
 

City of East Bethel   
City Council Agenda 
Regular Council Meeting – 7:30 p.m. 
Date: May 16, 2012 
 
  Item 
 
7:30 PM  1.0 Call to Order  
 
7:31 PM  2.0 Pledge of Allegiance 
 
7:32 PM 3.0 Adopt Agenda 
 
7:34 PM 4.0 Public Hearing 

Page 1-4 Classic Construction 2nd Addition, Lot 1, Block 1 and Outlot A, Drainage and Utility  
Easement Vacation 
 

7:49 PM 5.0 Report 
 Page 5  A. Sheriff’s Report 
 
7:54 PM 6.0 Public Forum 
 
8:04 PM 7.0 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 9-12 A. Approve Bills 
Page 13-26 B. Meeting Minutes, May 2, 2012, Regular Meeting  
Page 27-31 C. Meeting Minutes, April 18, 2012, Board of Appeals and Equalization 
Page 32-39 D. Meeting Minutes, April 25, 2012, Work Meeting 
Page 40-47 E. Meeting Minutes, April 26, 2012 Town Hall Meeting  
Page 48 F. Approve Application and Permit for a 1 Day Temporary Consumption and  

    Display Permit for Cedar East Bethel Lions – Booster Day, July 21, 2012 
Page 49-50 G. Approve Application to Conduct Excluded Bingo for East Bethel Seniors –  

    Booster Day, July 21, 2012  
Page 51-56 H. Adopt Remote Network Access Policy 
Page 57 I. Pay Estimate #2 for Elevated Storage Tank No. 1 
Page 58-59 J. Approval of Culvert Replacement 187th Lane NE  
 

New Business 
  8.0 Commission, Association and Task Force Reports 
8:10 PM  A. Economic Development Authority 
 Page 60  1. Presentation – Cedar Creek Ecosystem Science Reserve  
 Page 61-62  2. Appoint Website Committee 
8:25 PM  B. Planning Commission  
            Page 63-72  1. Meeting Minutes, April 24, 2012 
            Page 73-84  2. Great River Energy – IUP Amendment to Route I1 for Placement of a  

 Transmission Line 
            Page 85-95  3. Aggressive Hydraulics, Site Plan Review for 18800 Ulysses St. NE 
            Page 96-108  4. Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition – Preliminary Plat 
            Page 109-131  5. Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition – Final Plat 



9:15 PM  C. Park Commission  
           Page 132-141  1. Meeting Minutes, April 11, 2012 
9:17 PM  D. Road Commission 
 Page 142-148  1. Meeting Minutes, April 10, 2012 
 

9.0 Department Reports 
9:20 PM  A. Community Development  
 Page 149-155  1. Doug Paulson & Taylor Reichow, Administrative Subdivision – Lot Line  
     Adjustment 
9:30 PM  B. Engineer  

Page 156-159  1. Classic Construction, Lot 1, Block 1 and Outlot A, Drainage and Utility  
     Easement Vacation 

Page 160  2. Water Tower No.1 Logo 
   C. Attorney  
   D. Finance 
   E. Public Works  
9:45 PM  F. Fire Department  

 Page 161-165  1. Monthly Report 
   G. City Administrator  
  

 
  10.0 Other 

9:55 PM  A. Council Reports 
10:05 PM  B. Other  
 
10:10 PM 11.0 Adjourn 
 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 4.0 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Agenda Item: 
Public Hearing for Vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on Lot 1 Block 1 and 
Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Requested Action: 
Conduct Public Hearing for the Vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on Lot 1 
Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Background Information:   
Classic Commercial Park was platted in 2006. At that time, the plat was approved with a 
regional stormwater pond in the northeast corner of Outlot A as shown on Attachment 1. 
The developer has made an application to replat the Classic Commercial Park as Classic 
Commercial Park 2nd Addition. As part of the replatting process, the developer will create 
two new lots (Lot 2, Block 1 and Lot 1, Block 2). The developer is also requesting to 
relocate the regional stormwater pond between Lot 2, Block 1 and Outlot A as shown on 
the Preliminary Plat of Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition, which is included as 
Attachment 2.  
 
If the plat of Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition is approved, portions of the drainage 
and utility easements from the original plat of Classic Commercial Park should be 
vacated. The proposed drainage and utility easements that would be vacated are shown on 
the Preliminary Plat of Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition (Attachment 2). As part of 
the vacation process, state statutes require a public hearing. A public hearing notice has 
been published in the Anoka County Union and adjacent landowners have been notified 
of the hearing by mail. 
 
Attachments: 

1. Classic Commercial Park Final Plat 
2. Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition Preliminary Plat 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Fiscal Impact: 
None.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends that Council conduct the public hearing and receive public comment as 
required by state statutes for the vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on Lot 1 
Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park and approve the vacation of easements 
as described.  
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
 







 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 5.0 A 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Monthly Sheriff’s Report 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Lt. Orlando will review the monthly statistics and report on activities for the month of April, 
2012. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:   X    
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$53,674.82
$21,444.97
$30,653.40

$105,773.19

Payments for Council Approval May 16, 2012

Total to be Approved for Payment 

Bills to be Approved for Payment 
Electronic Payroll Payments
Payroll City Staff - May 10, 2012



City of East Bethel
May 16, 2012

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

Arena Operations Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 042612 Wright-Hennepin Coop Electric 615 49851 21.32
Arena Operations Electric Utilities 042012 Connexus Energy 615 49851 760.33
Arena Operations Professional Services Fees 45 Gibson's Management Company 615 49851 5,445.70
Arena Operations Telephone 042812 CenturyLink 615 49851 111.27
Building Inspections Electrical Permits 050112 Brian Nelson Inspection Svcs 101 418.50
Central Services/Supplies Information Systems 216013 City of Roseville 101 48150 2,140.16
Central Services/Supplies Information Systems 05 2012 Midcontinent Communications 101 48150 1,278.00
Central Services/Supplies Legal Notices IQ 01797648 ECM Publishers, Inc. 101 48150 256.25
Central Services/Supplies Office Equipment Rental 202087250 Loffler Companies, Inc. 101 48150 529.32
Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 605744097001 Office Depot 101 48150 85.48
Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 605744165001 Office Depot 101 48150 30.94
Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 605932490001 Office Depot 101 48150 24.13
Central Services/Supplies Telephone 042812 CenturyLink 101 48150 232.50
Engineering Architect/Engineering Fees 30154 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 101 43110 1,582.38
Fire Department Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 042612 Wright-Hennepin Coop Electric 101 42210 5.32
Fire Department Clothing & Personal Equipment 144249 Clarey's Safety Equipment Inc. 101 42210 477.02
Fire Department Dues and Subscriptions 050712 MN Chapter IAAI 101 42210 25.00
Fire Department Electric Utilities 042012 Connexus Energy 101 42210 681.45
Fire Department Equipment Parts 1921-407148 O'Reilly Auto Stores Inc. 101 42210 206.10
Fire Department General Operating Supplies 154788 Northern Sanitary Supply Co 101 42210 221.02
Fire Department General Operating Supplies 100024375 Soderquist's Market 101 42210 63.12
Fire Department Information Systems 215993 City of Roseville 101 42210 1,315.20
Fire Department Motor Vehicle Services (Lic d) 38995 Minnesota Conway 101 42210 166.72
Fire Department Personnel Advertising 120622 Aspen Mills, Inc. 231 42210 64.07
Fire Department Personnel Advertising 120623 Aspen Mills, Inc. 231 42210 85.12
Fire Department Personnel/Labor Relations 624458 LexisNexis Occ Health Solution 101 42210 339.00
Fire Department Telephone 042812 CenturyLink 101 42210 403.92
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 51122517 Hewlett-Packard Company 101 41940 51.30
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 470819356 Cintas Corporation #470 101 41940 21.78
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 14832 GHP Enterprises, Inc. 101 41940 368.72
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 455408-04-12 Premium Waters, Inc. 101 41940 7.40
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 119931 Robert B. Hill Company 101 41940 19.24
General Govt Buildings/Plant Electric Utilities 042012 Connexus Energy 101 41940 1,029.78
Human Resources Personnel Advertising IP 00814989 ECM Publishers, Inc. 101 41810 90.00
Human Resources Personnel Advertising IQ 01797509 ECM Publishers, Inc. 101 41810 72.00
Jackson MSA Street Project Architect/Engineering Fees 30124 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 402 40326 436.25
Legal Legal Fees 04 2012 Eckberg, Lammers, Briggs, 101 41610 7,425.68
Legal Legal Fees 46989 State of Minnesota 101 41610 248.59
Mayor/City Council Conferences/Meetings 166275 League of MN Cities 101 41110 350.00
Mayor/City Council Conferences/Meetings 100063357 Soderquist's Market 101 41110 44.70
Mayor/City Council Dues and Subscriptions 2012 Mediation Services 101 41110 1,366.00
MSA Street Construction Architect/Engineering Fees 30153 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 402 40200 2,417.51
Park Capital Projects Park & Landscape Services 323 A Family Tree & Brush Service 407 40700 1,400.00
Park Maintenance Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 61045942 John Deere Landscapes 101 43201 38.78
Park Maintenance Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 61068845 John Deere Landscapes 101 43201 34.51
Park Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 470812778 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43201 48.03
Park Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 470816080 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43201 48.03
Park Maintenance Electric Utilities 042012 Connexus Energy 101 43201 173.83
Park Maintenance Equipment Parts 210617 Lano Equipment, Inc. 101 43201 309.80



City of East Bethel
May 16, 2012

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

Park Maintenance Equipment Parts 210620 Lano Equipment, Inc. 101 43201 18.63
Park Maintenance Equipment Parts 93717-IN Minnesota Wanner Company 101 43201 80.58
Park Maintenance General Operating Supplies 357109 Ham Lake Hardware 101 43201 34.30
Park Maintenance General Operating Supplies 38578 Menards Cambridge 101 43201 9.80
Park Maintenance Small Tools and Minor Equip 04 4042092 Suburban Lawn Center 101 43201 477.21
Park Maintenance Tires 61819 Gerdin Auto Service Inc 101 43201 252.91
Payroll Insurance Premiums 05 2012 Fort Dearborn Life Insurance 101 1,056.12
Payroll Insurance Premiums 05 2012 NCPERS Minnesota 101 128.00
Payroll Union Dues 05 2012 MN Teamsters No. 320 101 601.00
Planning and Zoning Architect/Engineering Fees 30155 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 816 1,796.65
Planning and Zoning Legal Notices IQ 01797649 ECM Publishers, Inc. 101 41910 46.13
Planning and Zoning Legal Notices IQ 01797650 ECM Publishers, Inc. 101 41910 51.25
Planning and Zoning Legal Notices IQ 01797950 ECM Publishers, Inc. 101 41910 66.63
Planning and Zoning Legal Notices IQ 01797951 ECM Publishers, Inc. 101 41910 97.38
Planning and Zoning Office Supplies 606818816001 Office Depot 101 41910 45.66
Police General Operating Supplies 151111 J. P. Cooke Company 101 42110 84.33
Police Professional Services Fees 37920 Gopher State One-Call 101 42110 4.35
Police Professional Services Fees 04 2012 Gratitude Farms 101 42110 778.56
Recycling Operations Electric Utilities 042012 Connexus Energy 226 43235 140.95
Recycling Operations Office Supplies 605744164001 Office Depot 226 43235 9.29
Recycling Operations Professional Services Fees 05 2012 Cedar East Bethel Lions 226 43235 1,000.00
Recycling Operations Refuse Removal 447-IN PPL Industries 226 43235 210.00
Sewer Operations Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 042612 Wright-Hennepin Coop Electric 602 49451 383.41
Sewer Operations Chemicals and Chem Products 3334103 RI Hawkins, Inc 602 49451 3,521.84
Sewer Operations Electric Utilities 042012 Connexus Energy 602 49451 967.56
Sewer Operations Professional Services Fees 80695 Utility Consultants, Inc. 602 49451 659.87
Sewer Operations Small Tools and Minor Equip 9812244128 Grainger 602 49451 309.21
Sewer Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 30113 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 434 49455 1,367.19
Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 470812778 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43220 26.49
Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 470816080 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43220 26.49
Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 455408-04-12 Premium Waters, Inc. 101 43220 7.40
Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 042612 Wright-Hennepin Coop Electric 101 43220 21.29
Street Maintenance Cleaning Supplies 2442144 Dalco 101 43220 123.43
Street Maintenance Cleaning Supplies 2442144 Dalco 101 43220 (83.86)
Street Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 470812778 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43220 47.45
Street Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 470816080 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43220 47.45
Street Maintenance Electric Utilities 042012 Connexus Energy 101 43220 1,642.82
Street Maintenance Equipment Parts 210905 Lano Equipment, Inc. 101 43220 23.70
Street Maintenance Equipment Parts 1539-140737 O'Reilly Auto Stores Inc. 101 43220 131.51
Street Maintenance Shop Supplies 359547 Ham Lake Hardware 101 43220 59.05
Street Maintenance Shop Supplies 359547 Ham Lake Hardware 101 43220 (2.76)
Street Maintenance Small Tools and Minor Equip 12193070-00 Brock White Company 101 43220 155.73
Street Maintenance Telephone 042812 CenturyLink 101 43220 68.17
Water Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 30113 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 433 49405 1,367.19
Water Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 30159 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 433 49405 737.50
Water Utility Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 30161 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 433 49405 1,160.04
Water Utility Operations Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 042612 Wright-Hennepin Coop Electric 601 49401 26.67
Water Utility Operations Electric Utilities 042012 Connexus Energy 601 49401 501.22
Water Utility Operations Small Tools and Minor Equip 9812244128 Grainger 601 49401 309.20



City of East Bethel
May 16, 2012

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

Water Utility Operations Telephone 042812 CenturyLink 601 49401 108.56
$53,674.82

Payroll $5,373.81
Payroll $4,855.86
Payroll $1,336.92
Payroll $4,794.53
Payroll $1,992.34
Payroll $3,091.51

$21,444.97

State Withholding
MSRS

Medicare Withholding
FICA Tax Withholding

Electronic Payments 

PERA
Federal Withholding



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 7.0 A-J 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Consent Agenda 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approving Consent Agenda as presented 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Item A 
 Bills/Claims 
 
Item B 
 Meeting Minutes, May 2, 2012 Regular City Council  
Meeting minutes from the May 2, 2012 Regular City Council Meeting are attached for your 
review and approval. 
 
Item C 
 Meeting Minutes, April 18, 2012 Board of Appeals and Equalization  
Meeting minutes from the April 18, 2012 Board of Appeals and Equalization Meeting are 
attached for your review and approval. 
 
 Item D 
 Meeting Minutes, April 25, 2012 Work Meeting 
Meeting minutes from the April 25, 2012 Work Meeting are attached for your review and 
approval. 
 
Item E 
 Meeting Minutes, April 26, 2012 Town Hall Meeting 
Meeting minutes from the April 26, 2012 Town Hall Meeting are attached for your review and 
approval. 
 
Item F 
 Approve Application and Permit for 1 Day Temporary Consumption and Display Permit 
for Cedar/East Bethel Lions – Booster Day, July 21, 2012 
The Cedar/East Bethel Lions have applied for a one day temporary consumption and display 
permit to sell beer and set ups at the Booster Day and the Firefighter’s Dance scheduled for July 
21, 2012.  We have received a signed application.  We have not received proof of Liquor 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



Liability Insurance.  Staff is recommending approval subject to receipt of the certificate of 
Liquor Liability Insurance. 
 
Item G 
 Approve Application to Conduct Excluded Bingo for East Bethel Seniors – Booster Day, 
July 21, 2012 
The East Bethel Seniors have applied for a one day permit to conduct excluded bingo on July 21, 
2012, Booster Day at the Community Center. The application form has been submitted and is 
complete.  Staff is recommending Council approve the one day permit for the East Bethel 
Seniors to conduct excluded bingo on July 21, 2012 at the East Bethel Community/Senior 
Center. 
 
Item H 
 Adopt Remote Network Access Policy 
METROiNET, the user group of cities that utilize the City of Roseville for IT Services, is 
recommending that all member cities adopt the attached Remote Network Access Policy.   
 
Remote access can be a security risk and requires policies and procedures to minimize the risk.  
Currently, the City Personnel Policy addresses this with one paragraph as attached in Attachment 
#2.  A written and adopted policy is required to meet federal and state compliance for audit 
controls.  This policy covers any contractors, consultants, or city employee that are granted 
remote access. 
 
Staff recommends approval of the Remote Access Policy as submitted in Attachment #1.   
 
Item I 

 Pay Estimate #2 for Elevated Storage Tank No. 1 
This item includes Pay Estimate #2 to Caldwell Tank, Inc. for the construction of Elevated 
Storage Tank No. 1. The major pay item for this pay request includes completion of the tank 
steel construction. The Pay Estimate includes payment for work completed to date minus a five 
percent retainage. We recommend partial payment of $14,058.10. A summary of the 
recommended payment is as follows: 
 
Total Work Completed to Date $ 858,290.00 
Less 5% Retainage $   42,914.50 
Less Previous Payments $ 801,317.40 
Total payment $   14,058.10 
 
Payment for this project will be financed from the bond proceeds.  Funds, as noted above, are 
available and appropriate for this project.  A copy of Pay Estimate #2 is attached. 
 
Item J 

 Approval of Culvert Replacement 187th Lane NE, Sauter’s Commercial Park 
 As part of the street improvements scheduled for renovation due to disturbance from the 
Municipal Utilities Project, a final bituminous wear course lift will be included as an overlay on 
187th Lane. Because none of the utility installations required disruption to this portion of road, it 
was not reconstructed with the rest of the development but it is part of the completion segment of 
the project. Within this section there is a concrete cross culvert located on 187th Lane between 
Buchanan Street and Ulysses Street that has deteriorated past the point of repair. Sinkholes have 
formed along most of the length of the pipe and the adjacent storm water catch basins are being 
infiltrated and creating additional sink holes. During the initial installation, used concrete culvert 



was installed and the current culvert elevations are lower than downstream pipe inverts 
prohibiting the proper flow of water in the drainage ditch. 
 
Staff is recommending removal and replacement of the concrete cross culvert and storm water 
catch basins located on 187th Lane. Having the work completed prior to the final bituminous 
overlay will prevent having to open a road cut in the new surface at a later date. Staff has 
requested quotes for completion of this project. 2011 engineering estimates for this project were 
$23,000. This project would be funded from the City’s Street Capital Fund. Attached is a project 
location map and a preliminary plan and profile of the proposed work.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
As noted above. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Recommend approval of the Consent Agenda as presented. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 



 

  EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
May 2, 2012 

 
The East Bethel City Council met on May 2, 2012 at 7:30 PM for their regular meeting at City Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Bob DeRoche  Richard Lawrence Heidi Moegerle  
 
MEMBERS EXCUSED: Bill Boyer  Steve Voss 
 
ALSO PRESENT:   Jack Davis, City Administrator 

Mark Vierling, City Attorney 
Craig Jochum, City Engineer 

   
Call to Order 
 
 

The May 2, 2012 City Council meeting was called to order by Mayor Lawrence at 7:30 
PM.    

Adopt Agenda Moegerle made a motion to adopt the May 2, 2012 City Council Agenda. Moegerle, “I 
would like to pull the following items from the consent agenda: D) Approve Completion of 
Probation – Receptionist and H) Release Landborg Escrow for Wetlands (this item I think the 
residents are entitled to more of an explanation of what this is) and add 8.0 C Closed Session 
to discuss LMC Settlement Matter. Lawrence, “I would also like to pull from new business 
the Tim Chies and Jordan Valder business request. I would like some more information on 
this. Can I table this?” Vierling suggest he wait until the agenda item is brought up to discuss 
it. Moegerle, “Either under Economic Development or Community Development I would like 
to talk about the direction of the EDA and vision and that kind of stuff.  I don’t care where 
we put it.” Davis suggested under Council report. Lawrence seconded   DeRoche, “We 
should have a full council for discussion.” All in favor, motion carries.  
 

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 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D) Approve 
Completion 
of Probation 
– 
Receptionist; 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Moegerle made motion to approve the Consent Agenda including: A) Approve Bills; B) 
Meeting Minutes, April 18, 2012, Regular Meeting; C) Resolution 2012-23 Accepting 
Donations for the Fire Department; D) Approve Completion of Probation – 
Receptionist; E) Pay Estimate #2 Municipal Builders, Inc. for Water Treatment Plant 
No. 1; F) Pay Estimate #12, S.R. Weidema, Phase 1, Project 1, Utility Improvements, G) 
Fire Fighter Resignations; H) Release Landborg Escrow for Wetlands. Lawrence 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 
Moegerle, “The reason I pulled this is the same reason I pulled Nate’s as well. She has been a 
great asset to the City. It is always fun to have the phone answered by her. She is always 
cheerful and willing to help. She has some great ideas and when we are talking about her 
being an exemplary employee at this time going off probation, I think it is great and we are 
very glad to have you aboard.” Lawrence, “I wanted to acknowledge you and thank you for 
your service.”  DeRoche, “I have heard quite a few good comments from people who come in 
here versus the atmosphere that used to be.” Moegerle, “Yes, that there is always a smile. 
You make it much more pleasant.”  
 
Moegerle made a motion to approve the Completion of Probation for Carrie Frost, 
Receptionist.  DeRoche seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  



May 2, 2012 East Bethel City Council Meeting        Page 2 of 14 
 
H) Release 
Landborg 
Escrow for 
Wetlands 

 
Moegerle, “Can staff explain this so everyone understands the reasons for this?”  Jochum, 
“This started in 2007; Mr. Landborg had put in an application to do a wetland bank.  This is 
for wetland replacement, when you fill wetlands.  It was partly done to mitigate the site that 
he filled at Viking and 65 and then he was going to bank the rest of the credits. Since then he 
had requested not to bank those credits, but the city was interested in taking those credits over 
for the Water Treatment Plant because we needed some credits. So in turn the city agreed to 
finish the permitting issues he had, forgive about $2,400 in fees that he owed, and then 
release his current cash escrow that he had. In general that was a cost savings to the city of 
$49,000 since we did not have to buy those credits. And that permitting is now completed.  
All the agencies have bought off on swapping credits. His site is done at Viking. There is a 
letter in the packet that he has signed and brought to City Hall.   
 
Moegerle, “Is there a “closing” like you would have on a sale of a property with all of these 
different agencies signing off? Or do we just write him a check?  Are we done today after we 
approve this?”  Jochum “We were done with meeting with all the agencies a couple weeks 
ago. We are not really writing him a check, he has money sitting at the City, and it is his 
money we are releasing.  And then that expense is forgiven.”  
 
DeRoche, “What does map on page 34 have to do with this?”  Jochum, “It just shows where 
the wetland was created.” Lawrence, “This will actually be a savings to the City of East 
Bethel of $49,000, correct?”  Jochum, “That is correct.”  
 
Moegerle made a motion to authorize the Release of Landborg Escrow for Wetlands.  
Lawrence seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  
 

Katy & Keith 
Murshcel, 954 
197th Avenue 
NE, Interim 
Use Permit for 
Horses 
 

Davis explained that Mr. and Mrs. Murschel are requesting an IUP for the keeping of one (1) 
horse and three (3) ponies on a 10.5 acre parcel they recently purchased.  An IUP for three (3) 
horses was approved in 2003; however, IUPs are not transferred when the property is sold.   
 
East Bethel City Code Section 10. Article V. Farm Animals, requires that no animals that are 
regulated by the code can be kept on a parcel of land located within a platted subdivision or 
on any parcel of land of less than three (3) acres (130,680 square feet). The 10.5-acre parcel 
is not located within a platted subdivision. 
 
There are no wetlands present on the 10.5-acre parcel.  There is an existing barn to house the 
horses and three (3) fenced in pastures for rotating the livestock.  City Code has a limit on the 
number of animals per parcel.  Horses require one acre of pastureland per horse. Pasture land 
is defined as land with vegetation coverage used for grazing livestock.  Pasture growth can 
consist of grasses, shrubs, deciduous trees or a mixture, and not including wetlands.  
 
City staff has conducted a site inspection.  The property meets the requirements set forth in 
City Code for the keeping of farm animals. 
 
Planning Commission recommends approval to City Council for an IUP to allow three (3) 
ponies and one (1) horse at 954 197th Avenue NE, PIN 30-33-23-11-0009, for Keith and Katy 
Murschel with the conditions as attached in your packet.  
 
Lawrence made a motion to approve the request of Katy and Keith Murshcel at 954 
197th Avenue NE (PIN 30-33-23-11-0009) for an Interim Use Permit (IUP) to allow three 
ponies and one horse with the following conditions: 1) An Interim Use Permit 
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Agreement must be signed and executed by the property owners and the City; 2) 
Property owners must comply with City Code Section 10. Article V. Farm Animals; 3) 
Permit shall expire when: a. The property is sold, or b. Non-compliance of IUP 
conditions; 4) Property owners shall have thirty (30) days to remove approved domestic 
farm animals upon expiration of the IUP; 5) Property will be inspected and evaluated 
annually by city staff; 6) Conditions of the IUP must be met no later than August 1, 
2012.  IUP will not be issued until all conditions are met. Failure to meet conditions will 
result in the null and void of the IUP; 7) If the animal units change, the property owner 
must complete a Request for Change of Animal Units form available from the Planning 
Division.  This form is intended to keep staff updated as to the number and type of 
regulated domestic farm animals kept on the property.  The form will be kept in the 
address file. Moegerle seconded.  
 
DeRoche, “It is his understanding city code says three acres per horse.” Davis, “It is one acre 
per horse.”  DeRoche, “Do they have an appropriate place to live?”  Davis, “There is a barn 
on site to house the animals.”  DeRoche, “Are the neighbors pretty good with this?”   Davis, 
“There have been no complaints from the neighbors that we know of. This property had a 
previous IUP for horses and the property was sold.  However the IUP wasn’t transferable 
with the sale of the property.”  
 
Moegerle, “Question I have, and probably trivial, in the write-up, “grass, shrubs, deciduous 
tress or a mixture”.  Why not evergreens, are evergreens poisonous to horses?”  DeRoche,"I  
don’t think evergreens are good fro them, think they are acidic.” Davis, “Don’t think horses 
eat evergreens.”  Moegerle, “Part of this is we have talked about the Tree Ordinance.” Davis, 
“That is taken straight out of the city code.”   
 
Lawrence, “What is the end date of  the IUP?” Davis, “IUPs you can put an end date on them 
or you can let them go indefinitely.  This one says it will end when the property is sold or 
when they are in non-compliance of the IUP conditions.”  DeRoche, “What’s to say it goes 
great for a year and then we just say indefinitely?”  Davis, “I think with these animal IUPs it 
is better to stick with these two things because it is really an inconvenience for people to have 
to come back in for a renewal. If there are issues, or a property sale, I think that has been 
fairly pointed out that it will be brought before Council very quickly.  Lawrence, “How often 
do we have an inspection by city staff to make sure they are in compliance?” Davis, 
“Annually.”   
 
 Moegerle “The other thing that is missing here is we give them notice that we are coming 
out to inspect, but does it expire immediately after non-compliance occurs or after there is a 
determination?  That is a little vague.”  Davis, “I think it says in the code that is 30 days.” 
Moegerle, “You have 30 days to remove the animals, but does it expire when the non-
compliance occurs or when there is a determination of non-compliance.” Davis, “It would 
expire when there is a determination of non-compliance.” Lawrence, “Is that by staff or 
council?” Davis, “By City Council.” All in favor, motion carries.   
 

Tim Chies & 
Jordan Valder, 
18805 
Highway 65 
NE, Interim 
Use Permit for 
Automotive 

Davis explained that Mr. Jordan Valder has rented a portion of the building located at 18805 
Highway 65 to conduct business from the site.  The business is known as Valder’s Vehicles 
which is defined as a motor vehicle and motorcycle internet distribution sales. This type of 
use is allowed in the B3 – Highway Business district with an IUP that is limited to no more 
than two (2) years, at which time the property owner and applicant will be required to re-
apply for an IUP.    
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and 
Motorcycle 
Internet 
Distribution 
Sales 

Valder’s Vehicles is an internet based business that sells used cars and new scooters.  Most of 
the clientele will contact Mr. Valder to find a specific vehicle or they can look at vehicles on 
the business website.  Once Mr. Valder finds a vehicle he brings it to the site to clean it up 
and makes an appointment for the client to look at the vehicle.  Most times the client will 
purchase the vehicle; however, there are occasions when the vehicle is not purchased.  If this 
is the case, Mr. Valder will place the vehicle on the website and will have it for sale on the 
lot.   
 
