Apron 2 EACH $167.96 $335.92 

12 30" RC Pipe Apron 2 EACH $921.47 $1,842.94 

13 Silt Fence Machine Sliced 2500 LF $1.80 $4,500.00 
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14 Culvert Protection 54 SY $2.00 $108.00 

15 BioRoll Ditch Check 12 LF $2.75 $33.00 

16 Wetland Seed -Seed Mix 325 5 ACRE $1,775.00 $8,875.00 

17 Rock Construction Entrance 2 EACH $1,100.00 $2,200.00 

18 Rapid Stabilization Method 3 31.2 MGAL $360.00 $11,232.00 

 

  

    

 

Total Estimated CO 9 Addition 

   

$193,092.02 

 

TOTAL CONTRACT ADJUSTMENT THIS CHANGE ORDER: 

MCES City  County  Total 

Total Additions $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

Total Deductions $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Total Contract Adjustment This Change 
Order $0.00 $0.00 $193,092.02 $193,092.02 

 

Reason for Change Order: 

Portions of the work required for the roadway improvements on Viking Boulevard, regardless of utility construction 
activities, are necessary to be completed with the muck excavation and utility construction activities currently underway.  
 

Attachments: (List documents supporting change) 

Reference:  

Cover Letter Dated 1/25/13 

JPA: Anoka County No. 02-622-32  

 

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. 8 and extra 
work 

 

$2,722,402.45 

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

 

6/30/13 date 

Contract Price Prior to this Change Order 
 
 

$14,408,870.65 

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 
 

$193,092.02 

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

0 days 

Contract Price with all approved Change Orders 
 
 

$14,601,962.67 

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: 
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By:  
 Engineer (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Owner (Authorized Signature) 

 
 
 
By:  
 Contractor (Authorized Signature) 

 

Date:  
 
Date:  

 
Date:  

 

 
ACCEPTED: 
 
 By:  
 MCES (Authorized Signature) 

 By:  
 Anoka County (Authorized Signature) 

 

 Date:  
 

 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 
 
 
 
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. 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
February 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 E.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Final Design Approval for the Electronic Reader Board 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approving final design for electronic community reader board 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
At the November 7th City Council meeting, DeMars Signs was selected as the contractor for the 
construction and installation of an electronic community reader board at the NE corner of TH 65 and 
Viking Blvd. Their bid of $73,937 included a 25mm Watchfire color display and upgraded stone columns 
around the existing support poles. 
 
At the December 19th City Council meeting, a design was approved that included additional stone work 
around the support poles and sign base and the addition of a top cornice. At the January 23rd City Council 
meeting, change order #1 was approved that included an increase of $11,867 to reflect the costs of the 
upgraded design. Also at that meeting, council recommended modification of the top cornice of the 
cabinet. DeMars Signs has agreed to the change in the cabinet design with no additional cost increases.  
There would be no additional cost for this modification and the Project cost would remain at $85,804. 
 
The existing sign has been removed and construction of the new sign has begun. A down payment of 
$37,180 has already been processed and the electronic display has been ordered. The remaining balance 
of $48,624 will be due upon approved completion of the project.   
 
Attachment(s): 

1. Final Design of the Electronic Reader Board 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
There is currently $95,000 EDA budget for an electronic reader board sign. The East Bethel Seniors have 
provided a donation of $5,000 toward the sign and the City has received $2,800 as a damage claim 
payment, bringing the total available funds for the project to $102,800 in 2013. The final approved design 
will have a project cost of $85,804.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is requesting Council approval of the final design as shown in the attachment for the electronic 
reader board.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
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City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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10’ x 16’ sign mounted to existing poles
w/ new pole covers

10’

16’

10.5”

21.5”

1.25.13
Scott Maciej
East Bethel



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
February 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 G. 1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Update on Ordinance Committee 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Item 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The Ordinance Committee is scheduled to meet on February 5, 2013 at 10 AM at City Hall. In 
addition to Committee members, Heidi Moegerle and Tom Ronning, Jack Davis, Colleen Winter, 
Mark DuCharme, Nate Ayshford, Nick Schmitz and Wendy Warren will attend to address staff 
concerns for Ordinances that relate to their Departments.  
 
Staff will provide a report to Council on the recommendations of the meeting and direction of the 
Committee for additional Ordinance review.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
February 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 G.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
City Council Work Meeting/Retreat 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider scheduling dates for a Retreat and a Work Meeting to Discuss Economic Development 
and Utility Issues 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Anoka County has offered staff assistance to the East Bethel City Council to address issues 
related to economic development. Martha Weaver, Public Information Manager, is available to 
discuss the public relations and media aspects of marketing with the Council.  
 
Staff recommends that Council schedule a work meeting to receive a report from Martha Weaver 
and receive a report from the City Engineer regarding the Municipal Utilities Project and  
Change Orders related to the Viking Boulevard reconstruction.  It is recommended that the date 
of this meeting be set for Wednesday, February 13, 2013 at 5 PM at City Hall.  
 
Staff also recommends that Council schedule a retreat for February 16, 2013 from 9 AM to 2 PM 
at the Cedar Creek ESR Conference Facility located on Fawn Lake Drive to hear and discuss a 
presentation by staff concerning the major issues within their departments and solicit input from 
Council as to their concerns regarding operations in these areas. We would anticipate that this 
portion of the retreat would be from 9 am to noon, followed by a short break for a box lunch. The 
remaining portion of the retreat, 12:30 PM to 2 PM, would be used to cover any uncompleted 
discussion of the morning session or begin discussions on Council Policy concerning the overall 
concerns of the Hwy. 65 Corridor Development. Council may wish to consider the scheduling of 
additional retreats or work meetings to further explore the details of these matters. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
To be determined 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
As noted above 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
February 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 9.0 C 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Closed Session – Personnel Issue - Minn. Stat. § 13D.05, subds. 1(d), 2 (b) 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Staff requests Council hold a Closed Session per Minn Stat. § 13D.05, subds. 1(d), 2 (b) 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff requests Council hold a Closed Session per Minn Stat. § 13D.05, subds. 1(d), 2 (b) 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
February 6, 2013 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 9.0 D 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Closed Session, Union Negotiations, Minn. Stat. § 13D.03, subd. 1 (b). 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Staff requests Council hold a Closed Session per Minn. Stat. § 13D.03, subd. 1 (b) Review 
Union 2013-2015 Contract Negotiations 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s):  
Staff requests Council hold a Closed Session per Minn. Stat. § 13D.03, subd. 1 (b) Review 
Union 2013-2015 Contract Negotiations. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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