The site will need a designated parking area for customers and for parking of stored vehicles.  
City Code Appendix A. Zoning, Section 22 regulates the number of parking stalls required.  
Mr. Valder is required to submit the size of the rented space so staff can calculate parking 
requirements. Areas where vehicles are parked or stored must comply with code requirements 
pertaining to size, striping, and identification. 
 
According to state building and fire codes, a Certificate of Occupancy is required when the 
occupancy of a commercial building is changed.  Mr. Chies and Mr. Valder are required to 
comply with state building and fire codes. Satisfactory compliance will be determined by the 
fire and building safety departments. 
 
This type of business is regulated by city code, Ordinance 36, Second Series (Attachment 4).  
Mr. Valder will be required to meet all requirements of the code.  Failure to comply will 
result in the revocation of the IUP. 
 
Planning Commission recommends approval to City Council for an Interim Use Permit in the 
B-3 Highway Commercial District for Automotive and/or Motorcycle Internet Distribution 
Sales. The business being located at 18805 Highway 65 NE, Suite A with the 
recommendations as included in your packet.     
 
Lawrence made a motion to table the request for an Interim Use Permit (IUP) for an 
Automotive and/or Motorcycle Internet Distribution Sales business at 18805 Highway 
65 NE for two weeks, (until the next regular City Council meeting). Lawrence, “He 
would like some more information on this.”  Moegerle, “What information are you lacking?”  
Lawrence, “I would like to talk to Mr. Chies personally.  I would like to see what is going on 
there, how it is going to be run.”  Jordan Valder, “I am the one taking care of the building, 
Mr. Chies is never there. What information do you need?” Lawrence, “I would like to do a 
site inspection and see what is going on there.” Motion fails for lack of a second. 
 
Moegerle made a motion to approve the request of Tim Chies and Jordan Valder for an 
Interim Use Permit (IUP) for an Automotive and/or Motorcycle Internet Distribution 
Sales business known as Valder’s Vehicles at 18805 Highway 65 with the following 
conditions: 1) At least ninety-five (95) percent of all sales shall be initiated and secured 
through internet communication between buyer and seller; 2)Exterior storage area for 
vehicles and/or motorcycles is limited to 4,000 square feet and shall not interfere with access 
to required parking spaces. Exterior storage is limited to no more than twenty (20) vehicles 
and/or motorcycles for a maximum of forty-five (45) days; 3) Parking areas must be 
identified, striped, and sized according to city code, Appendix A, Zoning, section 22.4, 
including accessible parking stalls; 4) Exterior storage of inoperable vehicles and/or 
motorcycles, equipment, parts, or materials used in the conduct of the business is prohibited; 
5) Minor vehicle and motorcycle maintenance is permitted as an accessory use as to vehicles 
and/or motorcycles awaiting sale and delivery only, within a structure. All vehicles awaiting 
maintenance must be stored inside the principal structure. Body work is prohibited; 6)Life 
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and safety inspection by the city building and fire departments must be completed and 
satisfactorily addressed by Applicant.  A Certificate of Occupancy must be issued by the city 
building department; 7) Vehicle and/or motorcycle storage area shall be surfaced with 
concrete or bituminous and shall meet required parking setbacks. Vehicles and/or 
motorcycles must not be stored in the right-of-way; 8) All necessary state and city licenses 
shall be obtained prior to operation and displayed for public view during business hours; 9) 
Business owner must submit records of sales type as requested by city staff within fourteen 
(14) days of request; 10) An Interim Use Permit is limited to no more than two (2) years 
duration, upon initiation or renewal.  Expiration date is May 31, 2014; 11) An Interim Use 
Permit Agreement must be executed no later than May 31, 2014 2012 and all conditions must 
be met no later than July 1, 2012; 12) All signs associated with the use shall be in compliance 
with the East Bethel Sign Ordinance. (Moegerle noted a typo in condition 11). DeRoche 
seconded.  
 
DeRoche, “Can we make this contingent on the Lawrence having an opportunity to do a walk 
through the place?”  Lawrence, “Any questions I have can be resolved any way.” All in 
favor, motion carries.  
 

CD Properties, 
Classic 
Commercial 
Park 2nd 
Addition, 
Concept Plan 

Davis explained that CD Properties is proposing a concept plan for a commercial 
development known as Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition.  The 1st Addition was 
finalized in April 2006.  The 19.46 acres parcel is proposed to be developed into two 
commercial parcels and one outlot that will be further subdivided in the future. The proposed 
lots meet area and dimensional requirements as required by the zoning ordinance.  Municipal 
sewer and water will be stubbed to each of the parcels.  
 
The City Engineer and City Attorney have reviewed the concept plan and have provided 
comments as Attachments 4 and 5.  Mr. Curt Strandlund will continue to work with staff to 
satisfy all comments of the City Engineer, City Attorney, and staff during the platting 
process. 
 
The main ingress/egress to and from the development is from 187th Lane and Ulysses Street.  
Ulysses will be extended approximately 300 feet to the north to access the new parcels.  The 
existing temporary cul-de-sac easement will be vacated and a new temporary cul-de-sac 
easement will be recorded.  The easement will remain in place until such time as Ulysses is 
further extended to the north.  
 
Park and trail dedication was paid in full during the Classic Commercial Park 1st Addition.  
As stated in the Developers Agreement executed on April15, 2006, future subdivision of any 
part of the subject property will be exempt from additional park/trail dedication requirements 
(Attachment 6).  
 
Planning Commission recommends concept plan approval to the City Council for the 
proposed subdivision known as Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition with condition as 
outlined in your packet.  
 
Moegerle made a motion to approve the concept plan of Classic Commercial Park 1st 
Addition with the following condition: 1) All concerns of the City Engineer and City 
Attorney must be considered for the concept plan to move forward as a preliminary 
plat. Lawrence seconded.   
 
Lawrence, “This is like a rough draft of what you are planning to do?” Strandlund, “This is 
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more than a rough draft, we are real close to the final product. Along with the need to extend 
the road, we will be having a new business come to the City of East Bethel.” DeRoche, 
“There were seven concerns that the city attorney brought up, were those addressed?”   
Vierling, “In part yes. But they will all be addressed in the draft development agreement that 
will come back before you. I will work out the details with the planning department, the city 
engineer and certainly the applicant. You will see that back when you get the development 
agreement back.”  
 
 DeRoche, “The stubbing to the properties, who is doing that?” Davis, “That is done as part 
of the sewer and water project.” Moegerle, “Do you know how soon the future warehouse 
would be done? Assume that isn’t part of the original.”  Strandlund, “Yes, that has been 
submitted to the city also. We are working through some of the engineering concerns.” 
Moegerle, “And when would the addition be done?”  Strandlund, “There will be 60,00 square 
feet right away.  Within a minimum of five years the 40,000 would be added.” Moegerle, “By 
approving the concept plan tonight, would the addition be already approved? Or do they have 
to come back before us with a new concept plan?”  Vierling, “That will be one of the issues 
we will address with the developers agreement.  Sometimes Council’s want those matters to 
come back in front of you.  There will certainly be other fees that will be generated by that 
building at that time, that addition.  Usually it is an abbreviated  review. We can deal with 
that with the planner, city engineer and applicant and come back with a recommendation on 
that.”   Strandlund, “We would like to have approval now that it could be expanded to 
100,000.  Vierling, “I am not saying there is any problem with that. It would be maybe 
driveway access, or some type of exterior things that Council may want to look at in the 
future.”  Strandlund, “If it can’t be approved to 100,000 now, they won’t be moving here.  
We have brought that in to the plan since the beginning, all along. They need to know that 
they can expand to 100,000.  Vierling, “Nobody’s saying they can’t.  Just that they may want 
a different design at that time.”   Strandlund, “The site plan would be allowing for the 
expansion.”  Vierling, “The use would be approved.”  Davis, “At the next council meeting 
the site plan, preliminary plan and final plat will be presented to council.”   Moegerle asked 
Strandlund, “Do you want me to amend my motion to approve the concept plan to allow the 
total 100,000 square foot building?” Strandlund, “That is why I am here tonight.”  Moegerle 
amended her motion to include the 100,000 square foot building. Lawrence seconded 
the amendment.  All in favor, motion carries.   
 

MCES 
Amendment 
#1 Castle 
Towers 
Construction 
Agreement 
 

Jochum explained that November 12, 2010 the City entered into a Construction Cooperation 
and Cost Share Agreement with Metropolitan Council to construct the Phase 1 Project 1 
Utilities. The Agreement identifies the cost share between the Metropolitan Council and the 
City for the project. The estimated cost for the Metropolitan Council identified in the original 
Agreement was $8,100,000. The attached Amendment No. 1 revises the total estimated cost 
share for Metropolitan Council to $8,700,000 based on the actual construction bid.  
 
Staff recommends Council approve Amendment No. 1 to the Metropolitan Council 
Construction Cooperation and Cost Share Agreement. 
 
Davis, “The initial agreement was the estimate, the final agreement will be what the bid was.  
The $8,700,000  is what the bid was.”  Moegerle, “Is this what was just approved recently?”  
Jochum, “This has nothing to do with that. This has to do with what they estimated the 
project to be prior to bidding and what the project really is.”   Moegerle, “Asked Davis how 
much East Bethel ultimately going to bear? He told her 30%. Understand that to mean that is 
what our businesses and people that move into commercial corridor are going to pay.”  Davis, 
“61% Met Council and 39% City.  It doesn’t reflect any change in our bond payments.  
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Because we have the savings from redesign of water treatment plant. ”  Moegerle, “Are we 
going to pay 39% of the $600,000? “ Jochum, “No, your agreement with them is basically 
done. More of a bookkeeping thing then anything to get the correct number in the 
agreement.”    
 
Lawrence made a motion to approve the MCES Amendment #1 Castle Towers 
Construction Agreement. DeRoche seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  
 

 Water Tower 
Color 
Selection 

Jochum explained  he handed out tonight basically an attempt to match the logo colors you 
have with three different backgrounds.  You have color chart from Sherwin Williams, what is 
critical tonight is to pick the base color for the tower.  We have probably a month to pick the 
colors for the logo or letters.   
 
Moegerle, “As I recall, the lighter colors don’t have to be repainted as frequently.”  Jochum, 
“They don’t fade as much. If you went with a really bright color you can see the dullness 
quicker.”   Moegerle, “Asked is the paint going to be semi-gloss?  What kind of finish will it 
be? The water towers we look at aren’t all glossy.”  Jochum, “Actually I don’t know that for 
sure, just assuming they are going to look like the color swatches here. “  DeRoche, “We 
want something that blends in, don’t stand out.” Moegerle, “I  was looking at the two very 
blue Wyoming ones.  They don’t blend with the horizon, they look cheesy. My thought to go 
with white tone. Try to blend it.”  DeRoche, “I  like that Tannery color. Is a Sandhill Crane. 
We want to try and blend.  White will stick out like a sore thumb.” Lawrence, “How about 
Cylinder Cream?”  Moegerle, “I  marked Pillar White. Filament. You like with more of 
brown in it?”  DeRoche, “More rural looking, more looks like it belongs in the woods.” 
  
Lawrence made a motion to approve the color Filament from the Sherwin Williams 
Color Chart provided for the base color of the City Water Tower. Moegerle seconded; 
all in favor, motion carries.  
 

Castle Towers 
Wastewater 
Treatment 
Facility 
Corrective 
Action Plan 

Jochum explained this item was discussed at the April 18, 2012 Council meeting, the City has 
been issued a Notice of Violation (NOV) by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
(MPCA) for the Castle Towers Wastewater Treatment Facility. We have until May 4th to 
submit an action plan.   
 
In  general what we are proposing to do is as follows:  
1. Abandoned bed No. 1 – All sludge will be removed from bed No. 1. The splitter ball 

valve will be removed and a blind flange will be installed. 
 

2. All vegetation will be removed from beds No. 2, 3 and 4. 
 

3. A 2 x 8 treated wood cap will be installed on the top of all dike and divider sections. 
 

4. The vertical plywood on the dike and divider sections will be inspected.  Any 
damaged plywood will be replaced. 
 

5. It is not anticipated that the PVC liner on the bottom of the beds has any damage and 
still functions as designed.  The liner will be visually inspected in four locations in 
beds No. 2, 3 and 4. 

 
Staff estimates that the repairs to the sludge drying beds will be approximately $2,000. 
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Staff recommends that Council approve the draft Corrective Action Plan and further 
authorizes staff to submit the plan to the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency for approval. 
 
DeRoche made a motion to approve the draft Corrective Action Plan as noted for the 
Castle Towers Wastewater Treatment Facility and authorize staff to submit the plan to 
the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) for approval.  Lawrence seconded.   
 
Moegerle, “All the vegetation will be removed from the beds, thought that would help dry 
more?”  Jochum, “Some of these are small roots.”  Davis, “These are small samplings 
growing in there, more of a housekeeping item.”   DeRoche, “Does this look like something 
the MPCA can live with?”   Jochum, “I think so, he didn’t give me any idea what he wanted 
us to do.”   Moegerle, “Can the $2,000 come out of the bond money since this is sewer 
wastewater related?”  Davis, “It probably couldn’t since this is going to be decommissioned. 
This is a charge that is going to have to be made against the sewer plant.”   Moegerle, “Have 
we approved decommissioning it?”  Davis, “Yes, we approved that.”  Vierling, “If something 
should change in that before the end of the year, you could always do a budget transfer.  
Make your adjustment there.”  Moegerle, “Do we want a not to exceed on this?”   Davis, 
“The biggest expense would be just removing the sludge in the drying beds. I am comfortable 
with that number.”  Lawrence all in favor, motion carries. 
 

Wildland Fire 
Grant 

Davis explained the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources has opened the application 
period for matching Fire Department Grants through June 1, 2012.  This Grant Program has 
been designed to assist Fire Departments with the purchase of equipment through a 50% 
matching formula.  The Fire Department would like approval to submit a proposal for 
Wildland (Grass Fires) Fire Fighting Equipment. This equipment will include coveralls, 
helmets and water cans (or spray cans).  The total estimated cost for this equipment will be 
$7,500.  The 50% City match will be $3,750.  This amount will be paid from the Fire 
Department Operating Budget; item 214 (clothing and Personal Equipment) and item 231 
(small tools and minor equipment) in the FY 2013 Budget.  
 
The matching funds required for this proposal is 50% of the total cost, estimated at $7,500.  
The City match is $3,750. 
 
Staff recommends consideration for direction to the Fire Chief to prepare and submit a DNR 
Matching Fire Fighting Grant application by June 1, 2012. 
 
DeRoche made a motion to direct the Fire Chief to prepare and submit a DNR 
matching Wildland Fire Grant application by June 1, 2012. Moegerle seconded.     
DuCharme, “This is a good program and I did meet with the DNR in Grand Rapids.  We do 
have a good chance of getting the grant.  Maybe not the full $7,500.” Moegerle, “Is this 
competitive, or this grant?” DuCharme, “Yes and no.  They try to make it available to all the 
fire departments (over 800 fire departments). 400 fire departments will apply and 250 will be 
granted.  So it is kind of watered down, and they try to rotate it so one fire department is not 
getting it every year.  All in favor, motion carries. 
 

Update on 
Shared 
Services Fire 
Committee 
(Bethel, 
Nowthen, Oak 

The Fire Chief will report on the discussions between some our neighboring Cities in their 
talks to form a Fire Protection District.   
 
DuCharme, “I have not been to any formal meetings of the shared services.  Our western 
neighbors Bethel, Nowthen, Oak Grove and St. Francis and Ramsey have been in talks. They 
first started talks back in October of last year.  In the mid 1990’s East Bethel led the charge of 
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Grove, 
Ramsey and 
St. Francis) 

looking at a fire district. It resurfaced again in 2003 with some formal discussions.  At that 
time Ramsey was not part of the equation.    
 
The committee that has been doing the study has been meeting on a regular basis, had an 
opportunity to talk to Oak Grove and Ramsey Fire Chief about their progress. They have 
decided to have one more meeting, next week and at that time, they will go back to their 
Council’s and they will decide if they wish to further the study. The study has been what is 
the best concept to put the fire departments together. What is the benefit of doing it.  Very 
little talk about formulas and cost to member cities.  
 
One thing I do bring out to Council here is any time someone gets involved looking at a fire 
district, that doesn’t  necessarily happen. Some savings are 10-15 years down the road.  At 
best it is a way for cities to control cost growth.  Right now the formulas they have talked 
about looking at are using population, call area, market conditions (tax capacity) and so forth.  
I think  the committee has done a very good job at looking at everything.  Now I think the 
Council’s have to decide what the benefit is.  Have been  talks about not doing a fire district, 
but sharing  other things, training, administration, box alarm types of service.  As he has said 
before, he has not been to the meetings, this is all hearsay.  I did find today the report they 
issued and that was on the website of Oak Grove.  Glad to send to the city administrator to 
share. 
 
DeRoche asked DuCharme, “What do you think of this idea?”  DuCharme, “There are so 
many variables putting fire department together, from fire relief associations, which are 
pensions, to just cultural thing, sometimes better to start off slow. Maybe start off sharing 
training items.  Administrative side, call reports. And look and see how it goes. In volunteer 
fire fighting world, most of them want to go to emergency calls.  If you can ease away 
administrative things, they are a lot happier.  Believe there is a model out there where fire 
departments can stay pretty much independent and can share services that way.”  
 
 DeRoche, “Almost like disparity thing we were talking about earlier.  We have “X” amount 
of equipment, etc, our guys are used to this and then you get a community that doesn’t have a 
whole lot and if things break who is going to fix it?”  DuCharme, “That is right.”  
 
Davis, “The  main reason asked I asked DuCharme to present this tonight is in case anyone 
had any questions because #1 we were not invited to consider joining this association, which 
doesn’t bother me one bit.  The other thing is when you consider these things, everybody 
would be contributing all their assets to this. In the long run there could be some savings, in 
the short run, I don’t think there is a whole lot there.  DeRoche, “Well we do mutual aid 
anyways.”  DuCharme, “We do quite a bit of mutual aid.”  Davis, “That is the other thing to 
consider, we do mutual aid with all these other departments.”  DuCharme, “We are looking at 
Forest Lake and Isanti.” 
 
Moegerle, “Understand you are trying to staff the fire barn at the beach.”  DuCharme, “We 
plan to recruit there.” Moegerle, “My concern is that there not be turf war over fires.  I 
suspect Fire Chiefs have possessive ideas about their fire fighters and how do you get those 
to mesh?”  DuCharme, “Anoka County Fire Chiefs have been working very hard to start an 
Anoka Fire Academy.  This fall will be ready to accept and train new fire candidates.  You 
are right when we get into individual training, we set our curriculum a year at a time.  Some 
of the territorial things have eased off.”  Lawrence, “On the overall of how the fire 
department is doing, how are we doing on that.  For response and training?”  DuCharme, “I 
would give them an “A” for training and for response you have to give them an “A”.  For 
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competency, if you don’t give them an “A- or A” they are very, very good at what they do. 
Remember we train a lot on fire stuff and medical stuff.  70% of our calls are medical calls. 
We work well with the DNR, auto-aid agreements work well. Think this is one of the premier 
fire departments.”  Lawrence, “I think this has some value to it, it just takes some research on 
how to put it together.”  
 

Ordinance 35, 
Second Series, 
Amending 
Chapter 18, 
Article IV                                   
Regulating the 
Sale of 
Tobacco 

Davis explained these proposed Ordinance amendment would amend Sections 18-180 and 
18-181of the Code of Ordinances of the City of East Bethel as submitted in the attachments 
and remain consistent with Council directives as to the administration of penalties and fines 
under the ordinance. There may be additional corrections recommended by the City Attorney.  
 
Staff recommends City Council consider the approval of the amendments to Chapter 18, 
Article IV, Section 18-180 and 18-181 of the City Code as presented in the attachments and 
direction to publish. 
 
Moegerle made a motion to adopt Ordinance 35, Second Series, Amending Chapter 18, 
Article IV Regulating the Sale of Tobacco. With the following amendments, 18-181 sub. 
A. 1 substitute the word  may for shall, sub. A.2 substitute the word may for shall, same 
for the third violation within 24 months, substitute the word may for shall, delete 
paragraph four as being redundant with the hearing ordinance we passed at the last 
meeting, and paragraph five  and possibly six.  Lawrence, "So are you deleting paragraph 
six or not?"  Moegerle, “It seems to me it needs to be rewritten. It is under subsection a, so I 
think it should be deleted.”  Vierling, “It reflects back upon  the staged penalties one, two and 
three above. More in the fashion of being all inclusive with regard of what could be coming 
in front of you.  But if your motion is to delete four and five anyway, I  understand your  
motion to delete six.” Moegerle, “Because four and five are in the hearing ordinance.”   
Vierling, “There is a provision for community work service in the hearing ordinance, this 
ordinance also has a provision with regard to completion of that.  I can see some overlap 
there, but I don’t see it as being a problem.”  
 
Moegerle, “I am looking at our hearing ordinance which says talks about how community 
service is performed, isn’t that essentially what number four is?”  Vierling, “Essentially yes.” 
Lawrence, “Whether it is there or not, does it make a difference?”  Vierling, “I don’t see it as 
a problem. It is duplicating the provision, it is not conflicting with another provision.” 
Moegerle, "That is her point is removing duplication.”  Lawrence, “Duplication can be a 
problem, because then if it gets amended, they both might not get amended.”  Lawrence 
seconded. Moegerle asked, “And do you understand my motion to be to delete number six or 
amend number six?”  Lawrence, “Amend number six.” Vierling, “What are you amending it 
to?”  Moegerle, “Change to in addition to any other penalty.”   Vierling, “Can we strike as 
listed in subsection a and put Impose under the code.”  Moegerle, “I would have put a 
period after penalty but I will agree to impose under the code.”  
 
Lawrence, “If the word shall is in place,  that doesn’t it mean it is mandatory?” Vierling, 
“Yes it does. We do have the words up to in there.  Changing the wording from may to shall 
doesn’t change the application of the ordinance at all.  Other than under the old “shall” you 
had to have a fine, but fine was up to $150 for first violation. Now it says you may have a 
fine or you may not. The last discussions we had at Council,  you wanted to have the 
opportunity of whether or not to assess.” Moegerle, “That is why may does better.”   
Lawrence, “In the reading of penalties, whether it says may or shall on the second or third 
you are going to have a penalty.”   Vierling, “I am a little concerned, (although we haven’t 
seen a lot of these), consistency is important as well. If there is a lot that come in and some 
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get fined and some do not get fined, concern that Council is having a pattern of being 
inconsistent.  That can create more problems than anything else.  That concern is if the 
Council chooses not to fine individuals anything, staff would be concerned.”   All in favor, 
motion carries. 
 

Ordinance 37, 
Second Series, 
Amending 
Chapter 6, 
Alcoholic 
Beverages 

Davis explained this proposed Ordinance amendment would amend Section 6-93 of the Code 
of Ordinances of the City of East Bethel as submitted in the attachments and remain 
consistent with Council directives  
 
Consider adoption of Ordinance 37, Second Series, An Ordinance Amending Section 6-93 of 
the Code of Ordiannces of the City of East Bethel, Affecting Administrative Fines and 
Penalties and direction to publish.  
 
DeRoche made a motion to adopt Ordinance 37, Second Series, An Ordinance 
Amending Chapter 6-93, Alcoholic Beverages as submitted.  Lawrence seconded.   
 
Moegerle, “Would you accept an amendment keeping with the prior one, because will and 
shall are the same.  So change the word will to may because will and shall are parallel.” 
DeRoche, “I think alcohol violations are a little more serious.”   Lawrence, “You always have 
the option of “You will get a fine up to $500.” Which is giving you your may and I think 
alcohol is a more serious offense.”  Moegerle, “I will accept that.  Under the hearing 
ordinance that we passed at the last meeting, payment of fines says, “Unless other provided in 
this code, or provided in a provision by a hearing officer of court, all fines are due and 
payable fourteen days…” The question is do we want to give these people another six days to 
pay this?”    DeRoche, “I  think that should be left up to staff. If someone asks for an extra 
week, I don’t see a problem with that, because coming up with money for some people can be 
a challenge.”  Vierling, “Provision also says not later than twenty days later.” Moegerle, 
“And the other section says fourteen days or as otherwise specified. So do we want to specify 
in this? Because this doesn’t give us the flexibility, it is a maximum of twenty days. The 
hearing ordinance gives us flexibility.”   
 
DeRoche, “Question he has about hearing officer, and maybe he read it wrong, but it also 
came out in the paper.  If he says something, and they don’t like it they have to take it to the 
district court. So that takes it out of our hands.  If the hearing officer says one things and 
somebody doesn’t like it then they have to take it to the court so that nixes us, right?”  
Moegerle, “If case was on appeal, but on some of these we would be the hearing officer.”  
DeRoche, “I know, but I am looking for clarification “.  Vierling, “In those matters where the 
hearing officer was the final authority, he would be the end of the road. In those matters 
where he would be the recommending authority, you would have the final review.”  
DeRoche, “How do you delineate those matters.  Say this case we have coming up. If we 
have one it is probably a pretty serious matter, think the Council should be able to, explain to 
me.”  Davis, “Correct me if I am wrong, but retention of a hearings officer the Council would 
specify.”  Vierling, “It depends on the nature of the violation.  Petty type of offenses, liquor 
violations, those you will have come back to the Council. If you want to go over the twenty 
days, there would be nobody that would be aggrieved by it, from a practicable standpoint, 
other than the City.” DeRoche, “If you go to court and can’t pay a fine, they are usually 
pretty reasonable about that.”  Moegerle, “That is why she was suggesting we delete that 
paragraph five and go by the hearing ordinance.  The other question she has is the community 
service in this ordinance.”   Vierling, “This section was in your former code and when you 
folks went over this last time, it has very strict provisions for the number of hours to be 
served.  Moegerle, “I was looking at the second paragraph, not at the 20 hours one, “who is 
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not a natural person, performed by a managerial employee”.  But I see what you are saying, I 
withdraw that one.     
 
Vierling asked does the existing motion provide for repeal of paragraph five.  DeRoche 
amended his motion to repeal paragraph five. Lawrence seconded the amendment; all 
in favor, motion carries.  
 

Ordinance 38, 
Second Series, 
Repealing 
Sections 18-
180 and 
Subpart (c)            
and (d) of 
Section 6-93 
of the Code of 
Ordinances for 
the City of 
East Bethel 

Davis explained this this proposed Ordinance repeals Section 18-180 and Subpart (c) and (d) 
of Section 6-93 of the Code of Ordinances for the City of East Bethel.  This is recommended 
by the City attorney. 
 
Staff recommends City Council consider the approval Ordinance 38, Second Series, 
Repealing Section 18-180 and Subpart (c) and (d) of Section 6-93 of the Code of Ordinances 
for the City of East Bethel and direction to publish. 
 
Vierling, “This is very much a housekeeping item.  When you passed these ordiannces you 
didn’t repeal these sections. So now we are just coming back and asking you to repeal those 
two sections.”   
 
Moegerle made a motion to adopt Ordinance 38 Second Series, Repealing Sections 18-
180 and Subpart (c) and (d) of Section 6-93 of the Code of Ordinances for the City of 
East Bethel, and direction to publish.  DeRoche seconded, all in favor, motion carries.   

  

Council 
Reports – 
DeRoche 

DeRoche, “Fire Department meeting next Monday and Road Commission meeting next 
Tuesday. The lake is still down.  Talked to Kate Drewy from the DNR. I have concerns and I 
know it is getting lower than it should be. I was told the pipes are the ones that were put in on 
originally. And I said that is fine, but they were put  in there in 1949 I don’t think they are the 
same.” 

 
Council 
Reports – 
Moegerle 
 

 
Moegerle, “We had mediation on Friday, think that turned out to be very successful. I really 
want to talk about the vision thing. We have spent time and money, included volunteers, 
included commission members in looking at what we want to do in this EDA. The clock is 
ticking. We need to get people interested in moving to East Bethel. Everything I have read on 
economic development has said, “You must be bold.”  I have an e-mail I want to send to you 
from an article in 2009 from North Carolina, but they are saying, “You need leadership, you 
have to assume risk.” One of the good things is whatever risk we assume, whatever moneys 
we spend, whatever decision we make will never be as bad as what has been made to put us 
in this position.”  
 
The time has come to say, “What is our vision and what is our identity?”  It is ultimately 
going to come up to us here to have leadership.  What I do see with regard to our vision is it 
doesn’t change who we are, but we take control of how people see us.  I think we have gotten 
to the point where we need action and we can line up a whole bunch of visions and say, “We 
just need to pick one.  This one captures who we are best.”  I think we also need to decide 
what are the bold moves that are going to get the attention of those folks.  It is not going to be 
easy, there is not going to be signs, and there is not going to be anything that is going to say, 
“This is the best thing to do.”  Asking you to get ready to buckle down to make some tough 
decisions. 
 
DeRoche,” I can see being bold and decisive, it sounds wonderful. We’ve been busting our 
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behinds trying to do this.  There is no quick fix.  It takes more than us five to do this.  It’s got 
to be a vision of everyone that lives in this city.  Moegerle, “We are not a democracy, we are 
a republic. How are we going to get everybody to key in on this? We couldn’t get all of them 
to do a survey.  I agree with you.”   
 
DeRoche, “I don’t want it to turn into Heidiville, Bobville or Richardville, or Anyville. I 
want it to be, I don’t want to run the risk, this sewer district was put together, and it is like a 
jigsaw puzzle.  We have certain commitments we have to make in that part of town that we 
have to make and I don’t want to fulfill that in dire need, want to do that with a lot of thought.  
Can’t just do something to do it and make it look good.  Personally cannot vote for something 
that will make someone money that will not benefit the city as a whole.   
 
Moegerle, "Personally, I think having a vision accomplishes what you are saying.  How are 
we going to attract businesses along the infrastructure corridor if they are not going to make 
money. Then they are not going to come.”  DeRoche, “Who says they are not going to make 
money?  If we are going to bend over backwards to bring a business in here, they are going to 
make money.  The citizens of East Bethel are still going to be paying out and out and out and 
out and out and out.  We are in such a precarious situation.  We have to somehow bring in 
business and remember to defray the costs of this system.   
 
Lawrence, “One thing we can say is we have made that bold move by running the forcemain 
up to Castle Towers. This opened up the entire City of East Bethel to economic development.  
Moegerle, “And good thing we saved that 4.4 million dollars so we could do it.  Lawrence, “I 
had a comment from a resident today and he was upset that we went ahead in February to 
continue the project. I explained to him that it was 10 million that we would have had to pay 
back.  It was more money than the citizens of East Bethel would want to pay to stop that 
project. It wasn’t so much stopping it from the contractor standpoint, it was retracting the 
bonds. Hopefully he understands that more clearly. The project itself was not real well 
thought out But I think we have done our best to make the project more workable including 
doing advancement on the east side to bring businesses to East Bethel.  Because once we start 
brining businesses in, it will start paying for itself.   
 
Moegerle, “Every new business that comes in, we have to be selective, we get ERUs, the tax 
value goes up. DeRoche, “I understand that. But, I have had a conversation with the city 
administration and said, “At what point do we lose control of the planning.  To say, that is not 
what our vision is, not what our plan was. So now we have to do some changing of things to 
make sure that doesn’t happen.” Moegerle, “I agree, but we don’t have a vision.   What I am 
calling for is people submit what their vision is of the city. We are not going to get 11,626 
visions in.  But then we are going to have to decide, this is the vision. We re going to have to 
change B-3 because we don’t want funeral homes in the corridor. Okay.”   
 
DeRoche, “We have to somehow talk to people.” Moegerle, “We have to do it within thirty 
days. It comes to us to say, we thought enough,  we have all these visions together, now we 
have to make a decision.  Lets light a fire under Council, ,and get this thing moving.” 
Lawrence, “I think what is real important is the people in East Bethel, local or on vacation, 
help us out and let us know what you want to see. Or we will make the decision and you will 
get what we decide.” Moegerle, “Maybe residents can send e-mails to the city administrator 
“This is what I would like to see.”  Lawrence, “We are working very hard to accomplish 
everything people need.”  Moegerle, “We need a full Council to get this done.” 
   

Council Lawrence, “We do need a full Council, hard when just three of us. As far as the marketing 
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Reports - 
Lawrence 

and branding we talked about and trying to get identity.  Ran across some lighting, LED 
lights are becoming very popular.  They are little more money but just a better lighting 
system.  Think by having our businesses look at LED lighting on the outside get more direct 
vision soft lighting, could be a good start in the green area of East Bethel by to replace LED 
on businesses and such.  On note of working very hard, tabulated up I attended over fourteen 
meetings and averaged over three hours a meeting. Unfortunately missed one yesterday 
because I was just too tired to go.  But I really do enjoy the job.  
 

Closed 
Session – 
LMC Claim  

Vierling explained that for the benefit of the public and the public record, Council has 
recommended we go into closed session with Counsel from the League of Minnesota Cities,  
per Minnesota Statute 13D regarding a claim relative to Employment filed by Larry Martin.  
After the closed session, Council will return into open session to announce any motions or 
actions. 
 
DeRoche made a motion to go into closed session to discuss the with Counsel from the 
League of Minnesota Cities (LMC) the issue relative to Employment filed by Larry 
Martin. Moegerle seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 
Vierling explained the Council has concluded the closed session dealing with the 
Employment Issue. Attending were Counsel from the LMC Pat Beety, Council Member 
DeRoche, Council Member Moegerle and Mayor Lawrence. Also attending were Jack Davis, 
City Administrator and myself, City Attorney. Matters were discussed in regard to strategy 
and issues presented during the course of mediation, no motions were made or taken by the 
Council at that time.  
 
Moegerle make a motion to adopt the  settlement terms that were discussed in closed 
session as recommended by Special Counsel. Lawrence seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries. 

  
Adjourn 
 

DeRoche made a motion to adjourn at 9:40 PM. Moegerle seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries. 

Attest: 
 
 
Wendy Warren 
Deputy City Clerk 



 

EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
LOCAL BOARD OF APPEAL AND EQUALIZATION 

April 18, 2012 
 

The East Bethel City Council Local Board of Appeal and Equalization meeting was held on April 18, 
2012 at 6:30 P.M on City Hall. 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Bob DeRoche Richard Lawrence Heidi Moegerle  
 Steve Voss 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Bill Boyer 
 
ALSO PRESENT: Jack Davis, City Administrator 
 Ken Tolzmann, City Assessor 
 Diana Stellmach, Anoka County 
 
Mayor Lawrence called the meeting to order at 6:30 PM. 
 
Moegerle made a motion to adopt the April 18, 2012 Local Board of Appeals and Equalization 
Agenda.  Voss seconded; all in favor, motion carried. 
 
Davis explained that Ken Tolzmann, the City Assessor is here to give the Assessor’s report.  
 
Tolzmann, “Good evening and welcome to the East Bethel Board of Appeal and Equalization. I am 
the East Bethel City Assessor and here for Anoka County is Diana Stellmach.  It is my responsibility 
for establishing your market value.  We are here tonight for the 2012 Assessment, which won’t be 
payable until 2013. This gives the City and County the opportunity to do the budgeting process this 
fall. They will then hold budget hearings in the fall.  In November, all that information will be put 
together and you will be sent a Truth in Taxation statement which is a good faith notice of what 
property taxes will be for 2013.  As your City Assessor, I work for the City of East Bethel. It is my 
priority to advocate on behalf of the taxpayers of the City in this community, while at the same time 
maintaining a duty to uphold the property tax laws of the State of Minnesota.  
 
Tolzmann, “One of the more popular questions I am asked is how do we come up with all these 
market values?  The whole process surrounds getting good information on sales that take place in the 
community.  For this year, we are using sales that took place from October 2010 to September 2011 
to determine your market value.  This is the process statewide.  All these sales are reviewed and 
determined to be a qualified or unqualified sale. A qualified sale is one that is not a bank sale, 
relative sale, foreclosure sale, or any other type of sale that would not be representative of market 
value.  These good sales are then used comparatively with unsold properties to reach these new 
estimates of value.  One of the other more popular questions he has received is the purchase of 
foreclosed properties. Just because a property is purchased for a certain price, doesn’t mean it that it 
automatically qualifies for being put on the tax rolls accordingly. It must be valued comparatively to 
a qualified sale to maintain equalization of the property tax code.   
 
Tolzmann, “For this 2012 Assessment, there were 169 sales in East Bethel. 52 of those were 
qualified sales.  These sales deviated from the average by 8.4%. With the average market value being 
at 94.4% of the sale price.  Overall, values declined City-wide by 7% for this assessment which is up 
slightly from last year’s drop of 5%.” 
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DeRoche, “Noticed we had 96 foreclosures.” Moegerle, “Those are foreclosure sales, sales of 
foreclosed homes.”  Tolzmann, “Sales that we considered bank sales, or surrounded a foreclosure.”  
DeRoche, “There were 75 last year, about a 125 the year before, is this a trend more so around here? 
How do we compare with Ham Lake or Forest Lake?”  Tolzmann, “In Columbus their foreclosures 
were up this past year too.  Varies by community.”  DeRoche, “How many of these are business 
foreclosures?” Tolzmann, “There has been a few, I don’t have the number.” Moegerle, “When I 
looked at the figure, I thought it was a good sign that the foreclosed properties were being sold.  The 
code enforcement issues were going away.  Get them off the bank books and people moving in.” 
Voss asked what our inventory of foreclosures is? Davis, “The last figure he saw was approximately 
180 homes that were in foreclosure. That number is probably about two years old.”  
 
DeRoche, “Distressed homes.  I read the report, but I don’t quite understand what you mean when 
you say a distressed home.” Tolzmann, “Those are tough to track.  By state law we look at 20% of 
the homes every year. Obviously if there is a distressed home that is within that 20% we will pick up 
on it.  The hard part is to pick up on some of these you haven’t seen.  I try to keep an eye out on the 
properties that are for sale through the MLS records.  But, we basically do the best we can.”  
DeRoche, “No, this isn’t anything on you. I am just trying to understand what a “Distressed Home” 
is.  What is the definition?”  Tolzmann, “Could be bankruptcy, a number of things.”  Lawrence, 
“Does it mean it is falling apart?” Tolzmann, “It could.”   
 
DeRoche, “I noticed the median sale price took a hit too.  Coon Lake Beach is down 20%.” 
Tolzmann, “Yes, and Columbus was down like 23%. Confident that once we get through this 
foreclosure situation, we will see the market come back.  That is what is driving the prices down 
right now. The influx of bank sales and foreclosed properties.” Lawrence, “So when it drives the 
price down, that doesn’t necessarily drive the tax value down.”  Tolzmann, “It does indirectly.  They 
are competition on the market and if the supply of homes on the market are at a lower rate, if 
someone wants to sell their house they will probably have to take a lower price.  The assessed value 
of the homes seems to be dropping, even though the taxes don’t seem to be doing it as much. But, I 
think the county has readjusted how the value your home.”  Stellmach, “Your taxes may not drop, 
they may not go up either.  When values were rising, your taxes weren’t probably going up.  Because 
budgets are the other part of the tax. That is the other driving force behind the taxes.  So, if values go 
down, but budgets don’t change, in theory, taxes won’t change either.”  Lawrence, “You didn’t quite 
answer my question.  I was told the county is changing how they are reevaluating our home.”  
Stellmach, “Not aware of any changes.”  
 
Tolzmann, “There is only one purpose this market value serves, to determine everyone’s fair share of 
the cost of the services.  The City, the County, any other taxing district. It just serves as a proportion.  
If you dropped all the values county-wide by 50% and the budgets stayed the same, the rate would go 
up and the taxes would stay the same.” Moegerle, “Right, and one of the things I was looking at here 
was on page 10, the historical change of taxable market value for the entire City. We are down to 
$838,000,000.  When at one point we were at over 1 billion dollars.  So that is not a good thing, 
because those tax rates are going to go up.  My understanding is that there is no limit on the taxes 
that the City can assess? Is that correct?” Pierce, “At one time the state had a levy limit, but there is 
no longer a levy limit.” Moegerle, “Do we know if that will ever come back, is it before the 
legislature?” Davis, “There has been no discussion at the legislature on the levy limit and the levy 
limit actually said you could only raise taxes by X number of %.  It didn’t set a base rate.”  DeRoche, 
“So what do you, you have to pay your bills.”  Moegerle, “You have to get more money out of less 
value.”   
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Davis explained that at this time, the City Council sitting as the Board of Appeals and Equalization 
will hear resident concerns regarding assessed values for properties in the City.  
 
Gary Fessenden (PIN 25-33-23-42-0024), “I feel that my lot across the road on East Front Boulevard 
is way out of line in estimated market value. It is a postage stamp compared to most lots. According 
to the size it is not buildable.  There is no water, sewer, nothing on it. There is an old garage from 
1950 that I moved from the front lot to the back lot which is only a shelter. It is not even a good 
garage. In 2008 the value went way up to $25,000 which I thought was high, but I didn’t complain 
then.  Now my house goes down, everybody’s property seems to be going down but my lot is the 
same as it was in 2008. It went up $9,000 one year in estimated market value, think that is absurd.  
Tolzmann, “Let’s look at it. For pay 2012 it looks like it was revalued, it went to $24,000. For this 
assessment it went down to $20,000. So the value has gone down.  Fessenden, “It was $16,000 the 
last time I paid taxes on it.  I haven’t known of any lots along there selling, do you?”  Tolzmann 
asked, “What size is this lot?” Fessenden, “1/3 of an acre.”  Tolzmann asked, “Is it wetland?” 
Fessenden said, “No.  There is a drainfield in the lot next to him.”  Tolzmann asked, “Is it wooded?” 
Fessenden, “There are probably six trees on there.”    
 
Tolzmann, “The question he would have is whether or not this is a buildable site? It is up to the 
homeowner to  work with us, let us know whether it is buildable or not.”  Davis, “If it is 3/10s of an 
acre, and on the information he has given it would probably be questionable if it would be a buildable 
lot. We would have to examine it further to give a determination.” Fessenden, “The  estimated 
market value went from $16,100 to $25,500 this year, what happened?  And what are we going to 
do?  May 15th comes fast.”   Tolzmann, “He would suggest to the board that we value it by the acre. 
3/10s of an acre would be considered $2,900. He could initiate abatement for the tax for this year. 
And then he will contact you to get taxes reduced for payable 2012.  You will have to make payment 
for 1st half, but any difference will be sent back to you.”  
 
Gerald Fingal, 19223, East Front Blvd. NE, “I have lots across the streets as well with no buildings 
as well.  My value increased like Gary mentioned, like what happened all of a sudden.  I don’t have 
my lot numbers with me, but the valuation I believe was the same as Gary was saying.  There is a 
whole string of lots that are marginal in size.  Tolzmann, “In that area, some of the parcels have 
garages, some are vacant, and by themselves they are not buildable.  But they can be combined to 
become buildable. I had indicated to a resident that I would go over there and look at it and see what 
is buildable. To come up with a plan for over there. Fingal, “It has to be looked at and what is going 
to happen for this year.”  Tolzmann, “You are on the lake.  He would need numbers on the lots and 
be able to look at them.”   Fingal, “I am on the lake, but these lots are not.”  
 
 
Tolzmann asked, “Would the board like me to go out and look at these lots?  And determine which 
ones have buildings on them and which don’t?”  Fingal, “It is  about a ½ mile stretch with like you 
indicated some empty lots, some with just garages.”  It was determined that Tolzmann would meet 
the property owners there on Saturday, April 28th at 10:00 a.m.  Council Member Voss will also meet 
with them at the property. 
 
Bob Stoner, “We had spoken before about a lot adjacent to mine, and as long as you are going to 
look at these lots, I would like you to look at mine also.  It does have a garage on it, which confuses 
the issue, but I would still like you to look at it because I think it is valued a little high.”  Tolzmann, 
“I still have your number and would be glad to look at it on Saturday.” 
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Voss said these are all my neighbors and I am involved in this too, so I am going to have to abstain 
from it. But, my suggestion is there has to be at least a dozen lots like this up and down East Front 
that are valued way high. Moegerle asked Tolzmann, “And you haven’t been to this area last year 
when you did your 20% tour?” Tolzmann, “His understanding is these are ½ acre lots?”  Voss said 
some are 1/10 of an acre lots.  All are small lots.    
 
Moegerle made a motion to table the Board of Appeals and Equalization until May 2, 2012 at 
6:30 p.m.  DeRoche seconded; all in favor, motion carries.    
 
Moegerle made a motion to recess the Board of Appeals and Equalization meeting at 7:07 p.m. 
Voss seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  
 
The Board of Appeals and Equalization was reconvened on May 2, 2012 at 6:30 p.m.  In attendance 
were Council Member Moegerle, Council Member DeRoche and Mayor Lawrence.  Members 
Excused were Council Member Boyer and Council Member Voss.   
 
Lawrence made a motion to reconvene the Board of Appeals and Equalization meeting. 
Moegerle seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 
Tolzmann, “At the instruction of the board, I went out and looked at the properties on East Front 
Street and came up with a recommendation to the board. Not only for the three appellants, but 25 
changes.  These lots are not buildable lots, garages might be built on them. Market for the lot would 
be pretty closed, just maybe somebody in the area, probably the only one interest in buying. On one 
hand good for the people that live on the lake to be able to have a back lot for a little extra storage, 
but by the same token it is not a buildable site, so somebody is not going to be able to build a house 
in there. Moegerle, “Is that lot contiguous to the other property or is it a stand alone?” Tolzmann, 
“Most of these are typically these are across Front Street from the dwellings.” Moegerle, “Because 
we have regulations that say unless you have a house on a property you can’t have a stand-alone 
garage. So your idea of putting a garage there, I don’t think it would even be qualified for that. 
Unless it is legally non-conforming.”  Tolzmann, “In my report I say may, it is just a question.  As 
you go through report you will see that basically those 25 lots have a $17,000 adjustment per lot. 
Those are the only changes that I am recommending to this board.  Does the board have any 
questions?” 
 
DeRoche made a motion to approve the estimated market value change decrease of $17,000 for 
the 25 lots as follows: PINs 25-33-23-13-0036, 25-33-23-13-0037, 25-33-23-13-0038, 25-33-23-13-
0039, 25-33-23-13-0041, 25-33-23-13-0043, 25-33-23-13-0049, 25-33-23-13-0053, 25-33-23-13-
0056, 25-33-23-42-0023, 25-33-23-42-0024, 25-33-23-42-0025, 25-33-23-42-0026, 25-33-23-42-
0027, 25-33-23-42-0028, 25-33-23-42-0029, 25-33-23-42-0030, 25-33-23-42-0031, 25-33-23-42-
0032, 25-33-23-42-0034, 25-33-23-44-0006, 25-33-23-44-0012, 25-33-23-44-0013, 25-33-23-44-
0014, 25-33-23-44-0015 as recommended by the City Assessor  for payable 2013 assessment.  
Moegerle, “So 1/10 of an acre is $1,000 so the value of an acre is $10,000? It is basically a recreation 
lot, no buildable value.”  Tolzmann said, “Basically.” Moegerle seconded.  
 
Lawrence, “What were the lots being taxed at?”  Tolzmann, “They were being taxed at $20,000 
which was incorrect and they are going down to $3,000.  And I am going to be initiating abatements 
for pay 2012 on those same sites if that is agreeable with the board.”   DeRoche amended the 
motion to direct the assessor to initiate the abatement process on each site listed above for 
property taxes due in 2012.  Moegerle seconded the amendment; all in favor, motion carries. . 
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Troy Parker, 21383 Ulysses St. NE, Fat Boys Bar & Grill, “My 2012 tax base was $764,000, were 
last year it was $784,000. And my taxes did go up about $500 wit the lower value.   I made a 
business decision last month and the property sold for $700,000, am I able to get some kind of 
abatement?”  Tolzmann, “Do you have your value?”  Parker, “It was 689,000.”  Tolzmann, “That is 
your current value.  What that means is as of this year we felt that your property was worth $689,000. 
That would tie right in with the $700,000 that you are talking about.”  Parker, “What is this fiscal 
disparity charge of $9,000 for?”  Tolzmann, “That is a charge that all commercial, seasonal and 
recreational properties pay into metro-wide. Then it is redistributed to areas which are considered 
winners and others that are considered losers. It is a complicated formula that they use to determine 
that. A fund that goes into a metro fund and is redistributed back to municipalities. Parker, “I don’t 
know how the residences are classified. When we built this seven years ago we were classified 
incorrectly. Taxes went from $14,000 to $42,000 and now back down to $28,000. My home was 
worth ½ million and taxes were $4,000.” 
 
Tolzmann, “Taxes on commercial property are about three times the rate as on residential property. 
We have you at $689,000 and you are saying its worth $700,000.”  Parker, “It was worth 1.4 seven 
years ago, now it is worth half. That is happening now.  I just know it is a lot of money and I know 
this is probably not the arena. I know you are trying to bring business into the City, but this is 
chasing business out.”  Moegerle, “I tried to bring up your tax statement, but it is down for 
maintenance.”  Tolzmann, “I would be happy to stop by and talk to you.  But right now that is what 
we feel the property is worth.”   
 
Moegerle asked, “My understanding is primarily the value comes from the building not the land?” 
Tolzmann, “It is a combination of both, this is commercial property, right on 65.”  DeRoche asked, 
“How do we compare to other cities?”   Tolzmann, “The rates we use as a City come right from the 
county. They are used county-wide.  The only thing that may vary is the land value.  Land is based 
on East Bethel.”  Moegerle, “We want to retain you there. It would be a very bad thing to have your 
establishment vacant and boarded up. This is not something that is trivial. So after you talk to Ken 
grab one of us and talk.”  
 
Moegerle made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 6:47 PM.  DeRoche seconded; all in favor, 
motion carries 
 
Attest: 
 
Wendy Warren 
Deputy City Clerk 
 



 

  EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL WORK MEETING 
April 25, 2012 

 
The East Bethel City Council met on April 25, 2012 at 6:30 PM for a work meeting at City Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:     Bob DeRoche  Richard Lawrence Heidi Moegerle  

Steve Voss (6:44 PM) 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  Bill Boyer 
 
ALSO PRESENT:    Jack Davis, City Administrator 

Stephanie Hanson, City Planner  
 
Call to Order 
 
 
Adopt Agenda  
 
 

The April 25, 2012 City Council work meeting was called to order by Mayor Lawrence at 
6:33 PM.     
  
Moegerle made a motion to adopt the April 25, 2012 City Council work meeting agenda. 
Lawrence seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  

Discuss Ady 
Voltedge 
Marketing and 
Branding 
Recommen-
datoins 

Davis explained that we are meeting tonight discuss recommendations that the EDA is making to 
Council.  This is a work session meeting; no official actions can be made. But, this can be taken 
under consideration at future Council meetings.   
 
Ady Voltedge completed and presented the Marketing and Branding Plan for the City of East 
Bethel on April 2, 2012.  The plan was submitted to the EDA for their review and comment on 
the recommendations of the study. The EDA discussed this subject at their April 19, 2012 
meeting.  As a result of the meeting, upon completion of review of the material, EDA 
consolidated many of the strategies proposed by Ady Voltedge into four main goals. The EDA’s 
recommendations are included in attachment #1.   
 
The EDA established a priority of high on all the main goals with the exception of the sub-goal., 
the development of the Town Center Plan. The EDA and staff are of the opinion that the cost 
functions assigned to the Ady Voltedge recommendations can initially be handled in house. 
Should any of these items require additional assistance, staff will present that request to City 
Council.  
 
The EDA recommends that City Council consider adopting Ady Voltedge’s recommendation of 
Action Plans A and B with the priority changes as noted on Attachment #1 and consider 
allocating $4,000 from the EDA budget to update the City website at a future date. 
 
As all of us are aware, Ady Voltedge reviewed their recommendations as far as Economic 
Development Implementation, Work Force Development, Civic Infrastructure, and Branding and 
Marketing. The presented goals and recommendations to the City on April 2, 2012.  The EDA 
reviewed the goals and priorities and are of the consensus that all of these are high. It is just a 
matter of which way we want to attack which one first. In your packet we have consolidated 
these under five categories: Economic Development Implementation, Work Force Development, 
Civic Infrastructure, Branding and Other Marketing Activities.   
 
Davis said we can talk about these one by one.  
 
Review and enhance code enforcement activities.  Discuss this in relation to improving the 
appearance of the City. This may be something that we may have to hire a part time code 
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enforcement officer to assist us on. Moegerle, “You are the code enforcement person right 
now?” Davis, “Actually, we have three or four; it just depends on who gets the phone call.” 
 
Prepare an Executive Summary to update the Comprehensive Plan.  We agree that there are 
some things that need to be updated and addressed. 
 
Review the Zoning Ordinance for consistency, significance and application in regards to 
economic development within the TH 65 Corridor.  Think this is one of the more important 
items. We have had discussions with the EDA, with Council Members, with staff and this is 
something we are going to start doing now.  Think it was discussed at Planning Commission last 
night.  Something we want to get done as soon as possible to start laying these recommendations 
out on the table. 
 
DeRoche, “As far as review and enhance the code enforcement activities, I have had 
conversations with different people. That is easy for someone like Ady Voltedge to come in to 
town and say, “It looks like crap down there you need to be more stringent on your 
enforcement”. A lot of those people have been in the City doing business for a long time. One of 
the problems of hiring an outside enforcement persons, is they are going to be out of touch with 
the City and the people.  And I don’t think you can just come in and say you have to fix it or we 
are going to fine you or you got to go. Moegerle, “I don’t think that has been suggested. I see it 
at the far, far end.” DeRoche, “If you see it at the far, far end it is better to address it now as to 
how it is going to be approached. My question is what is the vision? What do people see as far as 
the 65 corridor?”  
 
Davis, “You and I had a long discussion on this. To me it is not a matter of coming in and telling 
people it is an either or situation. It is a matter of working with them. One of the things we want 
to do is sit down with everybody and identify some problems and see what we can do to work 
them out. Especially with things that are lacking as far as code enforcement goes. Sit down and 
work out a reasonable solution, one on one.  Not make it where in a dictatorial position to tell 
them you have got to do this or got to do that. I think we have to take into account the situation 
of each one and work out a solution.”  
 
DeRoche, “What prompted that question is I have caught a couple meetings, and listening, and 
you catch a lot of things.  Coming into this, the sewer and water project is Hwy. 65 and 22. And 
now you are talking going north and south.  What did Ady Voltedge say do we need to do to 
sustain the sewer and water project, to get that project going?” Moegerle, “They are marketing 
and branding, they are not the people to say this is how you need to deal with your 
infrastructure.”  DeRoche, “If they are marketing and branding they should be able to say, “We 
have been to other cities and this is what we have seen”, not we are coming into your City and it 
looks like crap on the south end.” Moegerle, “That is a little exaggeration. But, they had David 
Boyd and he talked about the land usage from the standpoint we have to get away from thinking 
highest and best use and go to form based land development. So that there is more consistency 
and conformity through our developments as opposed to here and there, different types of style 
and those types of things.  But as far as what goes where and planning the City, that really 
wasn’t what they were engaged to do.”   
 
DeRoche, “Well then I guess I thought that was going to be part of it.  What do people see as the 
vision for that area?  How do you want to see in that area that is going to help us get out of this 
pickle?”  Hanson, “We already have this form based development. We have Planned Unit 
Developments, which is the exact same thing.  When 22 and 65 come in, that is a Planned Unit 
Development.  It is going to be what the City Council wants it to be.”  DeRoche, “They put what 
their priorities were, but we have to have a vision of what we think is going to be in that area. 
Because if we go and do changes now and then down the road we say, “Oh, by the way this is 
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what we are going to do” then we are back doing it again.”  
 
Butler, “That is number two, update the comp plan.  He doesn’t know how much enhancement 
needs to be done on code review, but does the whole comp plan need to be updated?  If you look 
at the comp plan for that area you have an Amphitheater in there. We have also spent a lot of 
time talking about if we go on the east side with the sewer, what is the effect on businesses in 
Ham Lake?  What will the effect of the comp plan be then? I think these aren’t listed in priority. 
We need to redo the comp plan and see what we want.”   DeRoche, “It was my understanding 
that we needed to review the executive summary of the comp plan. At the stakeholders meeting 
it wasn’t redo the comp plan right now, that was kind of low, but the summary was something 
that needed to be looked at.”  
 
Moegerle, “When you are taking about that area, part of the disorganization of that area has to 
do with the appearance of some of the signs.  We have the tied on signs and those kinds of 
things.  I know at some time there was a debate about the sign ordinance and there was a 
moratorium on signs. Where are we with signs down there, are they mostly in conformity with 
our sign ordinance, or are they legally non-conforming, how does that work?”      Hanson, “Most 
of the monument signs are legal non-conforming. There are people down there that have banners 
and trailers and technically they are not allowed.” Moegerle, “With the banners can we gently go 
tell them that they are not allowed?”  Hanson, “We do have a provision for temporary signs.”  
Butler, “The other thing we talked about was we don’t want to be too onerous, because people 
are struggling with their businesses. And we don’t want to be too hard on them and coming 
down to hard on them.” 
 
DeRoche, “Part of the big thing was retaining the businesses we currently have.  The businesses 
are struggling and there has to be a way of working with people, without dropping the hammer 
on them.   Moegerle, “We aren’t talking about dropping the hammer on them, but coming down 
gently on them. Bringing them gently into the new vision.  It doesn't do us any good if we start 
harping on these people about the signs they have had forever. That is not friendly to business, 
which is not what we are trying to do as far as being a warmer and better City. And knowing 
Jack, I can’t imagine that is something he would allow under his watch.” 
 
Davis, “To retain business you have to be able to work with them.  Work with them on solving 
problems.  If there is an enforcement issue, you don’t just send them a letter. You involve 
yourselves in the process and try to sell them on what we are trying to achieve.  Those are my 
goals and how I see this as being handled.”   
 
DeRoche, “You have to remember in the past this hasn’t happened, enforcement was selective. 
If someone peeved off somebody then the enforcement was a little bit more aggressive then if 
they liked you.  Development has to happen.  Also has to coincide with people who have been 
here most of their lives.  I think it really needs to be handled with a balance.” Voss said in terms 
of the businesses on the east side and with the signs and I agree to enforce this significantly is 
not the best way to go yet.  But, why not work with the businesses and to him it seems like a 
viable aspect to fund.  Voss said Ham Lake has their beautification thing, not sure how the 
implement it.  If we make some kind of overture to these businesses, such as a loan through the 
EDA or grants. Voss said if these are business that we want to keep and there are ways we can 
help that.  
 
Davis, “A lot of these things are so inter-related,  business retention, may have to offer some 
plans, revolving loan fund, other assistance, technical assistance.” Butler, “When we talked 
about this code enforcement issue in the EDA meeting we were mostly talking about blight and 
empty buildings.  If they are vacant and unoccupied, that is what were talking about, what could 
we do ordinance wise.” Bezanson, “These were given high priority, life safety issues, don’t want 
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something to happen in your City where someone got killed or hurt.  How would you like to get 
in the news for something where someone got killed? ADA issues. I thought in the EDA 
meeting, my impression of that side of the highway is we have a bunch of rough businesses, but 
we have a bunch of new businesses that have come in there and I have revised my view on it and 
we also have some that are in trouble over there it appears.  Vacant, one that moved to Ham 
Lake and now back here.  You have a wide gamut of appearances and expertise.” DeRoche, 
“There is a tentative breakfast planned with those businesses and think it is better to put the ball 
in their court. Let them try and figure this out. Rather than to go to them and say, “We haven’t 
enforced this for a long time but now we are going to.”  
 
Moegerle, “We need to encourage them to be active.  If we can get them as a group of business 
owners to take the steps so that it is not us all the time. Because peer pressure is often more 
valuable then if we come from the outside no matter how kindly and gently we approach it.”     
 
Davis, “So that first goal, we are looking at the priority of the first three is doing the executive 
summary of comp plan to give us a little more vision for that area and make sure that everything 
we have now is current.” DeRoche, “Because to review the zoning ordinance before we don’t 
know where everything is going to go or even where we think might go where.” Davis, “There 
are certain things we need to review the zoning ordinance for. Like there are issues on 22 as far 
as commercial zoning and maybe look at some of our B-3 zoning to see if it is truly B-3. Just to 
make sure we are still current with what the vision was in 2007 when this was done and relate it 
to 2012-2013 with our existing situation.”   
 
DeRoche, “Over the weekend, I did read the comp plan and City Center plan and not sure how 
the whole City Center plan with the amphitheater is going to fit in that area.”  Davis, “I think the 
City Center plan in concept is a good idea. My issue with City Center plan is it has a lot of 
public spaces in there, which unfortunately aren’t going to produce ERUs or taxes. Think if we 
do something more along planned use development it would be better.”     Voss said you have to 
remember that the City Center plan is literally a cartoon. He said those who are criticizing it are 
taking it far too seriously, it is a conceptual plan. Voss said the way it was put together was 
through the community meetings, here are the things that the residents thought were important to 
have. The first problem was that there wasn’t a downtown. He said but I don’t remember a 
whole lot of discussion about putting things here and there.  The only big discussion was about a 
big box going on the corner. Voss said but we are not going to see one business going in there, 
they will be developing the whole piece and they will have a plan and will be working with the 
city. He said and I thought the energy should be focused on where it should go Viking or 221st.  I 
fought that. But now they could be put here or there because both are PUDs.” 
 
DeRoche, “Has the EDA given any thought to a City Center plan?  Or looked at it or talked 
about where it is currently?” Lux, “In her opinion that will be demand based. That will come 
from the developers.”  DeRoche, “What or where do you think should be East Bethel’s 
downtown?”   Moegerle, “You are assuming East bethel should have a downtown.”  Davis,  
“East Bethel will never have a downtown (as far as a traditional downtown), development will 
occur at intersections.  Places that don’t have a traditional downtown, they don’t develop one.”  
Lux, “There is a really good example of an urban downtown, where Apache Mall used to be.  It 
is very architecturally pleasing.”   
 
Lawrence, “Do we have a plan for the Highway 65 corridor?”  Hanson, “Not a specific plan for 
the corridor, just what is zoned there.” Voss said regarding the downtown point, which is all 
everyone had 40 years ago, we may call it a downtown, but we want a place where we can walk 
to a bunch of stores.  Where we can walk to shops.    
 
Davis, “The next items on the list are: Business attraction and recruitment and Existing business 
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expansion and retention.  These items are going to require some assistance.  We would like to 
find out what others are doing such as Greater MSP and the State and gain from their experience.  
DeRoche, “To work with a consultant is one thing, but we don’t want this to be someone else 
mold the City.  I would like this to be, “This is what we want to do, how do we get there?”  
Davis, “I agree with you on the marketing and business side.  But, not on the planning side.”   
 
Voss asked Lux if she works with many communities that have business developers?   Lux, “I 
work with MSP.  If we can just get connected with this group, I think it would really be helpful.”  
Hanson, “I get the e-mails all the time, I have contact with them.” 
 
Davis, “This leads us to the next goal, have up-to-date data and present it in a form that is 
meaningful.   There may be 10 or 12 recommendations and as we work on one we may be 
working on others.”  Moegerle, “This is a real important part of it. It shows we are going the 
extra mile.”  Voss said well that brings up the website, we seem to be stuck on the same placer, 
when are we going to make the next step to create a new website. Davis, “This will be the last 
item we address.”  Moegerle, “Part of it is we haven’t gotten to the marketing and branding part 
of it.  How we market our brand and identity.”  Lawrence, “We talk about identity.  We all want 
the same thing the other cities around us have, but we don’t want to look like that. That is going 
to be the challenge.”  
 
Davis, “Next item is Work Force Development.  This is developing relationships with local 
school districts and community and technical colleges to facilitate training programs and 
enhance cooperation between the City and these entities.  Not that we haven’t done that in the 
past.”  Hanson, “I have had contact with Rasmussen College and Anoka Technical College.”  
Davis, “If there is an industrial business that wants to come to East Bethel and they have 50 
employees that they want to train in a certain area, these technical and community colleges will 
facilitate these training programs for them. They are not going to provide trained people; they 
will provide a program for the employees at little or no cost to the firm that is coming in.”   
 
DeRoche, “On here this is listed as a high priority. There are other things he has seen that should 
be a higher priority until we start seeing some businesses coming in.”   Moegerle, “I read this as 
building relationships.”  Davis, “This is something that takes a minimal investment and then you 
have the groundwork taken care of.” Butler, “I would like to have them relocate their college 
right here.”   
 
Davis, “Next is the need to create an economic development demographic packet including 
education levels, employment fields, etc.”  Bezanson, “It should include traffic count links to 
properties.”  Butler, “A lot of what Davis is talking about is available on the US Census website.  
The growth of the City, it is all out there.”  DeRoche, “If we had something on the website to 
indicate to people we had this great pool to draw from that would be good.” Lux, “We could 
work with the Minnesota Workforce Center.”  
 
Moegerle, “Is there something always running on our community cable channel?” DeRoche, 
“There is always something on there.”   Moegerle, “Can we put quick facts on there?” Butler, 
“Such as a crawler?”   Moegerle, “Yes that would be nice.”  Davis, “Some additional census 
information you have to pay for, as far as tracts.” Lux, “I can pull it for you.”  Butler, “You 
don’t just want to pull it from East Bethel.” Allenspach, “I think the more information you give 
the residents the better.  They are going to talk to each other, to their co-workers. It might be in a 
conversation that comes up that they wouldn’t have even thought about before.”  DeRoche, “I 
have heard that from residents that they would like more information.”  Butler, “How about 
televising the Planning, Road and Park meetings? And we used to rotate those meeting around 
the City, have them at different locations.” 
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Davis, “One of the other things mentioned under communication was creating an East Bethel 
Ambassadors group.  This committee would be composed of community leaders, banking, all the 
leaders needed so that when a developer comes in here and wants to build something in East 
Bethel, they can meet with these people all at the same time and get all the information they 
need. Each person on this committee would go over their area of expertise and help the 
developer or prospect with their needs. These committees/programs are especially successful.” 
Moegerle, “Do you envision this as the warm personal touch of the economic development 
package?”  Davis, This is a way they can get all the information in one process. It is a matter of 
identifying the right people and asking for their assistance on this.”   
 
Davis, “The next consideration was policies for marketing, managing and participating in 
community events and eco-tourism activities. We talked Booster Day, what could be done to 
make this more of a success?  Is it part of East Bethel’s identity?”  DeRoche, “Most cities that 
have this they have something they are known for.”  Hanson. “Staff took a survey of the metro 
area and the majority of cities have nothing to do with the festivals.”  Davis, “Other areas they 
contributed were providing city staff such as public works for clean-up.  Our City does the 
Friday Night Movie with donations.  Some other cities have overrun.” Moegerle, “The question 
becomes Booster Day is a 501C3, do we need to get involved for two years to raise the attention 
and then give it back?” Voss said the Booster Day Committee needs volunteers and funding.  
Davis, “The best thing that could happen is we get a fusion of volunteers and sponsors.  If you 
get sponsors for the event, you can increase activities.  Is this the main community event? If it is, 
is there a way to promote it?”  Moegerle, “What do we want to be known for?  Do we have a 
bike ride?  Or something else?” Davis, “This is something that bears further discussion, even 
though it is listed as a high priority.” 
 
Moegerle, “Our relationship with Cedar Creek Ecosystem Science Reserve is really important.” 
Voss asked from what aspect?  Moegerle, “They are our largest landowner.”  Voss said and they 
don’t pay taxes.  Moegerle, “They have been Knighted by France on their research on global 
warming. We have students living out there that will shop here. And significant research is going 
on out here.”  Voss asked why is it valuable to the city? He is playing devil advocate.  Butler, 
“This is an amenity that the City has, that many other cities don’t.”  Moegerle, “Corney wants to 
talk about making it more like an arboretum out there.  More public.” Butler, “Part of their 
problem is not a lot of people know about it.”  Moegerle, “We are trying to change that hidden 
resource.”  Bezanson, “That is what is driving this; they need more man hours so they can get 
more funding from the University.  They weren’t friendly for a long time.” Moegerle, “We can 
grow together and have a good relationship or we can grow separately.” Bezanson, “I agree with 
you, but I wonder when the policy is going to change again and you are going to get kicked to 
the curb.” 
 
Voss said we have trails there and if it wasn’t for Boyer pushing and pushing, we wouldn’t have 
them.  He said research has been going on there for 80 years and they didn’t want people there.  
Moegerle, “They said East Bethel didn’t follow though on the MOU and maybe Cedar Creek 
didn’t either, but we are starting anew.”  Voss said it will be a lot of work for a little reward.  
Bezanson, “They have done some wonderful things there, no doubt about it.  But they closed 
East Bethel Blvd., because they were tired of cleaning it, and it is a life safety issue.”   
 
Davis, “One of Ady Voltedge’s conditional recommendation was we look at considering a new 
City logo.” Voss asked what was the basis for suggesting this?  Davis, “They state it is a 
conditional recommendation, it all boils down to how we see our identity.”  Voss said I know 
that is part of what they do and it was part of their presentation dealing with logos. The comment 
he will make is for those that have been around long enough and seen the old logo, what we did 
is we found someone within the community to develop the logo. Voss said we ran a contest to 
get the logo. We had numerous submissions and then residents voted on them at Booster Day. 
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Voss said I not sure I want to change a relatively fresh logo just because a consultant says.  
 
Moegerle, “I don’t see that it says we can’t do the logo the same way we did it before. I went 
through 50 different website and logos.  And the logos peak for themselves, I believe.  When 
you compare ours to other cities, our is not bold. Our infrastructure is nothing if not a bold 
stroke.  The Sandhill Crane is not representative of our City. This would be part of the bold step 
and challenges we are facing, the new project we are developing.” Lawrence, “When he sees this 
logo it does signify East Bethel. It is a little weak how it presents itself.  That is my opinion on 
the logo.” 
 
DeRoche has no comment at this point. 
 
Lux, “The elements are what we are about.  I think it is dated. I think we need something a little 
crisper.  Companies are updating their look all the time, so we could still have the crane, but 
with the yellow and everything it is pretty busy. Maybe something more streamlined, would be 
better.” 
 
Butler, “Connor is not here, but at the EDA he said we have bigger fish to fry than the logo.  
And I would agree. I like the logo.”  
 
Brian Mundle, “The logo is nice, not as simple as it could be.  There is a lot there, as some 
others just have a tree. I do like it, and as far as what the survey of the residents said they want 
rural and simple and this incorporates that. It is a decent logo, but there could be room for 
improvement.  It is not the biggest thing to talk about right now. We could paint the water tower 
blue and then in five years put something on it.” 
  
Bezanson, “At the EDA meeting, I said the same thing. I can’t think of any bigger waste of time 
than worrying about a change of logo.  When we get things done we can look at this logo and 
other logos, a mechanic doesn’t see a huge difference.” 
 
Allenspach, “I like the logo.  It says East Bethel.  The cranes come back and nest here every 
year. I think it is representative.”   
 
Moegerle, “This is about marketing, reaching out to people. It is not just about cranes, but a 
bigger, bolder vision. I need to be done in a stronger way.” Allenspach, “But those logos you 
have from other cities are just trees.”  DeRoche, “Coon Rapids is just a little cleaner.”  
Bezanson, “We have bigger problems to deal with.  I don’t think a logo is going to change the 
way people look at our city. From a fiscal financial responsibility, I don’t want to see the city 
spend the money on this.”  Butler, “I would rather spend another $5,000 to improve the 
website.” Voss, “We talked about what happened with Forest Lake and their new logo when we 
started with Ady Voltedge. We would be taking a huge risk changing the logo. 
 
 
Lux, “In hearing the pros and cons, I am thinking, who is the logo important to, businesses vs. 
the residents?  Probably the residents.” Moegerle, “Businesses update their logos.” Allenspach, 
“Why don’t we ask the residents at Booster Day this year? Set up a table and ask them.”  Butler, 
“There will be a lot of cost with changing the logo, signs all over the City, a lot of implications. 
Just because the consultant says we should consider it. Okay, we considered it. How about we let 
the residents vote on it.” DeRoche. “One thing about asking the residents, they are not bringing 
new development into the city.  But, I think we have bigger fish to fry. We can ask the residents 
and get their opinion and make a decision after that.  Don’t think you can ask do you like the 
logo or don’t you.”  
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Bezanson, “The question is does it do its job? But I don’t think you have to poll the residents. 
That is why you have the elected council.” Voss said City Council had the same discussion when 
we changed the logo.  That is why we let the residents come up with something and that was a 
monumental change.  
 
Davis, “As part of the other marketing activities we would like to update and maintain the 
website.  And create an economic development information packet.  This is a general catch-all to 
increase community engagement activities. It is about relationships and communication.  We 
would like to Council to appoint committee to update the website.” DeRoche, “Didn’t we 
already do that?” Moegerle, “That was the Deputy City Clerk, City Planner, City Administrator 
and I.”  Davis, “We are requesting additional funds for this.  $4,000 from the EDA budget.”   
 
Butler, “We should have someone from Planning, Park, and the Road Commissions on this 
committee.” Davis, “This should only take one or two meetings.”  DeRoche, “What is the $4,000 
for?”  Lux, “That would be to implement what we decide.  For the work, design and 
programming of the page.”  Voss said what is important for that is not just folks that are users.   
He does a lot of research on city websites.  He said it is the utility that is important.  Moegerle, 
“Part is technology.”  Voss said 90% is utility.  He said if you can’t find something within 30 
seconds you have lost them.  Moegerle, “I agree, but there also has to be something at the end of 
your search.”  Voss said when I think about websites and helping users, it is also helping staff to 
give information so it is less calls you have to take because people can find the information they 
are looking for.  It will save on staff time.  Butler, “There has to be additional functionality.”   
 

Adjourn 
 

DeRoche made a motion to adjourn at 8:42 PM. Voss seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries. 

Attest: 
 
 
Wendy Warren 
Deputy City Clerk 



 

  EAST BETHEL TOWN HALL MEETING 
April 26, 2012 

 
The East Bethel City Council met on April 25, 2012 for the Town Hall meeting at City Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Bob DeRoche  Richard Lawrence Heidi Moegerle 
    Steve Voss  
 
MEMBERS EXCUSED: Bill Boyer   
 
ALSO PRESENT:   Jack Davis, City Administrator 

Nate Ayshford, Public Works Manager 
Rita Pierce, Fiscal and Support Services Director 
Craig Jochum, City Engineer 
Stephanie Hanson, City Planner 
Mark DuCharme, Fire Chief 
Lt. Shelly Orlando, Anoka County Sheriff’s Office 

   
Call to Order 
 
 

The April 25, 2012 Town Hall meeting was called to order by Mayor Lawrence at 7:02 
PM.    

 Davis, “Welcome to the question and answer period of the Town Hall meeting. If anyone has 
any comments that they would like Council or myself to address, please step up.” 

Tom Ronning, “For several years now, probably six or more years, I have been among group 
that has grumbled about the sewer and water business. So far all we have brought is opinions. 
For a change I have brought some amortization schedules, Met Council costs. It was 
surprising to me and I think some others might find it surprising as well.   

Ronning, “Bond is valued at $19,058,000.49. It is broken down into   Broken down into (not 
sure what they are called) identified as 2010A, 2010B and 2010C, and one is Build America.   
Also, when this was brought up and discussed that these were revenue bonds and wouldn’t 
cost us anything. In fact they are General Obligation bonds which are guaranteed by the 
residents in case of default. Principal and interest on the first bond is $32,564,963.33.  The 
second bond is $17,093,914.57. And the third bond is $1,493,487.49.  That is what we are 
working with.  If you buy a house for 19 million you are going to pay a lot more than that for 
it.  The total cost of all this principal and interest is $51,152,365.39. That is what we are on 
the hook to the bonds for.  I knew it would be bad, but I didn’t know it would be this bad.” 

Ronning “The SAC rate, Sewer Access Charge, none listed for 2011. But for 2012 through 
2030 list as $3,300 per unit, up to $5,620 per unit in 2030.  Forecast for connections was for 
100 this year, 110 next year, 123 next year, then all the way up to 610 for 2030.  That adds up 
to 5495 connections that we are on the hook for and at the SAC rate, which turns into another 
$26,039,260.00.   For a grand total (for this 19 million dollar project that we aren’t going to 
pay for) of $77,191,625.39.  We nagged about this for years.  We never had a chance to see 
any of these numbers.  These numbers are based on the Met council numbers and 
amortization schedule, they are right.” 

Ronning, “What I want to know is did you guys know you were doing this?” Voss asked 
Ronning how many meetings has he been at?  Ronning, “Hundred or so.”  Voss asked you 
were at the same meetings we were at.  Ronning, “I never heard $77,000,000 at the meetings 
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I was at.” Voss said he doesn’t remember hearing that number either.   You just brought that 
tonight.  Ronning, “You did not know about this?”  Voss said no, he did not know what you 
just said.  Ronning, “How could you have not known you put us in this predicament if you 
didn’t know?” Voss asked what predicament?  Ronning, “His share of $77,000,000.   Voss 
said we have had this argument for years.  Ronning, “Not like this, nobody said it was going 
to be five times what you said it was going to be.” Voss said he is not going to engage in this 
argument.  Ronning, “From what your answers are, you didn’t know you were getting in this 
deep. And if you didn’t know I can’t possibly understand how you would vote for it. 
Unanimously.” 

Moegerle, “Do you know what your share of that 77 million is and you didn’t find that. Do 
you have that number?” Ronning, “It will depend on how many ERUs are sold for one thing. 
In his estimation it will only go up. Reason he says that (he is not an accountant), if we can’t 
pay the bonds he sees we are going to be refinancing the bonds which adds costs and it is a 
rough spot.” 

Lawrence, “It is a tough spot and that is why we have enacted the EDA, to get out as many 
bumps as possible to make it not as difficult.  We have been working very hard with the EDA 
to attract businesses. Getting our City ready to accept businesses to come in. It is not enough 
to say we have Citysewer and water. We have to sell this so people can be coming to East 
Bethel to use it and that is kind of what we are working on doing.  We just have to work on it 
and hope it will make it.” 

Moegerle, “I have done extensive reading on economic development, and there are experts on 
it and she is not putting herself out there as an expert on economic development.  It is what it 
is, and where we are.  Everything that the EDA’s say, whether it is an article or books, all of 
them say that you have to act in a bold method. That now is the time to be bold. If 2010 was 
bold, we have to follow through and continue to act bold in the steps we take to get 
businesses here.  It is as simple as that. If we are not bold and if we sit back and say, “If we 
build it they will come.”  And if we sit back and say, “Oh but we have this amenity of course 
everybody is going to want it.”  We are big fools.  We have to go out there and reach out to 
developers and market it.  We have employees, we have workers here, we have a great place 
to live, we have recreation, we have reasonable cost (this is the hardest part of the sell).   
Every one of these residents are on the hook if we don’t pay for it, because these are General 
Obligation bonds.  So if we don’t pay these general obligation fees through businesses 
hooking up, then you and I are going to pay for it. And it will come soon, we could see it as 
soon as 2016 our taxes could go up. I am working hard for that reason, because I don’t think 
residents should pay for an infrastructure project for commercial development.   If anyone 
has ideas on how we can get businesses in or development, do not hesitate to call me or the 
City Administrator.   

Ronning, “When I mention it, I don’t think anyone knows how much of a big hit this could 
be. I am not grumbling about the Citygoing down the tubes. I moved here because I like the 
place and I would like to see it succeed as well as any place I have ever lived or more so.” 
DeRoche, “We are giving it our best shot.  We are not sitting on our heels” Ronning, “Don’t 
think you are.  I don’t think the previous council and administrator knew what they were 
getting into, and that is my opinion.”  DeRoche, “But the City is moving forward, I have 
never been to so many meetings in my life. Between EDA, HRA, City Council, this work 
meeting, that work meeting and we can’t change what has already happened.  Now we have 
to deal with that and do anything and everything we can to make it work.”   

Diane Jacobsen, 20628 East Bethel Blvd.NE, “I have a few comments to make to county 
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commissioner. My first thoughts were when read in Anoka County Union that employees of 
Anoka County were going to get a bonus of $300 each, part-timers were only getting $150, at 
first I didn’t know the amount of employees they had. Following week it came out in the 
paper, but it is a little over a half million dollars that our county gave away. And it was for 
“Work Well Done”, because they knew how to cut corners.  She doesn’t know how many pay 
raises they have gotten along the way, but when she was still working she had gone three 
years without a pay increase. No bonus, no nothing.  We were told to use our imaginations, 
because if there was cuts you had to work harder and smarter.  So the county took it upon 
themselves to reward their employees because they finally figured out how to work smarter, 
with less people.   When I finally did get a pay raise my last year of work there, I got 45 
cents. 19 years, I got 45 cents. I didn’t get the holidays off the county employees get, they get 
every federal holiday off.  That’s bonus right there. What I want to ask is when you are 
setting the budget next year, all of a sudden the county says “Hey, we got to have” how do 
you justify it?”   

Andy Westerberg, County Commissioner, “She is referring to bonus we did give to 
employees of Anoka County. One of those things where we had the opportunity to do that. 
She was kind enough to point out that the total cost was extremely high, about $500,000. She 
also pointed out that she hasn’t had a raise in about three years.  I know for a fact that the 
county employees didn’t get a raise either because we did not raise payroll last year. We 
worked hard with the employees and told them how important it was in order to be effective 
in leading the way in cutting the size of government.  The size and scope of government. 
Keep in mind Anoka County has consistently ranked in the bottom per capita per tax rate of 
all counties in the metro area.  We are either the cheapest, the lowest cost or the second 
lowest cost. And that happens across the State of Minnesota.  What that should tell you is that 
they have done a good job of managing our budget. We have a AAA bond rating. We went 
from a AAA good rating to a AAA strong rating.  The biggest reason we decided to do the 
bonus is because of the initiative we were able to save 8 million dollars and we wanted to 
take care of our employees and wanted them to understand they are part of our team.  We 
were very happy to be able to do that.   

Jacobson, “I am still not happy with his answer and won’t be for a long time.  I read where 
you were giving the people that had the farmers market a real hard time.  You were going to 
be  controlling where they went, charging them a fee for setting up, am I correct?” 

DeRoche, “I have never heard anything like that.” Moegerle, “The farmers market hasn’t 
even gotten started, and it isn’t going to start this year.”  

Jacobson, “Because you are going to pass an ordinance about where they could go, what they 
could do.” Davis, “There was discussion about organizing a farmers market and having it in a 
central location, but nothing has ever been decided about that.”  Jacobson, “And the City was 
going to take control over it in the beginning and then eventually you were going to turn it 
over to someone else.”  Davis, “That was part of the discussion.” Moegerle, “These were 
brainstorming sessions.  All kinds of ideas come to the top, some are selected, and some are 
not.”  Jacobson, “Why do you even want to control the farmers market?”  Davis, “The idea 
was to have it better organized, so it would be better for the vendors and better for the City. If 
it works out that way, that is great, if it doesn’t we would explore other options. Nothing is 
set in stone; everything is just up for discussion.”   

Jacobson, “Why can’t they just set up on a corner and let people come in and buy their goods 
and go.”  Davis, “They do and that still wouldn’t limit them if they wanted to do that. The 
farmers market would be optional; you could come there if you wanted to.  It would be a 
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place where they could consolidate all their wares and sell all their goods.  It may attract 
more traffic than just individual locations.  But if somebody wanted to have an individual 
location that wouldn’t be prohibited as far as I am aware of.”  Jacobson, “I am talking several 
farmers get together.  Because I am sure anybody that plants a garden you have excess and 
you want to sell them if you can.  I guess as I was reading that and all the complications that 
were coming in, it brought to mind does it only apply to this side of Coon Lake and not the 
other side?  Because here Coon Lake Beach is going to have their little Flea Market and 
nothing is said.  No license, no permit. It is only supposed to be once a month, but what is 
good for our side over here has to be good for the other side over there.”  

Davis, “The City doesn’t currently have any ordinances that address flea markets.” Jacobson, 
“So in other words when the farmers come in and want to do the farmers market, they can 
call it a flea market can’t they.”    

Jacobson, “One more thing, when she got her tax statement, she was happy, you did one heck 
of a job.” 

Dale Williams, “I was wondering if you could put the Planning and Zoning meetings on the 
Cable TV.  It would be kind of interesting to watch and see what goes on there.”   DeRoche, 
“That was suggested last night.  It was one of the things that came up.  Put Planning and 
Zoning, Parks, so that some people could get a little better idea of what is going on.”  Voss 
asked is that something that, normally we have the Cable Technician do the City Council 
meetings. He asked is there a way of doing this without having the Cable Technician here? 
Davis, “We could do that but you would only have a fixed view. The technician is able to pan 
around to focus in on visual speakers, but we could set the recording to run on a fixed view.” 
Voss asked the sound, discussion would be okay.  Davis, “The sound would be fine.”  
Lawrence, “We are still having problem with the microphones.  People saying when they 
watch it, some people are too loud, some they can’t hear.  Part of it is a mixing problem, but 
part of it is a problem where people need to learn how to use the microphones.”  Davis, “If 
you have a tendency to speak away from the microphone it won’t pick it up well.  We all are 
guilty of that.  We had one recording where the technician turned the sound down, but we 
have resolved that. If we all focus on speaking into the microphones, it would solve most of 
the problems.”  

Voss asked the Anoka County Engineers.  Display in community Center and most of know 
there is a section on Viking Boulevard between Highway 65 and Vickers that is being redone. 
Voss asked for a verbal description on what is being done.  

Curt Kobilarcsik, Anoka County, “We are here to discuss two projects, County Road 74 and 
Highway 65, which I think we are all quite familiar with.   In addition to that we had a layout 
in the center for a white-topping project on County Road 22 between Highway 65 and 
Vickers. We will be milling off the top two inches of bituminous pavement and coming in 
with six inches of concrete placing on top of that. It will be closed during construction, but to 
local traffic.  So people will still be able to get to their residence and local businesses. But we 
will have a detour for people just passing through. In addition to white-topping itself, we are 
providing other safety improvements to the project as well.  We are adding numerous right 
turn lanes and adding some bypass lanes.  We have had some other successes with white-
topping recently. One on 22 further out to the west, further out in Nowthen last summer and 
one down in Ham Lake on Crosstown west of 65 last summer as well.  Project will be starting 
in early June and completed in September. Voss asked has the County made any notification 
to adjacent landowners that you know of? Kobilarcsik said he has not been involved in that 
project, that is more our construction staff that has been designing it.  But, he will check and 



April 26, 2012 East Bethel Town Hall Meeting        Page 5 of 8 
get back to you on whether this has occurred.  

Lawrence, “Can you give us an update on the signal project on County Road 74 and Highway 
65.”    Kobilarcsik, “Right now we have final construction plans into MnDOT for final 
review and approval. We are looking forward to starting that project in September after this 
other project is completed because it is used for the detour.  It will be completed at the end of 
this construction season, so mid-November.  The right-of-way negotiations have been going 
well with the adjacent property owners, everyone seems very happy with the project.  We are 
having successful negotiations as well. DeRoche, “Weren’t we going to have some temporary 
signals put up prior to this?” Kobilarcsik, “There is a MnDOT project going on this summer 
as well.  They are putting a concrete overlay from he believes 217th to the county line.  He 
believes as part of that project they will be placing a temporary signal at that intersection. We 
don’t currently have that in our plans for our project. Our project will start after the MnDOT 
project is completed at 74. Then we will be closing that road during construction and we will 
have a detour set-up for that as well.  We will have it open obviously to local traffic.”    

Moegerle, “On a different area, what about the Main Street Project, down by Coon Rapids, is 
that on tract to be finished in August?”  Kobilarcsik, “Yes, August 3rd is the date they are 
shooting for.”  Moegerle, “We are excited to have that done.”     

Jacobson, “On the project on County Road 22, why are they not starting that sooner?”  
Kobilarcsik, “We finished design a little bit ago, and now are preparing the plans for bid.  
Early June is a fairly early start yet.  It is a 45 working day project. So that is why it will be 
able to be completed in September. That takes into account some rain days and such.”   

Jacobson, “If you are only milling out two inches and adding six, that means we will have a 
bump in it, won’t we?”  Kobilarcsik, “No we won’t have a bump in there; we will be 
blending it in.  We will make a transition at the end of the project to tie it in back into the 
existing grade and we will blend it at the intersections.”  Voss asked is this the same design 
that was done at Crosstown?  Kobilarcsik, “It is, and it will look the way Crosstown does and 
the way 22 in Nowthen does as well.”  Voss asked maintenance wise how are they holding 
up?  Kobilarcsik, “Very well.  That is the type of project that is there for the long term. That 
is going to be there for a while.”  Commissioner Westerberg, “You won a Statewide Award 
for the White topping Project in Nowthen.”  Kobilarcsik, “Yes we did, so we have been 
recognized statewide as well for our white-topping project out in Nowthen.”  

Bob Jacobson, “Are you going to be doing more of these types of projects then in the 
future?” Kobilarcsik, “Yes, we are looking forward to that.  We have been doing bituminous 
projects for many, many years. Over the course of time, concrete used to be a lot more 
expensive than bituminous.  In the last few years, they have been getting closer and closer, so 
it is making more sense for us to pave in concrete.  And we like the finished product.  We 
have to have a plan, we can’t just go out and say here is a mile of road let’s put some concrete 
there.  We have to have a plan.  So, as you can see with the projects coming up on 22, we are 
looking at concrete on 22 in the future. We do have another reconstruction project in 
Nowthen this summer as well that will be concrete.  

Voss asked what are you doing on 22 in Linwood?  Why not do the concrete pavement there? 
Kobilarcsik, “That is a bituminous overlay. That is in need of quick repairs and in the 
planning it made sense to us to come in with bituminous.  This is a very important roadway 
for us across the county.  We don’t have a lot of great east/west routes throughout the county, 
so we are looking to make this a very finished product in the end.” 

Diane Jacobson, “Do you have to do Lexington by County 18 by Carlos Avery? That is awful 
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rough.” Kobilarcsik, “We don’t have any reconstruction plans for that area.  But we will have 
some overlays in the future that will address some of those issues.”  Moegerle, “That is a very 
serious area. Just outside of Forest Lake the road is very bad, so we are looking at getting that 
fixed.”  

Voss asked along the lines of detours, the Lexington Avenue Project in Blaine, when is that?  
Kobilarcsik, “That project will be this year as well.”  Voss said he asks that because now we 
don’t have an access to Highway 65 for those that live along Viking.  Now that part of the 
City will be kind of trapped.  Kobilarcsik, “The bypass for Lexington Avenue will be 
Radisson Road which was newly constructed in the last few years to four lanes. That is a 
good stretch of road as well.”  DeRoche, “So Lexington will be completely shut down with 
they do it, or shifted to one lane?”  Kobilarcsik, “It will be shut down with a detour; it will be 
open to local traffic with one direction to the south.” 

Moegerle, “The biggest question she has and irritant she has with the regards to county roads 
is the intersection of Lexington and Crosstown, does that need a traffic signal? It is 
impossible to turn to go north into East Bethel from there. For people who may want to shop 
in East Bethel that live at Coon Lake Beach they have to go that way, come back that way 
unless we go through Viking. And Viking is going to be torn up and only accessible to local 
traffic so for folks at Coon Lake Beach, For folks at Coon Lake Beach, Crosstown and 
Lexington is going to be a headache.  What is the plan there?”  Kobilarcsik, “We received 
federal funds for that intersection as well.  Believe that is a 2013 project up there.  We will be 
adding a traffic signal at the intersection along with some turn lanes.” DeRoche, “That is 
going to really slow traffic down on Lexington.”  Kobilarcsik, “We received safety funds for 
that, so they saw the value in our project for safety at that intersection.”  Moegerle, “Are they 
going to widen Crosstown so you can do some right turns there?” Kobilarcsik, “No it will just 
be its existing section there.”  Voss said he remember that road before they had the bypass 
lane there and what a pain it was. He agrees a stoplight just stops traffic.  Voss said the west 
coast does this a lot, have a through lane on the right side to allow the traffic to take a left and 
merge together.    

Moegerle, “Can we hear from Craig Jochum our City Engineer about our infrastructure plans 
at Castle Towers?” Jochum, “What we have going on this summer, forcemain project with 
the redesign of the treatment plant.  There was some savings there. The City is going to use 
the money to decommission the Waste Water Treatment Plant (WWTP) at Castle Towers and 
force that sewage from the north end of the City down to the new system.  That waste water 
will be treated by the Met Council’s new waste water treatment facility. Should likely be 
done around fall of 2013.  Part of the project is City alone and the other part of the project is 
the Met Council is going up to 229th with their discharge water from their WWTP. Discharge 
goes into two infiltration areas and the northern one is at 229th.  So they would already have a 
trench going up that way so we piggybacked onto that project. Then from 229th to the facility 
that is a City owned project.    

Jochum, “Other project in the works is a new service road on the west side from 221st to right 
around the Fat Boys area. Connecting that service road and then closing the median at 219th 
Avenue.  Some overlays and seal coatings, typical maintenance projects going on.  Coon 
Lake Beach is getting a new facelift with bituminous overlays.    

Voss asked at next Wednesday’s Council meeting you are going to bring color chips for 
water tower, what colors are you bringing?  Jochum, “You will have a color chart from 
Sherwin Williams. A whole array to pick from. You need to pick one color for the tower 
itself and four or five for the logo.  Voss asked what are the basic colors that go on water 
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towers.  Jochum, “White, off-white, beige.”    Davis, “Generally the lighter colors age better. 
They require less re-painting less often than the darker colors do. They are a little more 
neutral.”    Jochum, “The logo is typically darker colors but is coated by clear coat.”   

Jochum, “On the water treatment side, the tower is up and they are going to start painting 
that.  Why it is important to get the color picked.  The water treatment plant has started.  The 
footings are in and they have started laying block. Starting to pour the foundation this week.”    
Moegerle, “Have we heard from Homeland Security about the fencing for the water treatment 
plant? Or do we have a timeline on getting some feedback on that?” DuCharme, “He had a 
conversation with FEMA and they have still not heard anything.  It could be 24 months 
before we hear anything.”   Moegerle, “The Homeland Security could pay for the fencing 
around the water treatment plant, so that it wouldn’t come out of tax money or bond money.” 
Diane Jacobson, “I talked to Davis about this earlier. But with every water tower you have a 
light or beacon on the top. Are we putting one on there for safety’s sake?” Jochum, “It has 
one.”  Jacobson, “How come it doesn’t flash?” Jochum, “It wouldn’t be working yet, there is 
no electrical in the tower yet. It will have a flasher when it is done. It is under the required 
200 feet, but it still has one for safety.” 

DeRoche, “Does anyone have questions for the Fire Chief?”   DuCharme, “The DNR is going 
to open up burning permits starting tomorrow. We will be able to do open burning with 
permits. Recreational fires were never restricted. They do not need permits.  A recreational 
fire is three feet wide and not more than three feet wide.” Lawrence, “And don’t burn green-
treated wood.”  DuCharme, “That is true. Can’t burn that if you have an open burning permit.  
Burning permits are for not burning permits are for night, 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m.  And if you 
are going to burn with a burning permit, you are supposed to be out there and be monitoring 
it.  Can go to DNR at Cambridge and ask for a variance.  We don’t give out variances, but 
they do.  Voss asked and variance is to burn during the day?  DuCharme, “Yes occasionally a 
contractor may ask to burn during the day, or a prescribed burn.”  DeRoche, “Why do they 
prefer burning during the night instead of the day?”  DuCharme, “Higher humidity’s, less 
intrusion into neighbors and things like that. If you are going to have a recreational fire, I 
encourage everybody to let your neighbor know. Because the smoke might bother them and 
that way they can make sure their windows are closed.”  

Davis, “We do have another representative from the Highway Department, Matthew Parent. 
He is here with us tonight presenting information to us about the bus routes. Parent, “We did 
receive a grant in 2009 for a three year bus service starting in 2013.  As it stands right now 
we are in negotiations with the East Bethel Theatre and Glen Cary Church in Ham Lake and 
we are also trying to pick out a lot in Blaine.  We are trying to pick out providers in the RFP; 
Metro Transit will be one of them.  We have several private firms in Anoka County. 
Hopefully going to have the RFP done within a month. The service shall begin in September 
2013. Lawrence, “What is the route?”  Parent, “Highway 65 to Blaine and there will be a 
Park and Ride lot there.  And then straight to Minneapolis.  Lawrence, “Are you joining up 
with another bus, or with the light rail?”  Parent, “I believe there is a bus route in Blaine that 
Metro Transit runs.  So this will just be a separate bus route.” Davis, “The bus from Blaine 
then goes non-stop to Minneapolis.”  Moegerle, “So there will be three stops, or will there be 
more?”  Parent, “We are still working that out.”    Lawrence, “How many times a day will 
that run?”  Parent, “It will be nine trips in the morning and nine in the evening.” Lawrence, 
“And how often will it run?” Parent, “We don’t have that yet either, but typically that is every 
15-20 minutes.”  

Diane Jacobson, “A few weekends ago, my husband and I were driving around and we drove 
on the other side of the maintenance building.  The gate was wide open; who is responsible to 
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make sure it is locked?” Davis, “I am responsible for everything, so that would be me.”  
Jacobson, “We could have walked off with anything we wanted back there.” DeRoche, “You 
never know where those Anoka County Deputies might be.” Jacobson, “They weren’t around 
anywhere.  And I really thought there are trailers back there, fencing, and vehicles.” Davis, 
“We will make sure that is corrected.”   

Diane Jacobson, “Also, why was the old Our Saviour’s on 22 and 65, has that been rezoned 
to different district?”   Davis answered, “No.”  Jacobson, “So it is still zoned as a church?”  
Hanson, “It is actually City Center, but last year Council did say they would allow the use as 
a place of worship with a permit.”   Jacobson, “Why was the zoning ever taken away?” Voss 
said it was residential years ago, and when Comp Plan went through it was zoned as City 
Center.  It was never zoned as a church; it was an allowed use within a residential zone.  Voss 
said what Ms. Hanson referred to was there was another church proposing to buy it and we 
had to make an exception that allowed (since the building sat vacant for so long they lost 
their use) the church to go in there. But the deal fell through.  Jacobson, “Is it because of the 
mix-up in zoning of it?”  Voss said no. We embraced it.  Voss said it was marketed as 
commercial property, not as a church.   

Adjourn 
 

DeRoche made a motion to adjourn at 9:00 PM. Moegerle seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries. 

Attest: 
 
 
Wendy Warren 
Deputy City Clerk 
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Introduction 
Remote network access is the ability to gain access to an organization's computer network by 
individuals not located at the organization's offices. This may include traveling employees, 
teleworkers (employees who regularly work from home), or employees who work both from the 
office and from home, and contractors or consultants that perform work and services for a city 
department.  In many cases, both the organization and the employee may benefit from the 
increased flexibility provided by remote access. However remote access is inherently a security 
risk and consequently requires policies and procedures to minimize this risk. 

Purpose 
The purpose of this policy is to define the approved method for City employees to remotely 
connect to the City network and how their connection will be established, controlled and 
managed. The procedures and guidelines provided in this document were developed to minimize 
risk associated with this activity. 
 

Definitions 
Remote network access involves setting up a virtual private network (VPN) connection between 
the remote computer using VPN client software and a secured gateway router that allows access 
to the city network over the Internet. This requires the remote user to have available a high-speed 



Internet connection. Access is granted only to users that have been granted remote access 
permissions and have received, read, and acknowledge this policy. 

Scope 
This policy applies to all employees, contractors, vendors and agents that connect to the City 
servers, applications or other network attached resources. This policy applies to remote access 
connections used to do work on behalf of the City, including but not limited to, file and print 
access, applications, and Intranet use. Remote access implementations that are covered by this 
Policy include, but are not limited to, dial-in modems, DSL, VPN, SSH, and cable modems, etc. 
 

Policy 
It is the responsibility of City employees, authorized third party contractors, vendors and agents 
with remote network access privileges to the City network to ensure that their remote access 
connection is given the same consideration as the user's on-site connection to the City network. 
Remote access will be granted only with the approval of the requester’s supervisor and/or the 
Information Technology Department Network Manager or in the case of a third party contractor, 
by contractual agreement. VPN is a “user managed” service. This means that the user is 
responsible for selecting an Internet Service Provider (ISP), coordinating installation, installing 
any required software, and paying associated connection fees. 

Additionally, 

 VPN access is provided through the Information Technology (IT) Department. No 
other department may implement VPN services. 

 Only the VPN client software distributed by IT may be used. 
 VPN account names and passwords will be assigned by an IT network administrator 

or authorized delegate. 
 VPN access requires two-factor authentication using the established methods 

approved by the IT Department. 
 The authorized user, or their department, is required to reimburse the IT Department 

for any licensing associated with the VPN client and/or authentication software. 
  Only current Microsoft Windows platforms are supported. Additional operating 

systems and platforms may be supported on a case-by-case basis but it cannot be 
assumed that support will automatically be extended to non-Windows platforms. 

 Only city-owned (domain managed) computers will be allowed to access the network 
over a VPN connection. Personally owned computers are prohibited from directly 
accessing network file shares and printers. 

 All network activity during a VPN session is subject to city computer use policies and 
may be monitored for compliance. 



 To mitigate perceived or discovered threats to the network, VPN access to the city 
network and systems may be disabled at any time without advanced notification to 
remote access users. Active sessions may also be disconnected without prior warning. 

 All computers connected to the City network via VPN or any other technology must 
use the most up-to-date anti-virus software that meets or exceeds the corporate 
standard. Proof of compliance is required prior to the assignment of a VPN account 
and privileges. 

 Consultants and contractors are limited to targeted hosts only. For example, a 
contractor performing work on a HVAC control server shall have access only to the 
host server running the HVAC software. 

 VPN users will automatically be disconnected from the City network after thirty 
minutes of inactivity. The user must then logon again to reconnect to the network, 
Pings or other artificial network processes are not to be used to keep the connection 
open. 

 The VPN gateway is limited to an absolute connection time of 12 hours. 
 Contractors and consultants must understand that their computers are a de facto 

extension of the City network, and as such, are subject to the same rules and 
regulations that apply to city-owned equipment including, but not limited to, remote 
examination and scanning by IT personnel. 

Enforcement 
Violations of this policy will be treated like other allegations of wrongdoing at the City. 
Allegations of misconduct will be adjudicated according to established procedures. Sanctions for 
inappropriate use on the City’s network systems and services may include, but are not limited to, 
one or more of the following: 

 Temporary or permanent revocation of remote network access privileges; 
 Disciplinary action according to the City policies;  
 Termination of employment; and/or 
 Legal action according to applicable laws and contractual agreements. 
 Consultants and contractors will be subject to legal action and including the payment 

of fines and penalties may be incurred and immediate termination of all contractual 
agreements. 

Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) 
The following success of the policy will be assessed annually using the following quantifiable 
measures: 

 No security issues over this connection 
 No violations of this policy 



Procedures 
The following procedures should be followed to acquire VPN access: 

Employees 

1. Employees must discuss the viability of remote access with their immediate 
supervisor. 

2. If the supervisor approves, the City Administrator and/or Deputy City Clerk will 
submit a request for VPN services via the Online Remote Access Request Form in 
the Help Desk Ticketing System (http://helpdesk.metro-inet.us). 

3. The City Administrator and/or Deputy City Clerk will review the request and 
determine the appropriate access method. 

Consultants and Contractors 

1. Intention of user must be included with bid submissions and in final contracts. 
2. A Remote Access Request Form for Consultants and Contractors must be 

completed for each individual who will be utilizing remote access. 
3. The IT Manager or delegate will review the request and determine the appropriate 

access method. 

Guidelines 

 Always ensure that you comply with city computer security policies.  
1.  You are responsible for making sure you apply the same security to your remote 

access connection as when connecting in your office. You bear responsibility for 
the consequences should your access be misused.  

2. Never provide your login or email password to anyone - not even members of 
your family. Your City computer account and password is for your sole use. 

3. You must select a password that complies with the City minimum standard and 
keep it confidential at all times. 

4. You must take all reasonable steps to make sure that your computer is physically 
secure when logged in: e.g. do not leave it unattended without activating a 
password protected screen saver. 

5. Logins must not be automated on clients (i.e. you must not click on the 
“remember my password” box).  

 Your client device used to connect remotely must be running security software and 
be in a secure state. The following security related tools must be running and 
practices be followed on all remote computing devices. 

1. Anti-virus software, with daily updates enabled and full system scans 
enabled. 



2. Operating system must secured with the latest security patches, including 
those for Internet Explorer. Windows Update must be enabled and set to 
auto-install updates. 

3. Spyware detection and removal software is required. 
4. An active personal firewall system (hardware or software) is strongly 

recommended. 
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4. Remote Conneetions and Speeial Applieations
Applications for remote connections and special applications will be reviewed and
approved at the discretion of the City Administrator and Deputy City Clerk /IT
Coordinator. Formal requests should be in writing, with an in-depth explanation of
need and the cost savings involved.

5. Authorized Software
ALL software used on City computer and network systems must be approved and
installed by the Deputy City Clerk/IT Coordinator or designee. Written requests for
new and demonstration software packages will be reviewed and approved at the
discretion of the Deputy City Clerk/IT Coordinator or designee. City employees are
prohibited from downloading, acquiring, or installing their own software without
prior consent and approval from the Deputy City ClerkiIT Coordinator or designee.

6. Virus Protection
All files brought into the City, via diskette or electronic transmission will be scanned
for viruses. This includes portable devices ii-om all service personnel, vendors,
clients, and other government agencies. E-mail attachments that are not document
files (.doc, .pdf, .rtf, .txt, .csv, .xls) will not be opened. If there is any question about
how to use the City's virus detcction software or about appropriate use of copyrighted
material, employees should contact the Deputy City Clerk/IT Coordinator or network
administrator.

7. Electronic Mail
Electronic mail should be considered non-private information and may be
periodically reviewed and used for investigation by the Assistant City
Administrator/HR Director and/or City Administrator coordinated through the Deputy
City Clerk/IT Coordinator. The electronic mail system is not to be used to harass any
other individual. Limited personal use of the City'S email system by employees is
allowed, provided it does not interfere with an employee's work and is consistent
with all City policies. Use of the electronic mail system is considered to be
acceptance and acknowledgment ofthis rule.

An employee's personal email may be considered "public" data and may not be
protected by privacy laws. Personal email may also be monitored without notice to
the employee.

The following policies pertain to emails ofboth business and personal content:

Use common sense and never transmit an email you would not want your
supervisor or other employees to read.

• Do not COlTcspond by email on confidential communications (e.g., letters of
reprimands, correspondence with attorneys, medical infonnation).
Do not open email attachments or links from an unknown sender. Delete junk or
"spam" email without opening it if possible.

8. City Computer Data
All data stored on computer media owned, leased or rented by the City, is considered
to be owned by the city, and non-private, including infolTnation stored on local drives.
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 A. 1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Cedar Creek Economic Development Report 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information item only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Dr. Jeff Corney will present an overview of the mission and programs offered through the Cedar 
Creek Ecosystem and Scientific Reserve (CCESR) and their relation to the City’s efforts to 
promote economic development.  The presentation will also focus on the “Front Door” to Cedar 
Creek (229th Ave.), the vision for the development of the 229th Avenue Corridor as it pertains to 
the long range goals of the program and opportunities for cooperation between the City and 
CCESR on projects of mutual interest. 
 
Attachment(s): 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
To be determined 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 A.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Website Update 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider appointing a committee to address current issues with the City website  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The City’s website was updated to new template in June 2011. This update was an improvement 
in the format and template but was intended as only the first step to make the website more user 
friendly and current with basic website standards.  
 
To insure that all the concerns regarding the website are addressed, staff is requesting that City 
Council appoint a committee composed of two Council members and one member from the EDA 
and Planning Commission to work with staff to prepare recommendations and directions to 
correct and improve the content, format and utility of the current website. These 
recommendations will be used as the outline and specifications to solicit a vendor to perform this 
work.  
 
It should be the goal of this committee to develop recommendations and report their findings to 
City Council at the June 20, 2012 Council meeting . Wednesday, May 23, May 30 and June 13, 
2012 are open for meetings. 
 
Attachment(s): 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff requests that City Council appoint a Website Committee to provide recommendations to 
Council for the next website update and that these recommendations be presented to Council no 
later than June 20, 2012.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



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



 

EAST BETHEL PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
April 24, 2012 

 
The East Bethel Planning Commission met on April 24, 2012 at 7:00 P.M for their regular meeting at City 
Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Brian Mundle, Jr. Lorraine Bonin Tanner Balfany  
 Lou Cornicelli Eldon Holmes      
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:       Glenn Terry   Joe Pelawa 
 
ALSO PRESENT: Stephanie Hanson, City Planner 
 Heidi Moegerle, City Council 
 
 
Adopt Agenda Chairperson Mundle called the April 24, 2012 meeting to order at 7:00 P.M.  

 
Mundle motioned to adopt the April 24, 2012 agenda. Bonin seconded; all in 
favor, motion carries. 
 

Public 
Hearing/Interim Use 
Permit – A request 
by owners, Keith and 
Katy Murschel, to 
obtain an Interim 
Use Permit for three 
(3) ponies and one (1) 
horse. The location 
being 954 197th Ave. 
NE, East Bethel, MN 
55011, PIN 30 33 23 
11 0009. The Zoning 
Classification for this 
property is R-1 
Single Family 
Residential. 

Property Owner: 
Keith and Katy Murschel 
954 197th Ave. NE 
East Bethel, MN 55011 
PIN 303323110009 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Murschel are requesting an IUP for the keeping of one (1) horse 
and three (3) ponies on a 10.5 acre parcel they recently purchased.  An IUP for 
three (3) horses was approved in 2003; however, IUPs are not transferred when 
the property is sold. 
 
East Bethel City Code Section 10. Article V. Farm Animals, requires that no 
animals that are regulated by the code can be kept on a parcel of land located 
within a platted subdivision or on any parcel of land of less than three (3) acres 
(130,680 square feet). The 10.5-acre parcel is not located within a platted 
subdivision. 
 
There are no wetlands present on the 10.5-acre parcel.  There is an existing barn 
to house the horses and three (3) fenced in pastures for rotating the livestock.  
City Code has a limit on the number of animals per parcel.  Horses require one 
acre of pasture land per horse. Pasture land is defined as land with vegetation 
coverage used for grazing livestock.  Pasture growth can consist of grasses, 
shrubs, deciduous trees or a mixture, not including wetlands. 
 
City staff has conducted a site inspection.  The property meets the requirements 
set forth in City Code for the keeping of farm animals. 
  
Staff recommends Planning Commission hold a public hearing for the IUP 
request.  After the public hearing, staff requests Planning Commission to 



April 24, 2012 East Bethel Planning Commission Minutes    Page 2 of 9 
 

recommend approval to City Council for an IUP to allow three (3) ponies and one 
(1) horse at 954 197th Avenue NE, PIN 30-33-23-11-0009, for Keith and Katy 
Murschel with the following conditions: 
 
1. An Interim Use Permit Agreement must be signed and executed by the 

property owners and the City. 
2. Property owners must comply with City Code Section 10. Article V. Farm 

Animals. 
3. Permit shall expire when: 

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

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

5. Property will be inspected and evaluated annually by city staff. 
6. Conditions of the IUP must be met no later than August 1, 2012.  IUP will 

not be issued until all conditions are met. Failure to meet conditions will 
result in the null and void of the IUP. 

7. If the animal units change, the property owner must complete a Request for 
Change of Animal Units form available from the Planning Division.  This 
form is intended to keep staff updated as to the number and type of regulated 
domestic farm animals kept on the property.  The form will be kept in the 
address file. 

 
Public hearing was opened at 7:02 p.m.  Public hearing was closed at 7:02 
p.m. 
 
Bonin asked if there is a difference between a pony and a horse in the City Code.  
Hanson said no there isn’t.  Bonin stated they could then switch out a pony for a 
horse.  Hanson agreed.  She also said that staff does process the paperwork to 
change out the different types of animals. 
 
Balfany motioned to recommend approval to City Council for an IUP 
allowing three (3) ponies and one (1) horse at 954 197th Avenue NE, PIN 30-
33-23-11-0009, for Keith and Katy Murschel with the following conditions: 
 
1. An Interim Use Permit Agreement must be signed and executed by the 

property owners and the City. 
2. Property owners must comply with City Code Section 10. Article V. 

Farm Animals.  
3. Permit shall expire when: 

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

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

5. Property will be inspected and evaluated annually by city staff. 
6. Conditions of the IUP must be met no later than August 1, 2012.  IUP 

will not be issued until all conditions are met. Failure to meet conditions 
will result in the null and void of the IUP. 

7. If the animal units change, the property owner must complete a Request 
for Change of Animal Units form available from the Planning Division.  
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This form is intended to keep staff updated as to the number and type of 
regulated domestic farm animals kept on the property.  The form will be 
kept in the address file. 

 
Mundle seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 
 

Public 
Hearing/Interim Use 
Permit – A request 
by owner, Tim Chies, 
and applicant, 
Jordan Valder, for 
an Interim Use 
Permit to conduct 
Automotive and/or 
Motorcycle Internet 
Distribution Sales. 
The location being 
18805 Highway 65 
NE, Suite A, East 
Bethel, MN 55011, 
PIN 32 33 23 12 0009. 
The Zoning 
Classification is B-3 
Highway Business. 

Property Owner:  
Tim Chies  
7651 Old Central Ave. 
Fridley, MN 55432 
 
Applicant: 
Jordan Valder 
180 184th Ln. NE 
East Bethel, MN  55011 
  
Property Location:   
18805 Highway 65 NE, Suite A    
PIN 32 33 23 12 0009 
 
Mr. Valder has rented a portion of the building located at 18805 Highway 65 to 
conduct business from the site.  The business is known as Valder’s Vehicles 
which is defined as motor vehicle and motorcycle internet distribution sales. This 
type of use is allowed in the B3 – Highway Business district with an IUP that is 
limited to no more than two (2) years, at which time the property owner and 
applicant will be required to re-apply for an IUP. 
 
Valder’s Vehicles is an internet-based business that sells used cars and new 
scooters.  Most of the clientele will contact Mr. Valder to find a specific vehicle 
or they can look at vehicles on the business website.  Once Mr. Valder finds a 
vehicle he brings it to the site to clean it up and makes an appointment for the 
client to look at the vehicle.  Most times the client will purchase the vehicle, 
however, there are occasions when the vehicle is not purchased.  If this is the 
case, Mr. Valder will place the vehicle on the website and will have it for sale on 
the lot. 
 
The site will need a designated parking area for customers and for parking of 
stored vehicles.  City Code Appendix A. Zoning, Section 22 regulates the number 
of parking stalls required.  Mr. Valder is required to submit the size of the rented 
space so staff can calculate parking requirements. Areas where vehicles are 
parked or stored must comply with code requirements pertaining to size, striping, 
and identification.  Mr. Valder did supply Ms. Hanson with the information 
tonight, so she will do the calculations and provide them for the City Council 
meeting. 
 
According to state building and fire codes, a Certificate of Occupancy is required 
when the occupancy of a commercial building is changed.  Mr. Chies and Mr. 
Valder are required to comply with state building and fire codes. Satisfactory 
compliance will be determined by the fire and building safety departments. 
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This type of business is regulated by city code (Attachment 4).  Mr. Valder will 
be required to meet all requirements of the code.  Failure to comply will result in 
the revocation of the IUP. 
 
Staff requests Planning Commission recommend approval to City Council for an 
Interim Use Permit in the B-3 Highway Commercial District for Automotive 
and/or Motorcycle Internet Distribution Sales. The business being located at 
18805 Highway 65 NE, Suite A with the following conditions: 
 
1) At least ninety-five (95) percent of all sales shall be initiated and secured 

through internet communication between buyer and seller. 
 

2) Exterior storage area for vehicles and/or motorcycles is limited to 4,000 
square feet and shall not interfere with access to required parking spaces. 
Exterior storage is limited to no more than twenty (20) vehicles and/or 
motorcycles for a maximum of forty-five (45) days. 

 
3) Parking areas must be identified, striped, and sized according to city code, 

Appendix A, Zoning, section 22.4, including accessible parking stalls. 
 

4) Exterior storage of inoperable vehicles and/or motorcycles, equipment, parts, 
or materials used in the conduct of the business is prohibited. 
 

5) Minor vehicle and motorcycle maintenance is permitted as an accessory use 
as to vehicles and/or motorcycles awaiting sale and delivery only, within a 
structure. All vehicles awaiting maintenance must be stored inside the 
principal structure. Body work is prohibited. 

 
6) Life and safety inspection by the city building and fire departments must be 

completed and satisfactorily addressed by Applicant.  A Certificate of 
Occupancy must be issued by the city building department. 

 
7) Vehicle and/or motorcycle storage area shall be surfaced with concrete or 

bituminous and shall meet required parking setbacks. Vehicles and/or 
motorcycles must not be stored in the right-of-way. 

 
8) All necessary state and city licenses shall be obtained prior to operation and 

displayed for public view during business hours. 
 
9) Business owner must submit records of sales type as requested by city staff 

within fourteen (14) days of request. 
 
10) An Interim Use Permit is limited to no more than two (2) years duration, 

upon initiation or renewal.  Expiration date is May 31, 2014. 
 
11) An Interim Use Permit Agreement must be executed no later than May 31, 

2014 and all conditions must be met no later than July 1, 2012. 
 
12) All signs associated with the use shall be in compliance with the East Bethel 
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Sign Ordinance. 
 
Public hearing was opened at 7:07 p.m.  Public hearing was closed at 7:08 
p.m. 
 
Cornicelli wanted to make sure that all the items that have been discussed in the 
previous meetings pertaining to this topic were addressed in the changes.  Hanson 
stated they are. 
 
Cornicelli motioned to recommend approval to City Council for an Interim 
Use Permit in the B-3 Highway Commercial District for Automotive and/or 
Motorcycle Internet Distribution Sales. The business being located at 18805 
Highway 65 NE, Suite A with the following conditions: 
 
1) At least ninety-five (95) percent of all sales shall be initiated and secured 

through internet communication between buyer and seller. 
 

2) Exterior storage area for vehicles and/or motorcycles is limited to 4,000 
square feet and shall not interfere with access to required parking 
spaces. Exterior storage is limited to no more than twenty (20) vehicles 
and/or motorcycles for a maximum of forty-five (45) days. 

 
3) Parking areas must be identified, striped, and sized according to city 

code, Appendix A, Zoning, section 22.4, including accessible parking 
stalls. 
 

4) Exterior storage of inoperable vehicles and/or motorcycles, equipment, 
parts, or materials used in the conduct of the business is prohibited. 
 

5) Minor vehicle and motorcycle maintenance is permitted as an accessory 
use as to vehicles and/or motorcycles awaiting sale and delivery only, 
within a structure. All vehicles awaiting maintenance must be stored 
inside the principal structure. Body work is prohibited. 

 
6) Life and safety inspection by the city building and fire departments 

must be completed and satisfactorily addressed by Applicant.  A 
Certificate of Occupancy must be issued by the city building 
department. 

 
7) Vehicle and/or motorcycle storage area shall be surfaced with concrete 

or bituminous and shall meet required parking setbacks. Vehicles 
and/or motorcycles must not be stored in the right-of-way. 

 
8) All necessary state and city licenses shall be obtained prior to operation 

and displayed for public view during business hours. 
 
9) Business owner must submit records of sales type as requested by city 

staff within fourteen (14) days of request. 
 
10) An Interim Use Permit is limited to no more than two (2) years 
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duration, upon initiation or renewal.  Expiration date is May 31, 2014. 
 
11) An Interim Use Permit Agreement must be executed no later than May 

31, 2014 and all conditions must be met no later than July 1, 2012. 
 
12) All signs associated with the use shall be in compliance with the East 

Bethel Sign Ordinance. 
 
Balfany seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 
This will be heard at the May 2nd City Council meeting. 
 
 

Public 
Hearing/Concept 
Plan – To approve a 
request by owner, 
CD Properties North 
LLC, for a Concept 
Plan for Classic 
Commercial Park 2nd 
Addition. The 
location being 18765 
Ulysses Ave. NE and 
PIN 32 33 23 12 0009, 
East Bethel, MN 
55011, PINs 32 33 23 
12 0008 and 32 33 23 
12 0009. The Zoning 
Classification is B-3 
Highway Business. 

Property Owner/Applicant: 
Curt Strandlund      
CD Properties North       
18542 Ulysses St. NE      
East Bethel, MN  55011     
 
Property Locations: 
18765 Ulysses St. NE PIN 323323120009 
East Bethel, MN  55011 
PINs: 32-33-23-12-0008 & 32-33-23-12-0008 
B3 Highway Commercial District 
                
Mr. Strandlund is proposing a concept plan for a commercial development known 
as Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition.  The 1st Addition was finalized in April 
2006.  The 19.46 acre parcel is proposed to be developed into two (2) commercial 
parcels and one (1) outlot that will be further subdivided in the future. The 
proposed lots meet area and dimensional requirements as required by the zoning 
ordinance.  Municipal sewer and water will be stubbed to each of the parcels. 
 
The City Engineer and City Attorney have reviewed the concept plan and have 
provided comments as Attachments 4 and 5.  Mr. Strandlund will continue to 
work with staff to satisfy all comments of the City Engineer, City Attorney, and 
staff during the platting process. 
 
Streets/Access 
The main ingress/egress to and from the development is from 187th Lane and 
Ulysses Street.  Ulysses will be extended approximately 300 feet to the north to 
access the new parcels.  The existing temporary cul-de-sac easement will be 
vacated and a new temporary cul-de-sac easement will be recorded.  The 
easement will remain in place until such time as Ulysses is further extended to 
the north. 
 
Park Dedication 
Park and trail dedication was paid in full during the Classic Commercial Park 1st 
Addition.  As stated in the Developers Agreement executed on April 15, 2006, 
future subdivision of any part of the subject property will be exempt from 
additional park/trail dedication requirements (Attachment 6). 
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Staff requests Planning Commission hold a public hearing and to recommend 
concept plan approval to the City Council for the proposed subdivision known as 
Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition with the following conditions: 
 

1. All concerns of the City Engineer, City Attorney, and City Staff must be 
considered for the concept plan to move forward as a preliminary plat. 

 
Public hearing was opened at 7:12 p.m.  Public hearing was closed at 7:13 
p.m. 
 
Bonin motioned to recommend concept plan approval to the City Council 
for the proposed subdivision known as Classic Commercial Park 2nd 
Addition with the following conditions: 
 
1. All concerns of the City Engineer, City Attorney and City Staff must be 

considered for the concept plan to move forward as a preliminary plat. 
 

Holmes seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously.   
 
This will be heard at the May 8, 2012 Planning Commission meeting. 
 
 

Approve March 27, 
2012 Planning 
Commission Meeting 
Minutes 

Terry sent some changes via email to Hanson.  Mundle read the changes.  First 
change was on page 10/11 first paragraph, replace “mute” with “moot” point.  
Last sentence of first paragraph.  “It should say” should have quotation marks.   
 
Bonin has a question on page 37, second from the bottom.  She doesn’t know 
what it was supposed to say.  She doesn’t believe what is written is what she said.  
It is so gobbled and she doesn’t know what to do with it.  Holmes asked if we do 
save the recordings.  Hanson said she will listen to the recording and try to 
decipher it.  Bonin said she wanted the next sentence changed from stated to 
asked.  Balfany said he thinks what Bonin was stating was separated versus 
separate.  Bonin stated she thought it might be this, “a tree removal is not 
separate from development – their intention is development and it should be 
developed.”  That is what she thinks it should be. 
 
Hanson had questions on Terry’s changes.  She asked if the first one was on page 
10/11.  She clarified that he wanted quotations added. 
 
Mundle stated on page 41, third parargraph.  He wanted it changed from “do we 
want to cross our fingers and hope they do the right thing with our property” to 
“do we want to cross our fingers and hope they do the right thing with their 
property”   Balfany said the next sentence should be changed to the residents are 
acting in good faith. 
 
Bonin said on page 42, third paragraph, wanted it changed to asked, and then 
wanted the next one changed to asked also.  She also wanted the next sentence 
changed from Moegerle stated to Moegerle asked.  Mundle said on page 42, third 
paragraph, end of the paragraph, should be changed to “Mundle stated if one 
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person is going away, how many people are turning away for that reason.” 
 
Holmes motioned to approve the March 27, 2012 minutes as presented with 
discussed changes.  Mundle seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 

City Council Report Moegerle said something will be coming forward before the Planning 
Commission at the May 8, 2012 meeting about GRE.  Tomorrow there is a joint 
Council and EDA meeting.  This will be a very important working meeting on 
the information from AD Voltage.  Thursday there is an Open House here.  This 
past Saturday the Recycling Day was very successful.   
 
She advised during the stakeholders meeting that form-based land development 
was discussed.  This is a very new concept to her.  David was saying that we 
should consider that, and it is the wave of the future for development.  She stated 
Wikipedia has a really interesting article on it.  What they are saying is that you 
want to have somewhat of a uniform appearance; if you do that, it somehow 
limits what the use is.  There are some other sites that she needs to look at 
regarding this and certainly Stephanie will know more about this than she will 
ever know.  He did say we should move away from the highest and best use.  
Hanson said a lot of cities deal with this through Planned Unit Developments.  
Balfany asked if this is what we discussed at our January meeting.  Hanson stated 
yes. 
 
Balfany asked if there was a second meeting with the east side property owners 
on Hwy 65.  Moegerle said the meeting might be on May 23rd but nothing is 
definite yet.  Balfany asked if the meeting would be for property owners and 
residents or just one or the other.  Moegerle said right now it is just business 
owners.  It was asked if this will be an open meeting or closed meeting.  
Moegerle stated open. 
 
Cornicelli asked if the public hearing for GRE is just a formality due to the legal 
issues or is it a real public hearing.  Moegerle said it is a public hearing.  
Cornicelli said there are three of the GRE Commission members now on the 
Planning Commission. 
 
Moegerle said good job on the minutes.  Thank you. 
 
Mundle asked about the City Center packet of information and if there will be a 
time scheduled to discuss the information.  Hanson said at this time, there is not a 
time scheduled to discuss the meeting.  Moegerle stated it was referenced in the 
comp plan.  Hanson concurred.  Balfany asked if there is anyone interested in the 
City Center.  Hanson said there is interest in the City Center and also the 
intersection of 221st and Hwy 65. 
 
Hanson said the County will be at the Open House to discuss the projects they 
will be working on in East Bethel this summer.  There is a big project on Viking 
Boulevard they will be working on and also on Hwy 65 north of 221st.   Once 
Hanson gets all the information on road closures she will distribute it to the 
Planning Commission members and it will also be put on the website. 
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Balfany said people are having a hard time finding information on the website.   
 

Adjourn Cornicelli made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 7:35 PM.  Balfany 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 

 
Submitted by: 
 
 
Jill Teetzel 
Recording Secretary 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 B.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Planning Commission Meeting Minutes for April 24, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Information Only.  These minutes are in draft form. They have not been approved by the 
Planning 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 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
8.0 B.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Consider a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) Amendment Request by Great River Energy (GRE) to 
Route I1 for the Placement of a 69 kV Transmission Line and a Site Plan Review 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider Approval of a CUP Amendment and a Site Plan Review to Route I1 for the Placement 
of a 69 kV Transmission Line for GRE 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Great River Energy 
12300 Elm Creek Blvd. 
Maple Grove, MN 55369 
 
On October 19, 2011, City Council approved a CUP for the proposed location of a 69 kV 
transmission line known as Route I1 for the portion of line located within East Bethel city limits 
(attachment 2).  The portion in East Bethel is located along Fawn Lake Drive (County Road 76) 
easterly to Linwood Township. 
 
Attachment 3 depicts the amended Route I1.  The route follows Fawn Lake Drive and travels 
southerly along Sunset Road.  The transmission line is proposed to cross into Linwood Township 
and back into East Bethel at various points along Sunset Road. 
 
Attachments 4 and 5 show rare features and hydrology along the route. 
 
Attachments: 

1. Application 
2. Route I1 Approved on June 22, 2011 
3. Amended Route I1 Location 
4. Route I1 Rare Features 
5. Route I1 Hydrology 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Undetermined at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation: 
Planning Commission to recommends approval to City Council for a CUP  
 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 

Agenda Information 



amendment to Route I1 (as shown on attachment 3) that includes the transmission line to travel 
south along Sunset Road for the portions within the City of East Bethel and recommend approval 
of the site plan for the location of the 69 kV transmission line with the following conditions: 
 

1. GRE will submit a construction plan prior to commencing the construction of the 69 kV 
line, establishing both a construction timetable and a progression of construction that 
shall be reviewed and meet the approval of the City Engineer and staff. 

2. GRE must submit easement descriptions and final route determination prior to the 
execution of the CUP Agreement. 

3. A CUP Agreement must be executed no later than December 31, 2013.  Failure to 
comply will null and void approved CUP.  The agreement must be executed prior to the 
start of construction of the project. 

4. GRE must obtain city right-of-way permits prior to the beginning of construction of the 
transmission line within city right-of-way along Durant Street, Fawn Lake Drive and 
Sunset Road. 

 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
8.0 B.3 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Site Plan Review – Aggressive Hydraulics, 187th Lane NE and Ulysses St NE  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider Approval of a Site Plan Review for the Business Known as Aggressive Hydraulics, 
187th Lane NE and Ulysses St NE 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Property Owner:      Applicant:    
Curt Strandlund      Paul Johnson 
CD Properties       Aggressive Hydraulics 
18542 Ulysses St NE      P.O Box 490665 
East Bethel, MN 55011     Blaine, MN 55449 
          
Property Location:    
Classic Commercial Park 2nd Add. 
Lot 1, Block 2 
18800 Ulysses Street NE (preliminary) 
East Bethel, MN 55011 
Zoning: B3 Highway Business  
 
Mr. Strandlund and Mr. Johnson are requesting a site plan approval to construct a 60,000 square 
foot commercial building for the business known as Aggressive Hydraulics.  Aggressive 
Hydraulics is the manufacturer of hydraulic cylinders.  The business is currently located in 
Blaine and employs 40+ workers. 
 
The 6.06-acre parcel is bordered by unimproved Buchanan Street and R2 Single Family 
Townhome Residential to the west, and B3 Highway Business to the north, south, and east.   The 
property will be accessed from Ulysses Street NE.   
 
The proposed site plan provides 78 parking stalls; 4 accessible stalls have been provided to meet 
ADA requirements.  Parking stalls are 9’ x 20’ with a proposed 24’ aisle width. The parking lot 
will be constructed of a bituminous surface with concrete curb.  All parking areas will be 
required to be properly striped. 
 
 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 

Agenda Information 



 
 
The proposed lighting plan provides for seven (7) lights around the building.  Lights must be 
downcast and shielded. 
 
The Applicant will be planting a variety of trees and shrubs around the site which meets code 
requirements. Privacy fencing and lilacs will be planted along the western property line that 
abuts the residentially zoned property.  The grounds will have an irrigation system installed. 
According to East Bethel City Code, all new plantings, including turf establishment, must be 
guaranteed for one full year from the time the planting has been completed.  A letter of credit or 
a cash escrow will be required by the owner in the amount equal to at least 150 percent of the 
approved estimated landscaping cost.  The letter of credit must be provided prior to the issuance 
of a building permit and must be valid for a period of time equal to one full growing season. 
 
Many of the comments of the City Engineer have been addressed by the Applicant.  The 
Applicant will need to continue to work with the City Engineer until all comments have been 
satisfactorily addressed. 
 
Attachments: 

1. Site Location 
2. Site Plan Application 
3. Site Plan  
4. Floor Plan 
5. Building Elevations 
6. Landscape and Lighting Plan 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Undetermined at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Staff Recommendations: 
Planning Commission recommends approval to City Council of a site plan review for the 
construction of a commercial building, located in Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition, Lot 1, 
Block 2, with the following conditions: 
 

1. Site plan approval is contingent upon the approval of the final plat for Classic 
Commercial Park 2nd Addition and the approval of drainage and utility easement 
vacation. 

2. Applicant must continue to work with staff to satisfy all comments and concerns to staffs’ 
satisfaction. 

3. Letter of credit or a cash escrow will be required by the owner in the amount equal to at 
least 150 percent of the approved estimated landscaping cost.  The letter of credit must be 
provided prior to the issunce of a building permit and must be valid for a period of time 
equal to one full growing season. In addition to the letter of credit or cash escrow, the 
owner must submit an estimated landscaping cost for plantings and turf establishment. 

4. Full set of the site plan must be signed by a licensed professional engineer. 
5. Signage must meet requirements according to East Bethel City Code Chapter 54. Signs.  

Sign permits must be approved prior to the installation of signage on site. 
6. Any modifications to the approved site plan shall be submitted to and approved by City 

Staff. 
7. All conditions must be satisfied prior to the issuance of a building permit. 
 



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



















 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
8.0 B.4 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition Preliminary Plat 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider Approval of Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition Preliminary Plat 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Property Owner/Applicant: 
Curt Strandlund     Property Location: 
CD Properties North     187th Lane NE and Ulysses Street  
18542 Ulysses St. NE     East Bethel, MN  55011 
East Bethel, MN  55011    B3 Highway Commercial District 
         
Mr. Strandlund is requesting preliminary plat approval for the subdivision known as Classic 
Commercial Park 2nd Addition.  The plat is 19.46 acres and is being proposed to be developed 
into two (2) commercial parcels and one (1) outlot (to be further divided in the future).  
All parcels meet the requirements set forth by the zoning ordinance and are as follows:  
 
Lot 2, Block 1 
Lot Size:  4.43 acres 
Lot Width:  369 feet 
Buildable Area:  4.43 acres 
Municipal Sewer and Water Availability 
 
Lot 1, Block 2 
Lot Size:  6.06 acres 
Lot Width:  376 feet 
Buildable Area:  6.06 acres 
Municipal Sewer and Water Availability 
 
Outlot A 
Lot Size:  8.97 acres 
Buildable Area:  8.97 acres 
 
Classic Commercial Park is bordered by residential property to the west and commercial 
property to the north, south, and east. The main ingress/egress from the development is from 
187th Lane NE and Ulysses Street.  Ulysses will be extended approximately 300 feet to the north 
to access the new commercial parcels.  The existing temporary cul-de-sac easement will be  
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vacated and a new temporary cul-de-sac easement will be recorded.  The easement will remain in 
place until such time as Ulysses is further extended to the north. The street will be required to be 
constructed to meet City specifications.   
 
The City Engineer has reviewed the preliminary plat.  Comments are provided in attachment 10 
along with Article III of the subdivision code.  All comments will be required to be addressed to 
the satisfaction of the engineer prior to the signng and filing of the final plat.   
 
Attachments: 
1. Location Map 
2. Application 
3. Preliminary Plat 
4. Resource Inventory Survey 
5. Grading, Drainage, & Erosion Control Plan 
6. Utility Plan 
7. Street, Watermain, Sanitary Plan 
8. Storm Sewer Plan 
9. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
10. City Engineer Comments 
     
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Undetermined at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Staff Recommendation: 
Planning Commission recommends Preliminary Plat approval to the City Council for the 
commercial development known as Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition to create two (2) 
commercial parcels and an outlot (to be further divided in the future) with the following staff 
conditions: 

1. All comments/concerns of the City Engineer shall be addressed to his satisfaction  
prior to signing and filing of final plat. 

2. All comments/concerns of the City Attorney shall be addressed to his satisfaction  
prior to submittal of final plat. 

3. Development Agreement must be executed after the approval of the final plat. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 

























 
 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 B.5 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Final Plat for Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider Approval of the Final Plat Known as Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Property Owner/Applicant: 
Curt Strandlund     Property Location: 
CD Properties North     187th Lane NE and Ulysses Street  
18542 Ulysses St. NE     East Bethel, MN  55011 
East Bethel, MN  55011    B3 Highway Commercial District 
 
The City Engineer and City Attorney have reviewed the final plat.  All remaining outstanding 
items must be satisfied and both consultants recommend approval of the final plat. 
 
As part of the final plat approval, Mr. Strandlund will be required to execute a Development 
Agreement with the City of East Bethel.  Attachment 3 is a draft of the development agreement.  
Mr. Strandlund will be required to continue working with staff to finalize the agreement.    
 
Attachments: 

1. Application 
2. Survey of Final Plat 
3. Draft Development Agreement 

   
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Undetermined at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends Final Plat approval to the City Council for the commercial development 
known as Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition to create two (2) commercial parcels and an 
outlot (to be further divided in the future) with the following staff conditions: 
 

1. All comments of the City Engineer and City Attorney must be satisfied prior to the 
signing and release of the final plat.  
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2. Development Agreement shall be executed prior to the signing and release of the final 
plat. 

3. Property owner must pay outstanding balances and submit financial securities as outlined 
in the Development Agreement prior to the signing and release of the final plat. 

4. One (1) digital electronic copy of the final plat must be submitted in a format using 
Anoka County Coordinate system. 

5. Final plat must be filed with Anoka County, Minnesota no later than October 16, 2012.  
Failure to file the plat by this date shall void the approval decision of City Council. 

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













































 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 C.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Park Commission Meeting Minutes for April 11, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Information Only.  These minutes have been approved by the Park Commission. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:__X___ 
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EAST BETHEL PARK COMMISSION MEETING  
April 11, 2012 

 
The East Bethel Parks Commission met on April 11, 2012 at 7:05 P.M at the East Bethel City Hall for their 
regular monthly meeting.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Kenneth Langmade    Tim Hoffman   Denise Lachinski    Sue Jefferson      

      Bonnie Harvey   Stacy Voelker       
                     

MEMBERS EXCUSED:   
                            
  
ALSO PRESENT:    Nate Ayshford, Public Works Manager  

 
 

 

Adopt 
Agenda 

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

Approve –  
February 8, 
2012 Meeting 
Minutes  
 

Lachinski stated her name is misspelled at the end of the minutes on the very last page, s 
and k were flipped. 
 
Hoffman made a motion to approve the February 8, 2012 minutes with the one 
change.  Lachinski seconded; all in favor, motion carries unanimously.  
  

Parks 
Financial 
Information 
– Parks 
Capital 
Funds 
Summary 

Ayshford stated the first page of the financial information is through the first quarter of the 
year.  We haven’t done a lot of park maintenance yet, but we will be kicking into high gear 
now.  Hoffman stated there is a lot of overtime.  Ayshford said that is for the park 
employees that do snowplowing.  Jefferson asked if we are ahead of schedule this year.  
Ayshford said yes.  Ayshford said we have the Parks Capital Fund information, but that 
will be discussed later in the meeting.   
 
Hoffman motioned to accept the financial reports as presented.   Lachinski seconded; 
all in favor, motion carries unanimously. 
 

Youth Sports 
Organization 
Representati
ves 

Representatives from local youth sports organizations were on hand to discuss items 
pertaining to the City of East Bethel’s recreational facilities and participation by residents 
of East Bethel. They were asked to provide ideas for improvements to the park system as 
well as provide insight into what positive elements already exist. Items like number of 
facilities, fee schedules, ways to improve enrollment, and quality of athletic fields may be 
discussed. Because youth sports organizations are one of the major users of the park 
system, having open communication with the Park Commission will have benefits for 
future planning and decision-making.  
 
The representatives are from SAA, North Metro Soccer, St. Francis Softball and St. 
Francis Baseball. 
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 Tom Dresher from SAA addressed the Commission.  He stated he has been a SAA board 
member for the past five years.  He stated in East Bethel there haven’t been any issues with 
the facilities.  He advised SAA would like a long term agreement.  Boards switch 
constantly and they would like to have a lease like our previous lease that was 10 years 
long.  So if that is something that we could discuss, SAA would be open to that.   
 
SAA services 140-150 kids from East Bethel last year.  This includes kids from Youth 6 to 
Youth 16.  We need to have a field for the older kid, which would require lighting, with a 
mound, and grass.  Through fundraising SAA can help put in that sort of field.  SAA does 
help with field improvements, through SAA’s field improvement fund and  they would 
rather have the money going toward capital improvements.   
 
Lachinski asked how many years SAA would want for a lease.  He stated he would like a 
ten-year lease if he could get it.  Harvey asked if there are 140-150 kids from this area.  He 
said he called the President from SAA and they said there is about that many.  He said 
there are about 900 kids total in the program.  Harvey asked how many kids in this area are 
playing on a grass infield.  He said the kids playing on the grass infield are the U12 and U 
14 level.  Harvey was curious on how many kids are playing on the U12 and up from our 
area.  He stated our registrations just started getting out right now and he doesn’t have the 
information.  He thinks SAA could retain more kids on the grassy fields.  Harvey asked 
how many grass infields are in Ham Lake.  He said there are two in Ham Lake, one for 
U12 and one for the older kids.  Harvey asked if you are playing at Blaine.  He said yes, 
they are playing some games.  They are getting pushed further north.  Harvey said there are 
kids from East Bethel playing in Ham Lake.  He said yes.   
 
Lachinski asked if thought putting in one field would be enough, or would  two fields be 
better.  Tom said the more fields you have the better.  If we had that, we would have fields 
where all our kids would be able to play without going through Blaine.  The more that we 
have the better.  
  
Ayshford asked how SAA is doing with the softball fields.  He said they have a plethora of 
fields for the girls to play on.  We would like another field like Ham Lake’s field they 
turned into a grass infield for baseball.  Hoffman said we had talked about converting the 
soccer field into a grass infield.  He would rather see a multiple use field left as is and a 
soccer field converted.  Hoffman said he would rather have another field built than another 
field taken and converted.  He said in the long run there would be enough usage for it.   
 
Harvey asked if he is talking lease versus rental.  He said he is talking capital improvement 
monies.  We know what the costs of our lease would be from year to year. Lachinski asked 
if they are looking to pay like $10,000 to make a donation or if they want to give us 
$10,000 and dictate what we will do.  Also is that above the lease cost.  He said yes.  He 
said we want to be able to help with capital improvements.   
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 There has been an increase in the coed rec teams from 14-18.  Currently all their coaches are 
volunteer.  For a club their size, being the fourth largest in the State, it is amazing the coaches 
are all volunteer.   
 
Lachinski asked about when her son played they used the fields in East Bethel.  Anderson said 
when the City wanted to charge an amount for rental they decided to stop using the fields in 
East Bethel since they can’t afford to rent fields.  They don’t pay for rental in Andover.  We did 
a partnership with them to do irrigation at Hawk Ridge Park.  They also have an agreement with 
the City of Oak Grove and don’t pay fees.  They pay a certain amount each year for irrigation.   
 
 
It would be nice to open up some fields here in East Bethel.  Some of their coaches that coach 

  
 
Hoffman said if we remember right, we figured what it costs the City to maintain the 
fields.  Ayshford said yes and it was discounted based on the number of kids playing that 
were from East Bethel.  He said that is the number they will use on what is based on field 
usage.  He knows it will go up.  That is workable.   
 
Hoffman said the main reason you are looking for the lease, is so you know the costs and 
you are given a chance at the fields.  He doesn’t think that is going to change.  Unless SAA 
really blows up something.  He said we went through this process with Ham Lake and they 
wanted to come at us with field fees.  They were talking large sums of monies.  We are 
worried about that in East Bethel.  He said if he could get a five year lease, he would be 
comfortable with that and then no one would have to worry about.  Hoffman said the term 
lease is very hard to get through.  Right now we are working on a year to year level, he 
doesn’t know about a long term lease.   
 
He again reiterated he would like a 10-year lease.  Lachinski said 10-years is too long.  He 
said all we paid for in the 10-years lease was the concession stands.  Hoffman said he was 
part of the concession stands, and they put in $30,000 toward the stands.  Harvey said the 
lease went well for a while.  She was supportive and believed in what SAA did.   
 
Ayshford told him thank you for the input.  He stated that he understood the need for a 
lease for budgeting and planning purposes, but 10-year lease is too long of a term. We may 
be able to look at something like a guarantee that the fees will not increase by a certain 
percentage.  He also reminded him that the fee is based on the costs for maintaining the 
ball fields. If those costs change, the field use fees change. 
 
He wanted to know if there was anything the Commission wanted him to bring back to his 
board.  Harvey said she is very comfortable with using the same fees as before.  Langmade 
said he can understand what he is trying to get at and he can see both sides.     
 
Barb Anderson the president of North Metro Soccer addressed the Commission.  She 
stated they are trying to come and update all the cities in the North Metro.  This year there 
about 1200 participants in North Metro Soccer.  East Bethel is the fourth highest number 
of participants.  She stated they currently use fields in Oak Grove and Andover.  They also 
use some at Andover HS, St. Francis HS.  She advised that North Metro has a recreational 
and competitive program.  
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up here and live up here would love to have practice games in East Bethel.  She said if we could 
work out some agreement.   
 
Ayshford asked if there is a need for the field use in this area.  She said yes.  Lachinski asked if 
those are the only two soccer fields in East Bethel.  There are some in Bonde Park, but that field 
has lots of sandburs.  Lachinski asked if they have fields at the schools.  Anderson said yes they 
do.  St. Francis Community Ed uses them and they haven’t used those.  She advised the only 
school ones they use are the High School and the field is lit.  They do use fields in schools in 
the City of Andover.   
 
She explained 52% of the participants are from Andover.  In 2011, 2,359 kids play soccer.  
1,234 Andover, 209 Andover, 179 East Bethel, 171 Oak Grove.  Lachinski asked if we had 
fields here, do you think they would play here versus National Soccer Center.  She said players 
down there play all year.  The Blaine soccer club rents the space, so they work out of NSC back 
yard.  We are in the north district, so all our players play around here.  As far as a whole large 
group coming up, even St. Francis has some fields, the majority wouldn’t go there because it 
was too far north.  Lachinski asked if NSC and North Metro are two different types of teams.  
She explained some competitive teams play all year long.  NSC schedules the winter leagues, 
but Minnesota Youth Soccer starts scheduling when the winter leagues end.  She said the 
registration numbers are accurate, as she gets those from the State.  The club is registered 
through the State and numbers are certified.   
 
Ayshford said there are two fields here that are being maintained.  He said he will take a look at 
the fees and see what can be done.  Lachinski said they are paying for the irrigation of fields in 
other cities, could we look at charging them a flat rate like Oak Grove.  Hoffman said Bonde 
park is a beautiful park, but it just doesn’t get used.  He asked if we have ever thought about 
irrigation in that park?  Maybe we could put in irrigation, and not fix the fields.  Ayshford said 
we could get a soccer field or two in at that location.  That would be a good capital 
improvement if there is a need for more fields.   
 
 

School House 
Update 

To date $2,850.00 has been donated for the renovation of the school-house. Staff would like 
recommendations for prioritizing which repairs to proceed with. 
 
Attached is an additional estimate for windows and doors for the Booster East School House. 
This estimate includes custom made, vinyl clad windows designed specifically for this building 
made from custom measurements. The estimated time for delivery of these windows would be 
two weeks after the order is placed. Once skilled volunteers are secured to help with the 
window installation, the windows and/or doors can be ordered. 
 
Additional repairs required to the building include repairing the leaking roof, fixing the exterior 
wall on the northeast corner, replacement/strengthening of the flooring, adding steps to access 
the front door, placing skirting around the base of the building, and scraping and painting the 
entire structure.   
 
Lachinski said these are low maintenance windows.  They can be here in a couple of weeks and 
it is $1305 for the cost of the windows.  Langmade said the Seniors voted to donate $1000 for 
the project.  They would like it used for doors.  He was wondering who the check would be 
made out to.  Ayshford said he will look into that and get back to Langmade.  All he needs to 
know is when we need the check and who it should go to.  They also wanted to check to make 
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sure the roof isn’t leaking.  Ayshford said he has had two roofing companies come out and give 
us a quote.  One of the companies said he could get the shingles donated.  We should have a 
quote very soon on that.  One other item is to look into is having the Boy Scouts paint.  There 
may be safety issues if there is lead based paint involved.  We might have to have staff work on 
it.  Lachinski said she did contact the fire department about volunteering but they haven’t had a 
meeting yet.  Hoffman wanted to know what the next course of action is.  Ayshford said we 
could look at purchasing the windows if the the commission is ok with that.   
 
Hoffman motioned to move ahead with the purchase of the windows and for Ayshford to 
store them until they are ready to be installed.  Jefferson seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries (Harvey was opposed.)   
 
Harvey said she would like it all wrapped together.  Lachinski said it will take some time.  She 
would like to go back to these guys and see if they would hold the windows for 90-days.  
Hoffman asked if we have $3800 and if he had any ballpark figure on the cost to roof.  
Ayshford said no, he doesn’t.  The one roofer already has a donation of the shingles.  But he 
hasn’t received the quote for the labor.  Langmade said it would be nice to get started on the 
project.   
 

2012 Park 
Capital 
Improvement 
Projects 

Each year the City of East Bethel plans capital improvements to its park system to provide safe, 
user-friendly amenities that can be enjoyed by all. These improvements include installing new 
infrastructure, upgrading existing infrastructure, developing new parks and trails, and creating 
new facilities.   
 
The 2012 Park Capital Improvement Plan has a budget of $100,000. Planned projects include 
ball field renovations to the Booster Park fields including reshaping and adding lime to the 
infields, fence repairs, and other site improvements.  Norseland Manor Park will have the new 
playground installed after the existing equipment is removed and donated. Other site 
improvements to Norseland Manor Park include the installation of an off-street parking area, 
portable toilet enclosure, and possible ball field fencing. A tennis court will be installed on the 
existing basketball court at the Coon Lake Beach Park. 
 
Ayshford advised we have $60,000 planned for Norseland and both Booster fields.  We have 
purchased some items for the fields, for fencing (baseline), looking at improving the bridge, 
making it large enough to get equipment across since we have had some high water issues.  At   
Norseland Manor the improvements include park parking lot, toilet structure, and fencing.  
Additionally, the playground equipment will be installed at the Norseland Manor Park. At Coon 
Lake Beach we have started on the tennis courts.   
 
Langmade asked about the Whispering Aspen playground equipment for 2016.  Could that be 
moved up, due to the community center being in the development?  If there was equipment 
there they would probably get more rentals.  Ayshford stated that it could and that it will be part 
of what we will go over in item 8.0.  Lachinski asked if the fencing by field 8 could be finished.  
It was tossed in her yard and it is still sitting there.   Lachinski would also like to see more trees 
in the park.  Ayshford said trees would be a great benefit.   
 
 
 

2013-2017 
Parks 

The Parks Commission prepares a Capital Improvement Plan annually which updates projected 
projects, evaluates priorities and establishes funding for these works for the coming year and for 
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Capital 
Improvement 
Plan 

each of the subsequent years for a four year period. This plan is presented to City Council for 
their approval and use for preparing the coming year’s budget.  
 
Attached is the 2012-2016 Parks CIP. We will discuss those projects that are listed for 2013 and 
determine if they need to stay in their current funding year or be rearranged to reflect any 
changes in our park priorities. Other projects can be added and existing ones can be deleted if 
there is a need for restructuring the schedule. 
 
We need to complete this work by our April 2012 meeting.  
 
The total amount of projects scheduled for 2013 is $105,000 plus any park and/or trail 
dedication fees from new development. 
 
 
Ayshford stated we have to have the 2013 portion put together this year.  Ayshford said you can 
take this home and look it over, and then at our next meeting we can discuss it.  Hoffman asked 
Ayshford to compile the costs for the irrigation at Bonde Park.  Lachinski said it is worth 
looking at the costs for putting in soccer fields.  Harvey wanted to see if these fields would even 
be used.  Jefferson said by 2013 we would know if they would really be used this fall.   
Hoffman said in 2014 we plan to convert the soccer field to a baseball field.  Maybe we should 
let them use that field in 2013, see what their use is, and then convert Bonde Park.  Ayshford 
said he will get numbers on that, and move that up in the schedule.   
 
Ayshford said Langmade had mentioned getting Whispering Aspen equipment moved up.  He 
said the roof needs to be placed in 2016, but that may have to be moved up a year or two as 
well.  Voelker asked if the City had a map that lists all the amenities at each park.  Ayshford 
stated that a list is on the City website but not a map and that he would look into getting that 
developed.  Voelker said she would like a good way to get the information out about the parks.  
Lachinski said that is part of the redesign of the City website to have pictures.  Voelker thinks 
there should be a handout.   
 
Ayshford said he will do some rearranging and also get some quotes for irrigation.  He stated 
Whispering Aspen doesn’t have any playground equipment.  Lachinski said they don’t have 
anything, maybe they should be put higher on the list.  Langmade said the residents up there 
want something for the kids to play on.  Ayshford said the area is made up of smaller city-size 
lots.  A playground area would get a lot of use up there.  Harvey said we should start at a park 
and finish it, it seems a lot of these projects drag on.  Lachinski said if we buy the equipment, 
they will do the installation right away.  Ayshford said for the equipment at Norseland Manor 
Park, we have the equipment stored at our facility and will be installing it soon.  
 
There is $5000.00 from this year in the trails budget, and we will have the same for next year.  
There will be $23,000 left there after this year.  Hoffman said so really in trails we basically 
have no money.  Most of the trails we have now are in good shape.  Voelker asked if repair of 
trails would come out of the trails fund.  Ayshford said yes.  Lachinski wanted to know what the 
upcoming trail plan is.  Ayshford said the planned trail from here to Cedar Creek has been put 
on hold.   
 
 
 
  

Tree The existing East Bethel Code regulates tree preservation within all new subdivisions but lacks 
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Preservation 
Ordinance 

regulations for the mass removal of trees on non-developing parcels. 
 
Over the past few years, there have been instances of significant tree clearance and clear 
cutting. Currently the City of East Bethel Code regulates tree removal as part of the subdivision 
process (Chapter 66, Article VIII) but there are no regulations for the mass removal of trees in 
preparation for future development on non-developing properties. Also the current ordinance is 
vague as to when a tree preservation plan is to be submitted and is not specific as to tree 
replacement calculations, tree replacement schedule, tree warranty and mitigation measures. 
 
In response to this situation, staff has prepared amendments to the existing Tree Preservation 
Ordinance (Chapter 66, Article VIII) and recommends regulations for tree removal on non-
developing parcels and addresses the deficiencies in the existing ordinance. The proposed 
changes will also add measures to improve the enforcement of the ordinance.  
 
The draft proposal was prepared in consultation with the City Attorney.  Should this proposal 
move forward and be approved at a later date, the ordinance would be moved from Chapter 66, 
Subdivision, to Chapter 26, Environment.  Attachment 9.1 includes the proposed changes in an 
underlined format. 
 
Staff requests Park Commission to discuss the proposed changes and provide staff with 
direction in regards to amending the tree preservation ordinance to include regulations for tree 
removal on non-developing lands. 
 
Lachinski was wondering about the shore land restrictions, which are different than the tree 
ordinance.  That is all dictated by the DNR and there might be a conflict there.  Harvey thought 
it was a little bit vague.  Does this go back to cluster housing at all.  Are we looking back at 
doing a cluster home development?  Ayshford said he hasn’t heard that discuss at all.  It is 
pretty restrictive.  There are definitive requirements on replacement.  The hardest part is 
enforcement.  
 
Lachinski asked if the City would decide what the mix of trees would be?  That ornamental 
shrubs and trees would not be considered a tree.  Ayshford said they would have to decide what 
would be considered acceptable trees.   
 
Jefferson asked what is number 4, tree standards for non-developing properties.  Ayshford 
stated that some large tracts of forest have been clear cut in hopes or preparation of 
development without much in the way of regulation.  That is where the need for this policy 
came from.  Langmade asked if people have been north on Hwy 65 where they clear cut in 
Isanti County (just north of Anoka County).   
 
Ayshford asked if the Park Commission has any comments.  Lachinski said her concern is the 
DNR shore land requirements.   
 
 

Eco-
Tourism/ 
Sandhill  
Crane 
Natural  
Area  

The City has hired a marketing and branding consultant to help provide ideas for the future 
development of East Bethel and provide information on how to make the community more 
attractive to new businesses and visitors. Out of this collaboration, the idea of Eco-Tourism has 
been discussed as one tool to achieve those goals.  Because of the many unique natural areas 
located in northeastern Anoka County, the City of East Bethel has an opportunity to provide an 
outdoor/environmental experience not common in the metro area. The Cedar Creek Ecosystem 
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Meeting  
Update 

Science Reserve, Carlos Avery WMA, Sandhill Crane Natural Area, Boot Lake Scientific Area, 
Wildlife Science Center and Martin-Linwood-Island County Park are just some of the examples 
of the areas unique environmental treasures found in the area. 
 
On March 23, 2012, staff and city representatives from East Bethel and Linwood met with 
members of DNR Forestry, DNR Fisheries and Wildlife, MPCA, Wildlife Science Center, 
Anoka County Parks and Cedar Creek Ecosystem Science Reserve to discuss the idea of Eco-
Tourism and possible connections to the numerous natural areas. The goal is develop a plan to 
provide guidance for a joint effort in developing these connections. By collaborating with all of 
the stake holders, the group is more likely to secure funding from grants and other loan 
programs. 
 
At this time, staff is looking for input and ideas on how to accomplish these connections and 
where the connections should be located. 
 
Ayshford provided a map for Commissioners to look at.  They were looking at trying to connect 
up the natural areas in Northeastern Anoka County.  Linwood would like to see collaboration 
from all of our cities/county together.  They would like to do a loop through Linwood and 
through the City since all the connections are all pretty close.  Where were they looking at 
coming out of Carlos, right by the Coon Lake Park?  Another idea was to connect through 
Forest Lake on the old rail road bike trails.   
 
They are trying to find a way to connect the properties, make it more open to the public and 
develop trails.  They would like to come in off one of the City streets.  The property is located 
north of Klondike, east of Hwy 65.  This organization has been around for a while, but they 
haven’t made much progress.   
 
Lachinski said if we figure this out would we get more than $5000.00 for the budget.  Hoffman 
said we should talk to Anoka County Parks.  Ayshford said they are on board, but the question 
is funding.  Ayshford said that a member of the Linwood Park Board has put a lot of work into 
it, and we think he will take the lead on putting in an application for a grant.  Lachinski asked if 
the gentleman from Linwood had all the grant information.  Ayshford said he does have all the 
information.  He said once the trails are developed more people would come to visit our area.  
Even the Cedar Creek Area would be partially opened up.   
 
Lachinski asked if the GRE lines would affect these trails or if they would pay for these trails.  
Hoffman said that is part of what was being negotiated.  He also stated Cedar Creek has a 
number of trails in there.  Lachinski said are they looking at bike trails or skiing trails.    
Hoffman said GRE wanted paved trails but that was for their own convenience.  Ayshford 
asked for clarification on what the plans for trail to Cedar Creek was.  Commission member 
advised.  Ayshford said that could still be part of the loop.  Commisson members advised that 
Palisade Street residents didn’t want a trail on their street.  Langmade said he came down 
Palisade to come to the meeting, there were many people walking on the street.   
 

Council 
Report and 
Other 
Business 

The Council members were at a different meeting.  The Council turned down the Park 
Commission recommendation for no smoking in the parks.  Ayshford said they were concerned 
with enforcement and didn’t know if it was necessary.  Harvey said we could always ask people 
not to smoke.  Ayshford said that most youth sports organizations usually ask that parents and 
spectators refrain from smoking. 
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Ayshford advised the park survey was available online and at City Hall but was removed from 
the city newsletter due to space issues.  
 
Harvey asked Ayshford to have Moegerle drop some off the surveys off at the Coon Lake 
Market.  Hoffman also asked for it to be posted on the City message board. 
 

Adjourn Harvey motioned to adjourn the April 11, 2012 meeting at 9:07 p.m.  Hoffman seconded; 
all in favor, motion carries unanimously.   
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City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



EAST BETHEL ROAD COMMISSION MEETING 
April 10, 2012 

 
The East Bethel Road Commission met on April 10, 2012 at 6:30 PM at the City Hall for their regular monthly 
meeting.  
  
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Jeff Jensen    Roger Virta    Kathy Paavola     Al Thunberg    Bob DeRoche 
                                                
 
MEMBERS EXCUSED:        Deny Murphy   Lori Pierson-Kolodzienski 
   
ALSO PRESENT:           Nate Ayshford, Public Works Manager 
   

                  
      
                                                           
Adopt 
Agenda 

Paavola made a motion to adopt the April 10, 2012 agenda.  Jensen seconded; all in 
favor, motion carries.   
 
 

Approve 
Minutes – 
January 10, 
2012 
 

Virta wanted a change on page 1.  He said the sentence about downed branches should be 
changed to “residents were allowed to bring their downed branches for cleaned up and 
removal”.  Also Pavola asked (change from said) would the City continue with the clean 
up. 
 
Also a change on Page 2, near the middle of the page, paragraph that starts total project 
cost.  “Virta said these are the projects that needed to be done this year.”  He would like 
changed to asked.  Page 5 second to last paragraph, Virta said that water pipe runs.  He 
would like said changed to asked.   
 
Jensen made a motion to adopt the March 13, 2012 minutes as amended.  Paavola 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 

Road 
Financial 
Information 
and Roads 
Capital Funds 
Summary 

Ayshford stated the first sheet is the operations budget.  Other than the two orders of salt, 
not much of the funds have been used.  Virta said we did pretty well on the salt side of it 
this year.  Ayshford said we just put in our order for the rest of the salt for the year.  We 
will have about 300 tons of salt in storage heading into next winter.  What we have saved 
in not purchasing salt will be used for other maintenance items on the roads.   
 
Ayshford said we are through the first quarter and we are pretty much on par.  We spent 
more on tires than we would have liked to at this time of the year.  But we had to replace 
the tires on the road grader.  Those tires are quite expensive.  
 

Coon Lake 
Beach Road 
Improvements 
 

The City Engineer and staff have provided construction cost estimates to address the 
deteriorating road conditions in the Coon Lake Beach area.  The estimated costs range 
from $498,045 to $606,309 and would include performing work in the entire development 
at one time.  The portions of Lakeshore Drive that have already received an overlay and 
the MSA portion of Lincoln Dr, Laurel Rd, and Longfellow Dr would not be included in 
this portion of the project. 
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The City has budgeted $307,000 for 2012 and $305,000 for 2013. Staff and the Road 
Commission have recommended advance funding the 2013 portion of the project for 2012 
to complete the work at one time and to save money and inconvenience to the residents 
compared to dividing the project over a two-year time span. The lower cost options have a 
shorter life expectancy and may be suitable if future improvements are planned for the 
development including storm water, sanitary sewer, and/or water. The higher cost options 
will provide a longer life expectancy and more durable road surface. All of the estimated 
options are within the project budget. 
 
There is another attachment that does not include Lincoln Drive.  There are updated 
projections provided.  By adding in Lincoln Drive, we raise the square yardage by 14%.  
Jensen asked what happened to the transferring of the MSA designated routes.  Ayshford 
said the City was successful in transferring roads to MSA.  There are some adjusted cost 
estimates provided.  The different overlay options are provided.  For each of the overlays 
there are different life estimates - 1 ½” is 8-12 years. 2” is 15 years, 2 ½ years 15-18 years.  
It was asked if any of the sanitary sewer would be put in this area at anytime in the near 
future.  There isn’t any plan for it at this time.  Ayshford stated options 6 and 7 include 
reclaiming parts of the road.  Thunberg asked why only a portion was reclaimed.  Ayshford 
said some portions of the road are ok but other areas need additional work.  He also said if 
there is a thicker overlay there would be more work required at the different driveways.   
 
Thunberg said prior to the hybrid options, option four was the recommended.  What is your 
recommendation now?  Ayshford said number 6 or 7 would be the recommendation.  
Thunberg asked if we are reclaiming 10%.  Ayshford said yes.  Thunberg said for $42,000 
more it seems we are getting a better product.  Ayshford said yes, but the other parts will 
have a 2 ½ overlay.   
 
Paavola said we really don’t have much of a choice; we have to go with one of these 
options.  Jensen said he thinks we need to go all out, and do it right, the distance and 
money is relatively small.  He thinks maybe another project should be put off.  He would 
never go for lightening up the overlay.  Paavola said she thought we should go with 
number 4.  We don’t have the extra money, but it isn’t that much more.  Jensen said he 
doesn’t drive all the streets all that much and he doesn’t like the minimal amounts on the 
hybrids.   
 
DeRoche said this isn’t a long-term solution.  His road was put in, in 1985 and it hasn’t 
been touched since.  At 2-½ inch we are going to spend a lot of money trying to doctor up 
peoples driveways.  Jensen said we could also lower the 2-½ inch to 2 inches and driveway 
approaches have to be cut out lower so water drains.  If you are reclaiming, you can lower 
the road.  Jensen said we are talking $42,000.  That is a pretty minimal increase in money.   
We are not talking about reconstructing and putting in catch basins, we are just talking a 
reclaim and overlay.  They are pretty much the same type of project and it is not a huge 
upgrade.  He believes it is a very minimal difference between the two, but a reclaim is 
more dependable than an overlay.   
 
DeRoche said the people would go nuts if we ask for more money.  We have lost a lot of 
residents out there because they can’t afford it.  Jensen asked if the residents are getting 
assessed for this.  Ayshford said no, they aren’t.  The funds would come out of the street 
capital fund.   
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Virta asked where out of the capital improvement budget would we take the $30,000 or 
$40,000?  What impact, if any, does sewer and water have on this area?  That sewer and 
water question has been holding up many questions.  Ayshford said we are working on a 
technical assistance grant.  He said a lot of the septic systems are failing and same with the 
wells.  So we are working on a grant to help provide ideas for ways to resolve this.  Virta 
asked what impact this grant would have on road improvement projects.  DeRoche said we 
have been looking at different options.  Council did approve routing the sewer system main 
line up Hwy 65 to the trailer park.  With Coon Lake we are still in the infancy of this.  
How can we do this, there are a lot of bad systems that are really close to failing.  How can 
we get them into a big mound system for the area?  DeRoche stated he is still researching 
this and he isn’t educated enough on this yet.  He doesn’t see each individual resident 
fixing his or her systems.  Currently there is one resident who has their septic system in the 
right of way.  It was written that once he moved, that the system would have to be 
removed.  No one would be able to move into that house without putting in a new system, 
and they don’t have enough land for that.   
 
Ayshford said the initial plan is to address each of the system on an individual basis.  A 
water system is another discussion.  Thunberg said if the road gets torn up from 
construction in a few years, we would look crazy for doing this.  Jensen said one project 
estimate is $591,000 and the other option is $633,000.  The difference in price doesn’t 
justify doing the lesser project.   
 
Virta asked if it is worth circling back and considering doing only a portion of this?  Given 
the potential risk, a year or two from now we have to come in and dig up a bunch of that, is 
it worth reconsidering the scope of this and deferring this.  He thinks we should consider 
that.  Ayshford said it wouldn’t be a year or two; it will be at least three to five years 
before anything is done in that area.  Paavola said if you are doing a project out there, you 
might as well do it all, versus splitting it up. There isn’t a decent road out there.  Thunberg 
said he is with Jensen on going with spending $633,000, option four.  If you go to hybrid 
option 6, it would be more in the 2 inch overlay range.  We are looking at more of a 10 – 
15 life expectancy.   
 
Ayshford said on option 1, 2, 3, 6, and 7 the patching is fairly high.  Paavola said option 4 
was her first choice.  Jensen said another thing to check on would be a 2-inch overlay.  If 
you’re doing a reclaim, there is no reason to go 2 ½.  It could drop the tonnage down.   
DeRoche said some of the roads are down to the sand.  Jensen asked when the roads were 
built.  Ayshford said they were done in 1985.  Jensen said if you go with a 2-inch, you 
would be looking at $100,000 savings.   He used options 2 and 3 as his reference point, and 
there is a $100,000 difference between the two.  There is an easy way to get it down into 
the number we have budgeted.  Virta asked Jensen if you were looking at a 2-inch overlay, 
with some reclaim.  Jensen said yes, a reclaim last longer than an overlay and it also saves 
on the time you spend fixing things due to overlays.  If you let the cracks go, you will pay 
the differential 5 times over.   
 
DeRoche asked if the cracks are only on high traffic roads.  Jensen said the cracking 
happens due to the winter.  DeRoche said there are a lot of potholes in the area. Jensen said 
cracks start the potholes.  Jensen said we have quite a bit of money to play with, and if we 
change a few areas and make them 2 inches and 2 ½ on the worse areas that might work. 
The engineer and staff could redo the estimates and come into our $612,000 budget.   
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Virta asked if we can tweak around the edges, is it doable.  Ayshford said 30% of the roads 
aren’t going to be reclaimed.  That saves approximately $30,000.  Ayshford said there 
would need to be some work in the areas.  Thunberg said we have to do it right.  Paavola 
agrees.  Virta also agrees.  Paavola said if you are looking at grants for a community septic 
system, it is going to be a long time.   
 
Jensen motioned to recommend to the City Council to advance 2013 funds for the 
Coon Lake Beach project to the 2012 Coon Lake Beach project, picking option 4 with 
changes made by staff to come closer to the budget number.  Paavola seconded; all in 
favor, motion carries.      
 

Commence 
evaluation of 
Road Projects 
for 2013-2017 
 

The Roads Commission prepares a Capital Improvement Plan annually which updates 
projected projects, evaluates priorities and establishes funding for these works for the 
coming year and for each of the subsequent years for a four year period. This plan is 
presented to City Council for their approval and use for preparing the coming year’s 
budget.  
 
Attached is the 2012-2016 Roads CIP. We will discuss those projects that are listed for 
2013 and determine if they need to stay in their current funding year or be rearranged to 
reflect any changes in our roads priorities. Other projects can be added and existing ones 
can be deleted if there is a need for restructuring the schedule.   
 
This planning work will need to be completed by the conclusion of our April 2012 
meeting.  
 
At the last City Council meeting, they voted to include some of the 2013 seal coat projects 
in 2012 with the additional money left over from this year.  For next year there are only 
two developments left to do.  This project will use about $97,000.   
 
Ayshford stated first we need to figure out what we want to do with 2013.  Ayshford said 
he would recommend three developments and the cost would be $84,500 and there will be 
about $12,000 left over this year.  Virta asked why we have funds left over.  Ayshford said 
it is because the bids came in less than what we had budgeted for.  These three 
neighborhoods would include Jamestown, Staples, Waconia and 196th  and have never had 
anything done to them.  Paavola asked what shapes the roads are in.  Ayshford said the 
roads are in ok shape.  This is the big thing we have to figure out for the 2013 budget.  
Jensen said obviously we would move the $305,000 up to 2012.  Ayshford said at the end 
of 2013 we will be at the same spot.  With this years transfer we will have one million four 
hundred thousand.   
 
Jensen asked if you are looking putting Jamestown, 196th, etc into 2013.  He thinks we 
should just put the money back in the account and pass it down, if we need additional 
monies for a project.  Jensen asked if Ayshford was looking for approval from the roads 
committee.  Ayshford said yes, he is looking for a recommendation.  This will be finalized 
by June, so we will have time to look at it in our May meeting. 
 
Jensen motioned to recommend three developments Jamestown, 196th, Staples and 
Waconia for the 2013.  Thunberg seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 

Signal Light Residents have contacted staff with concerns about the signal light located at County Rd 
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Concerns at 
Cooper’s 
Corner 

24 and TH 65 (Cooper’s Corner). Most of the concerns center around how eastbound and 
westbound traffic cross or turn on a green light. The concerned residents would like to see 
the installation of turn arrows, dedicated turn lanes, or signage to help alleviate this 
problem.  
 
The location is an intersection located within the County and State right-of-way. The City 
could recommend intersection improvements to MnDOT for future consideration. 
 
Thunberg asked what the City’s role would be in this.  Ayshford said the City 
Administrator would like this group to make a recommendation and get the ball rolling.  
Thunberg said there are issues with the intersection, which causes a stalemate.  Jensen said 
there is the same issue on Sims.  Thunberg said there is a legitimate concern.  Ayshford 
said this was a problem at Crosstown and they reconfigured the intersection.  Also at 
Viking there was an issue and they now allow alternating on sides turning.  Staff will 
contact MnDOT and the County and express the concern.   
 
Virta asked wasn’t the general sense that we didn’t want to put in a road on the west side 
of Hwy 65.  Thunberg said the cost of this road would be better spent in the southern 
portion of the City.  Ayshford said this is part of the long-term plan for the City, and the 
City was receiving grant money to construct the road.  Jensen said that is why we talked 
about putting the money down in an area where we could actually attract businesses.   
 

Council 
Report and 
Other 
Business 

Thunberg asked what the status of the service road was.  Ayshford said the Council voted 
to approve moving forward with the service road on the west side of Hwy 65.  One good 
option that will come from this is our force main would be coming through that area, 
which makes this area attractive for development.   
 
Thunberg stated there is a second force main going in and it is being put in for Castle 
Towers.  Ayshford said there is only one force main and there is a line being run to Castle 
Towers, in order to decommission the plant there.  DeRoche said the project was originally 
going to be gravity.  He said installing this line would save $700,000.  He said do we keep 
tying to piece meal the system with fixes, or should we run a force main up there.  The 
money that was saved on this project has to be used on the project within two years.  There 
will still be $1.8 million left to help people on the east side of Hwy 65 across from the 
theater.   
 
DeRoche said for the most part this reinforced what everyone already knew.  He said the 
consultant reiterated the fact that the southern part of the City is the entrance to the City 
and is that what we want people to see when they come into our City?  We have another 
meeting, Council and EDA on the 25th to go over the action plan put out by AD Voltage.  
We hope to have all the Council there, but if they can’t make it, so be it.  His personal 
thought with the force main is a big enough company will hook up to it.  The sewer and 
water district down here opens up more options for development.  For example, 
Aggressive Hydraulics was in Blaine and now they are looking at moving to East Bethel.  
Hopefully they will come and that is still moving forward.   
 
Virta said business coming in would be a perfect solution.  Those types of companies tend 
to attract other companies to help feed into their business.  When you talk about 
development, most people think retail, but a lot of other stuff is  not related to retail.  An 
industrial business is better for the City proper than retail.  DeRoche said on the corner of 
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Hwy 65 and 22, the southwest corner cannot be developed.  Jensen said would these 
changes affect the comp plan.  DeRoche said we are in such a situation where we have a 
commitment with the sewer and water and we are required to spend the money.  We can 
use it as an opportunity to develop certain areas of the City.  His personal thoughts are 
Hwy 65 is our main street.  As you branch out from that, you get into the home occupation 
stuff. There are assets that East Bethel has, but we have to still focus on Hwy 65.  He asked 
how do we best use that?  Jensen said by expanding the growth along Hwy 65.  DeRoche 
said putting a City Center there now would take up prime land.  Jensen said the City’s 
comp plan is to build a City Center in that area which would be good.  Thunberg was 
wondering what would be on the force main.  Ayshford said it would be Castle Towers and 
Whispering Aspen.  How many ERUs is that?  DeRoche said none, because it is an 
existing system.  We are not going to assess people, but in other areas, people have to pay 
for their septic.  They need to be assessed something to pay for the upgrade.  Virta said that 
main is going to run all the way up Hwy 65.  Ayshford said it is an 8” force main. 
DeRoche said the project is moving forward.   
 
Thunberg asked about the height on the water tower and if it needs a light.  Ayshford said 
it isn’t high enough.  DeRoche said we did vote to put a fence around the pump house.  
Ayshford said the water treatment would be opened in October with first customers 
coming on board in December.  For the first winter they will probably be our only 
customer.   
 
DeRoche said there was another article in the paper about the utility contractors.  He asked 
everyone to read it.  It talks about the two-year bond that needs to be put on the project.    
 
Jensen asked who would be doing the maintenance on the sewer and water lines.  Ayshford 
said the Met Council will do some of the maintenance and the City will do the rest.   
 
DeRoche said we did review the ATV ordinance. We did get a complaint from one person 
that they are concerned something will happen.  Another resident was complaining that 
residents were riding through his yard.  DeRoche pointed out that they had been riding 
through his yard all along.  He said he stops people that are riding illegal to inform them of 
what is legal.  He knows there are a lot of concerns.  Virta said he would rather see them 
on the road than in the ditches.  The ditches are meant to be part of the road structure.  
Normal use will tear that up, so personally he would like to see them on the road.  
DeRoche said south of Hwy 95 during the summer months, you couldn’t drive in the 
ditches due to nesting habits of the birds.   
 
 

Adjourn Thunberg made a motion to adjourn the April 10, 2012 meeting at 7:55 PM.  Jensen 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 

Submitted by:   
 
Jill Teetzel 
Recording Secretary 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 9.0 A.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Administrative Subdivision – Lot Line Adjustment, 3012 227 Lane NE, East Bethel 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider Approval of the Administrative Subdivision – Lot Line Adjustment for Doug Paulson 
and Taylor Reichow 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Property Owners/Applicants:      
Taylor Reichow     Doug Paulson     
3012 227 Lane NE     3233 227 Lane NE 
East Bethel, MN 55005    East Bethel, MN 55005 
PIN 03-33-23-12-0003    PIN 03-33-23-13-0001 
  
 
Mr. Reichow and Mr. Paulson are requesting approval of an administrative subdivision for a lot 
line adjustment. East Bethel City Code Chapter 66, Subdivisions, allows lot boundary line 
adjustments where the division is to permit the adding of a parcel of land to an abutting lot.  
Administrative subdivisions do not require a public hearing; therefore, City Council is the only 
review body for the land use request. 
 
Mr. Reichow’s existing parcel is 2.4 acres.  It is being proposed to move his southerly property 
line 175 feet further south and easterly 170 feet (attachment 3).  The existing 2.4 acre parcel will 
increase to 4.4 acres.   
 
Mr. Paulson’s existing parcel is 40 acres in size. It is proposed that the northwest corner (175 
feet x 500 feet or 2 acres) is combined with Mr. Riechow’s parcel to the north (attachment 4). 
The existing 40 acre parcel will decrease to 38 acres. 
 
The City Attorney has reviewed the proposal and has requested the following: 

1. An ownership and encumbrance report identifying fee owners, lien holders and 
easements, prepared as to each existing lot of record. 

 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 

Agenda Information 

 
 



The administrative subdivision meets the requirements set forth in city code and meets the 
policies adopted as part of the East Bethel Comprehensive Plan; therefore, staff suggests City 
Council consider approving the subdivision. 
 
Attachments: 

1. Location Map 
2. City Application 
3. Survey for Taylor Reichow, 3012 227th Lane NE 
4. Survey for Doug Paulson, 3233 227th Lane NE 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation: 
City Staff is recommending approval of the Administrative Subdivision that would allow a lot 
line adjustment for the properties known as 3012 227 Lane, PIN 03-33-23-12-0003, and 3233 
227 Lane, PIN 03-33-23-13-0001.  The parcel known as 3012 227 Lane, East Bethel, will 
increase in size from 2.4 acres to 4.4 acres.  The parcel known as 3233 227 Lane, East Bethel, 
will decrease in size from 40 acres to 38 acres.  The approval shall be contingent on the 
following: 
 

1. Submit an ownership and encumbrance report identifying fee owners, lien holders and 
easements, prepared as to each existing lot of record.  This information can be identified 
on the existing survey. 

2. Certification from the surveyor must be submitted stating that all lot corners have been 
set. 

3. New property description must be reviewed and approved by City Engineer prior to the 
signing of the parcel deeds. 

4. Deeds and survey shall be recorded at the Office of the County Registrar of Titles no later 
than September 16, 2012.  Failure to promptly record this transaction will void the 
administrative subdivision. 

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

 
 













 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 9.0 B.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Agenda Item: 
Resolution 2012-24 for Classic Commercial Park  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Requested Action: 
Consider Resolution 2012-24 Granting Vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on 
Lot 1 Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Background Information:   
A public hearing was conducted under Agenda Item 4.0 to receive public comments on 
the vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on Lot 1 Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic 
Commercial Park. 
 
Attached for Council review and approval is Resolution 2012-24, which grants the 
vacation of the drainage and utility easements. As described on the resolution, vacation of 
the drainage and utility easements would be subject to the following two conditions: 
 

1. This approval is contingent upon approval of the preliminary and final plat of 
Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition and if either of those items fail to be 
approved by the City or fail to be recorded with Anoka County, approval of the 
vacation of the drainage and utility easements shall be null and void. 

 
2. This resolution shall be recorded with Anoka County at the time the final plat for 

Classic Commercial Park 2nd Addition is recorded with Anoka County. 
 
Attachments: 

1. Resolution 2012-24, Granting Vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on 
Lot 1 Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park  

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Fiscal Impact: 
None.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is recommending approval of Resolution 2012-24 Granting Vacation of Drainage 
and Utility Easements on Lot 1 Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



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



 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2012-24 

 
A RESOLUTION GRANTING VACATION OF DRAINAGE AND UTILITY 

EASEMENTS ON LOT 1 BLOCK 1 AND OUTLOT A, CLASSIC COMMERCIAL 
PARK LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS: 

 
 A portion of the drainage and utility easement as dedicated on the plat of 
CLASSIC COMMERCIAL PARK, Anoka County, Minnesota.  Said easement described 
as being the north 293.92 feet of the east 234.83 feet of Outlot A, CLASSIC 
COMMERCIAL PARK, EXCEPT the north and east 10 feet thereof. 

And; 

A portion of the drainage and utility easement as dedicated on the plat of CLASSIC 
COMMERCIAL PARK, Anoka County, Minnesota.  Said easement being that part of 
Lot 1, Block 1, CLASSIC COMMERCIAL PARK, described as beginning at the 
northwest corner of said Lot 1; thence South 04 degrees 26 minutes 30 seconds East, 
along the west line of said Lot 1, a distance of 35.18 feet; thence South 89 degrees 21 
minutes 55 seconds East a distance of 167.63 feet; thence South 76 degrees 57 minutes 
28 seconds East a distance of 148.82 feet; thence North 04 degrees 26 minutes 30 
seconds West a distance of 67.28 feet to the north line of said Lot 1; thence North 89 
degrees 21 minutes 55 seconds West along said north line a distance of 310.13 feet to the 
point of beginning. EXCEPT the north and west 10 feet thereof. 

 
WHEREAS, the applicant has requested to vacate the existing drainage and utility 

easements described above to facilitate a replatting of Classic Commercial Park; and 
 

WHEREAS, the applicant proposes to dedicate new drainage and utility easements to 
accommodate the public drainage and utilities proposed to be constructed as a part of the 
replatting; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds the request would not have a detrimental effect upon 
the health, safety, moral, and general welfare of the City of East Bethel; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds the request is in the best interest of the City to 
promote development of the subject property in the municipal services area; and   
 

WHEREAS, a public hearing will be held on Wednesday, May 16, 2012 at 7:30 p.m. at 
the City Hall, City of East Bethel, 2241 - 221st Avenue N.E., East Bethel, MN 55011-9631 to 
receive public comment.  
 



 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of East Bethel 

hereby grants the vacation of drainage and utility easements described above subject to the 
following;  
 

1. This approval is contingent upon approval of the preliminary and final plat of  CLASSIC 
COMMERCIAL PARK 2ND ADDITION  and if either of those items fail to be approved 
by the City or fail to be recorded with Anoka County, approval of the vacation of the 
drainage and utility easements shall be null and void. 
 

2. This resolution shall be recorded with Anoka County at the time the final plat for 
CLASSIC COMMERCIAL PARK 2ND ADDITION, is recorded with Anoka County. 

 
Adopted this 16th day of May, 2012 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
 
 
       
Richard Lawrence, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Jack Davis, City Administrator 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
 Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item  9.0 B.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Water Tower No. 1 Logo  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Requested Action: 
Select Water Tower Logo Colors 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
At the May 2, 2012 meeting the Council selected the base color for the tower. The color selected 
from the Color Card was Filament. The City logo is planned to be painted on two sides of the 
water tower. The Logo colors need to be selected such that the paint can be ordered. As required 
by the contract the contractor has provided a scaled drawing of the Logo, that was included as 
part of the project specification. The drawing is included as Attachment 1. The contractors Color 
Card is included as Attachment 2.  
 
Attachments: 

1. Scaled City Logo Drawing 
2. Color Card 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Logo construction is included in the contractors bid price. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends Council select the colors for the City logo. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____  

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



 
 
 

 
EAST BETHEL 
Incident Calls 

April 2012 
Incident  
Number 

Incident  
Date 

Alarm  
Time Location  Incident Type 

   

162  04/30/2012  19:56  18409 Lakeview PT DR   736 CO detector activation due to 
malfunction  

161  04/30/2012  19:26  4710 Fawn Lake Dr   631 Authorized controlled burning  

160  04/29/2012  16:10  21764 East Bethel BLVD 
NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 

with injury  

159  04/29/2012  11:50  22816 NE Buchannan ST 
NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 

with injury  

158  04/29/2012  02:53  425 l 
Lakeshore DR NE   561 Unauthorized burning  

157  04/28/2012  13:55  3120 Viking BLVD NE   500 Service Call, other  
156  04/28/2012  10:40  Wild Rice DR   463 Vehicle accident, general cleanup  
155  04/27/2012  20:52  24355 NE Hwy 65   600 Good intent call, other  

154  04/27/2012  18:20  22813 Bataan ST NE   736 CO detector activation due to 
malfunction  

153  04/25/2012  08:30  2751 Viking BLVD NE   571 Cover assignment, standby, moveup  

152  04/23/2012  23:03  20036 Highway 65 HWY 
NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 

with injury  

151  04/23/2012  12:19  1788 Viking BLVD NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

150  04/21/2012  19:21  Lincoln Dr RD NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

149  04/21/2012  14:55  22149 vermillion ST NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

148  04/21/2012  07:03  22149 vermillion STS NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

147  04/20/2012  17:42  Kissel ST   143 Grass fire  

146  04/18/2012  20:19  18360 Leyte ST NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

145  04/18/2012  14:30  21210 Polk ST NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

144  04/17/2012  19:27  Breezy Point DR   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

143  04/16/2012  07:51  23380 NW London St NW   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

142  04/16/2012  05:52  516 196th LN NE   444 Power line down  
140  04/15/2012  12:38  4877 NE No. Tri Oak Cir.   651 Smoke scare, odor of smoke  

141  04/15/2012  11:21  19990 Austin ST NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

139  04/14/2012  17:15  18165 Greenbrook DR NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 



with injury  
138  04/12/2012  20:50  NE 229 AVE NE   632 Prescribed fire  
137  04/12/2012  02:43  18409 Lakeview Point Dr   412 Gas leak (natural gas or LPG)  

136  04/09/2012  11:23  415 Cedar RD   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

135  04/08/2012  12:11  1150 216th AVE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

134  04/07/2012  22:03  2419 Viking BLVD NE   600 Good intent call, other  

133  04/07/2012  21:12  1150 216 AVE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

132  04/06/2012  23:15  1812 209 AVE NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

131  04/05/2012  05:18  2222 Vermilion ST   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

130  04/05/2012  04:46  24255 Fillmore ST NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

129  04/04/2012  16:27  1131 233 AVE NE   481 Attempt to burn  
128  04/03/2012  10:30  22813 Bataan AVE NE   424 Carbon monoxide incident  

127  04/02/2012  15:30  20824 Buchanan ST NE   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

126  04/02/2012  12:10  65 HWY   322 Motor vehicle accident with injuries  

125  04/02/2012  12:07  20485 East Bethel BLVD   321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident 
with injury  

124  04/01/2012  22:32  885 227 AVE   621 Wrong location  
123  04/01/2012  18:56  20038 65 HWY   141 Forest, woods or wildland fire  
122  04/01/2012  16:06  2787 200 AVE NE   141 Forest, woods or wildland fire  
122  04/01/2012  16:06  2736 Klondike DR NE   141 Forest, woods or wildland fire  
Total  42 

 



City of East Bethel 
Subject: Fire Inspector Report 

April 1 – 30, 2011 

 
City of East Bethel Fire Inspection List 

Name Address Comments 
Cambridge Isanti Ins 23847 Johnson St No Violations 

Cemstone 24480 Baltimore St No Violations 

Coopers Corner Liquors 23733 Hwy 65 No Violations 

Coopers Corner Gas BP 23705 Hwy 65 No Violations 

Subway 23705 Hwy 65 No Violations 

Oakridge Auto Body 23428 Hwy 65 No Violations 

Professional Exteriors Inc.  3158 Viking Blvd Met with owner to discuss lock box options.  

Classic Construction 18542 Ulysses St. 2nd Inspection: No Violations 

Tourco Travel Inc. 18530 Ulysses St. 2nd Inspection: No Violations 

Crashed Toys 21155 Hwy 65 2nd Inspection: No Violations 

Black Bear Liquors 18453 Hwy 65 No Violations 

Snap Fitness 18447 Hwy 65 Suite A 2nd Inspection: Fire extinguishers and exit sign 

Shaw Trucking 18530 Buchanan St. 2nd Inspection: Fire extinguisher and lock box 

East Bethel City Hall 2241 221st Ave Emergency lighting  

                                                                                           NOTE: First Inspections Unless Noted 

14 Businesses Inspected          Reported by: Mark Duchene, Fire Inspector



 
 
 
 
 

INCIDENT TYPE CODES 
  

 
 

100  Fire 
 
200  Overpressure Rupture, Explosion, Overheat (No Ensuing Fire) 
 
300  Rescue and Emergency Medical Service (EMS) Incidents 
 
400  Hazardous Condition (No Fire) 
 
500  Service Call 
 
600  Good Intent Call 
 
700  False Alarm and False Call 
 
800  Severe Weather and Natural Disaster 
 
900  Special Incident Type 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Attachment #1 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
May 16, 2012 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 9.0 F.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Fire Department Monthly Reports 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Informational only  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Fire Department Monthly Report. 
 
To aid in your understanding, staff has included as Attachment #1 the Incident Type Codes it 
appears on the reports.   
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Informational only. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



 
 

PUBLIC FORUM SIGN UP SHEET 
  

May 16, 2012 
 

The East Bethel City Council welcomes residents and property owners to the Public Forum. The purpose of the forum is to provide residents and 
property owners an opportunity to respectfully inform the Council of issues they are concerned about.   

 
The following guidelines apply to the Public Forum: 
 

1. A resident/property owner may address the Council on any matter not on the agenda during the Public Forum portion of the agenda. 
2. A person desiring to speak must sign up prior to the time the Council reaches the Forum on the agenda. 
3. The Mayor will invite speakers up to the podium/microphone. 
4. Once the Mayor has recognized the speaker, the speaker should state his/her name, address, and phone number. 
5. Each speaker should attempt to limit their presentation to 3 minutes. 
6. If a group of persons wish to address the Council regarding the same issue, the group should elect a spokesperson to present the group’s 

issue to the Council. 
7. The Council will listen to the issue but will not engage in dialogue or a Q & A session. If a majority of the Council would like to address 

the issue in more detail, it can be added to the agenda or can be addressed during the regular agenda of a future meeting. 
 

NAME ADDRESS PHONE NUMBER TOPIC 

    

    

    

    

    

 



NAME ADDRESS PHONE NUMBER TOPIC 

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

 


	ag 051612
	Page 57 I. Pay Estimate #2 for Elevated Storage Tank No. 1
	Page 58-59 J. Approval of Culvert Replacement 187PthP Lane NE

	ag 051612 4.0 Public Hearing Vacation of Drainage and Utility Easement
	Agenda Item Number:
	Item 4.0
	Agenda Item:
	Public Hearing for Vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on Lot 1 Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park.
	Requested Action:
	Conduct Public Hearing for the Vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on Lot 1 Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park.
	Background Information:
	Fiscal Impact:
	Recommendation(s):
	City Council Action

	ag 051612 4.0 attach #1 Map Final Plat
	ag 051612 4.0 attach #2 Map Preliminary Plat
	ag 051612 5.0 A Monthly Sheriff's Report
	ag 051612 7.0 A Bill List
	ag 051612 7.0 A-J Consent Agenda
	Pay Estimate #2 for Elevated Storage Tank No. 1
	This item includes Pay Estimate #2 to Caldwell Tank, Inc. for the construction of Elevated Storage Tank No. 1. The major pay item for this pay request includes completion of the tank steel construction. The Pay Estimate includes payment for work compl...
	Approval of Culvert Replacement 187PthP Lane NE, Sauter’s Commercial Park

	ag 051612 7.0 B.1 Minutes 050212 City Council Meeting
	EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL MEETING
	May 2, 2012


	ag 051612 7.0 C Minutes 041812 Board of Appeals
	EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL MEETING LOCAL BOARD OF APPEAL AND EQUALIZATION
	April 18, 2012


	ag 051612 7.0 D Minutes 042512 Work Meeting
	EAST BETHEL CITY COUNCIL WORK MEETING
	April 25, 2012


	ag 051612 7.0 E Minutes 042612 Town Hall Meeting
	EAST BETHEL TOWN HALL MEETING
	April 26, 2012


	ag 051612 7.0 F attach #1 Cedar East Bethel Lions Consumption and Display Permit App
	ag 051612 7.0 G attach #1 Application to Conduct Bingo Seniors
	ag 051612 7.0 H Attach #1 Remote Network Access Policy
	ag 051612 7.0 H attach #2 Current Personnel Policy
	ag 051612 7.0 I attach #1 Pay Est #2 Caldwell Tanks
	ag 051612 7.0 J attach #1 and 2
	ag 051612 8.0 A.1 CCESR Presentation
	ag 051612 8.0 A.2 Website Committee
	ag 051612 8.0 B.1 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 042412
	EAST BETHEL PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
	April 24, 2012

	ALSO PRESENT: Stephanie Hanson, City Planner
	Adjourn

	ag 051612 8.0 B.1 Planning Minutes Write Up
	ag 051612 8.0 B.2 GRE CUP Amendment and Site Plan Review
	ag 051612 8.0 B.2 Attach #1 Application GRE
	ag 051612 8.0 B.2 Attach #2 Route I1 from 062211 GRE
	ag 051612 8.0 B.2 Attach #3a Route I1 GRE
	ag 051612 8.0 B.2 Attach #3b Route I1 GRE
	ag 051612 8.0 B.2 Attach #3c Route I1 GRE
	ag 051612 8.0 B.2 Attach #3d Route I1 GRE
	ag 051612 8.0 B.2 Attach #4 Amended Route I1 Location GRE
	ag 051612 8.0 B.2 Attach #5 Route I1 Hydrology GRE
	ag 051612 8.0 B.3 Aggressive Hydraulics Site Plan Review,Ulysses St
	ag 051612 8.0 B.3 Attach #1 Site Location Aggressive
	ag 051612 8.0 B.3 Attach #2 Site Plan Application Aggressive
	ag 051612 8.0 B.3 Attach #3 Site Plan Aggressive
	ag 051612 8.0 B.3 Attach #4 Floor Plan Aggressive
	ag 051612 8.0 B.3 Attach #5 Building Elevations Aggressive
	ag 051612 8.0 B.3 Attach #6 Landscaping and Lighting Plan Aggressive
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4  CCP 2nd Add Preliminary Plat
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #1 Location Map Classic
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #2 Application Classic
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #3 Preliminary Plat
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #4 Resource Inventory Survey Classic
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #5 Grading Drainage and Erosion Control Plan Classic
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #6 Utility Plan Classic
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #7 Street Watermain Sanitary Plan Classic
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #8 Storm Sewer Plan Classic
	ag 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #9 Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan Classic
	AG 051612 8.0 B.4 Attach #10 City Engineer Comments Classic
	ag 051612 8.0 B.5 CCP 2nd Addition Final Plat
	ag 051612 8.0 B.5 Attach #1 Application Final Plat Classic Comm Park 2nd Add
	ag 051612 8.0 B.5 Attach #2 Final Plat Classic Comm Park 2nd Add
	ag 051612 8.0 B.5 Attach #3 Draft Developers Agreement Classic
	ag 051612 8.0 C.1 Park Minutes Write Up
	ag 051612 8.0 C.1 attach #1 041112 Park Commission Minutes
	EAST BETHEL PARK COMMISSION MEETING
	MEMBERS PRESENT:   Kenneth Langmade    Tim Hoffman   Denise Lachinski    Sue Jefferson
	Bonnie Harvey   Stacy Voelker

	ag 051612 8.0 D.1 Road Minutes Write Up
	ag 051612 8.0 D.1 attach #1 041012 Road Commission Minutes
	EAST BETHEL ROAD COMMISSION MEETING

	ag 051612 9.0 A.1 Paulson and Reichow Admin Subd, Lot Line adjustment
	ag 051612 9.0 A.1 Attach #1 Site Plan Reichow
	ag 051612 9.0 A.1 Attach #2 Application Reichow
	ag 051612 9.0 A.1 Attach #3 Current Survey Reichow
	ag 051612 9.0 A.1 Attach #4 Proposed Lot Split Reichow
	ag 051612 9.0 B.1 Res Granting Vacation of Drainage and Utility Easement Classic Commercial Park
	Agenda Item Number:
	Item 9.0 B.1
	Agenda Item:
	Resolution 2012-24 for Classic Commercial Park
	Requested Action:
	Consider Resolution 2012-24 Granting Vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on Lot 1 Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park.
	Background Information:
	A public hearing was conducted under Agenda Item 4.0 to receive public comments on the vacation of Drainage and Utility Easements on Lot 1 Block 1 and Outlot A, Classic Commercial Park.
	Fiscal Impact:
	Recommendation(s):
	City Council Action

	ag 051612 9.0 B.1 attach #1 Res 2012-24 Granting Vacation of Easement Classic Commercial Park
	RESOLUTION NO. 2012-24

	ag 051612 9.0 B.2 Water Tower Logo Color
	Water Tower No. 1 Logo
	Staff recommends Council select the colors for the City logo.

	ag 051612 9.0 F.1 April Calls
	ag 051612 9.0 F.1 April Inspections
	ag 051612 9.0 F.1 Attach #1 Incident Type Codes
	ag 051612 9.0 F.1 FD Monthly Reports
	PUBLIC FORUM SIGN UP SHEET

