
 

City of East Bethel   
City Council Agenda 
Regular Council Meeting – 7:30 p.m. 
Date: October 20, 2010 
 
  Item 
 
7:30 PM  1.0 Call to Order  
 
7:31 PM  2.0 Pledge of Allegiance 
 
7:32 PM 3.0 Adopt Agenda 
 
7:33 PM 4.0 Reports/Presentations 

Page 1-3 A. Sheriff’s Monthly Report   
 Page 4-9 B. Potentially Dangerous Dog Hearing – Joan Havrish - 23408 Davenport ST NE 
 Page 10-16 C. Potentially Dangerous Dog Hearing – Adam Vigstol - 3651 Edmar LN NE 
   D. Municipal Utilities 

Page 17-20  1. Resolution 2010-61 Accept Plans and Specifications for Project  
                1, Phase One 
   E. Utility Project Funding 

Page 21-30  1. Resolution 2010-58 Authorizing Recovery Zone Economic Development 
(RZED) Bond Sale 

Page 31-39  2. Resolution 2010-59 Authorizing Build America Bonds (BAB) Sale and/or 
G.O. Utility Revenue Bonds 

 
9:00 PM 5.0 Public Forum 
 
9:10 PM 6.0 Consent Agenda 
  Any item on the consent agenda may be removed for consideration by request of any one   
  Council Member and put on the regular agenda for discussion and consideration. 

Page 43-47 A. Approve Bills 
Page 48-67 B. Meeting Minutes, October 6, 2010 Regular Meeting 
Page 68-73 C. Resolution 2010-62 Declaring November Homelessness Awareness Month 
  D. Fire Fighter Termination 
Page 74 E. Resolution 2010-63 Setting Special Meeting Date to Canvass General Election 

            Results  
Page 75 F. Resolution 2010-64 Declaring Surplus Property 
Page 76-77 G. Norlyn Farms Shoulder Work 
 
 

New Business 
7.0 Commission, Association and Task Force Reports    

9:15 PM  A. Planning Commission 
Page 78-93  1. Meeting Minutes, September 28, 2010 
Page 94-100  2. Laurie & Tom Weed, IUP/Farm Animals, 22666 East Bethel Blvd. NE 
Page 101-108  3. Adam Sheppard, IUP/Home Occupation Bakery, 21984 Wake Street NE 

9:35 PM  B. Park Commission  
 Page 109-111  1. Meeting Minutes, September 8, 2010   
9:37 PM  C. Road Commission  



 Page 112-117  1. Meeting Minutes, September 14, 2010 
  

8.0 Department Reports 
9:40 PM  A. Engineer 
 Page 118-122  1. Pay Estimate No. 6 for Well No. 2 Construction 
9:45 PM  B. Attorney  

Page 123-128  1. Settlement Agreement Fat Boys Bar and Grill and the City of East Bethel 
   C. Finance (No Report) 

D. Public Works (No Report) 
9:55 PM  E. Planning and Inspection/Code Enforcement 
 Page 129-133  1. Code Enforcement Report  
 Page 134-143  2. Wyatt Administrative Subdivision 
10:05 PM  F. Fire Department 
 Page 144-152  1. October Monthly Meeting and September Reports 
10:10 PM  G. City Administrator  

Page 153-154  1. City Hall Roof Repairs 
Page 155-159  2. The Tinklenberg Group 

  
  9.0 Other 
10:25 PM  A. Council Reports 
10:30 PM  B. Other 

 
10:35 PM 10.0 Adjourn 



 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL – SEPTEMBER 2010 
 

ITEM SEPTEMBER AUGUST YTD 2010 
SEPTEMBER 

YTD 2009 
 
Radio Calls 423 468 3,680 3,507 
 
Incident Reports 384 336 3,418 3,560 
 
Burglaries 5 4 39 28 
 
Thefts 20 31 181 154 
 
Crim.Sex. Cond. 0 0 7 11 
 
Assault 3 3 24 27 
 
Dam to Prop. 13 14 86 76 
 
Harr. Comm. 1 4 24 31 
 
Felony Arrests 2 11 33 43 
 
GM. Arrests 0 1 4 3 
 
Misd. Arrests 6 23 139 135 
 
DUI Arrests 10 6 60 37 
 
Domestic Arr. 5 3 25 23 
 
Warrant Arr.  4 3 50 60 
 
Traffic Arrests 68 40 695 780 

    
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL  - SEPTEMBER 2010 
COMMUNITY SERVICE OFFICERS  

 

ITEM SEPTEMBER AUGUST YTD 2010 
SEPTEMBER 

YTD 2009 
 
Radio Calls 10 5 114 171 
 
Incident Reports 9 9 117 135 
 
Accident Assist 1 0 7 17 
 
Veh. Lock Out 1 0 12 29 
 
Extra Patrol 24 21 279 352 
 
House Check 0 0 1 6 
 
Bus. Check 23 11 130 224 
 
Animal Compl. 7 7 61 92 
 
Traffic Assist 3 6 36 15 
 
Aids: Agency 65 43 591 456 
 
Aids: Public 25 8 218 286 
 
Paper Service 0 1 20 11 
 
Inspections 0 0 0 0 
 
Ordinance Viol. 0 0 4 2 

        
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 4.0 A 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Monthly Sheriff’s Report 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Lieutenant Orlando will review the monthly statistics and report on activities for the month of 
September, 2010. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
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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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
 Item 4.0 B 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item:  
Potentially Dangerous Dog Hearing 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Determine if the Potentially Dangerous Dog determination should be maintained, modified or 
removed. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The hearing requested by the animal owner relates to a dog bit incident which occurred on 
August 18, 2010.  The Anoka County Sherriff’s office reported a child was approached and bit 
by a Doberman at 23408 Davenport St NE.  
 
The incident was unprovoked and it is now sufficient to issue a Potentially Dangerous Dog 
Notice pursuant to Chapter 10 of the City code. Staff has included a copy of the incident report. 
A review of city records indicates that the dog is not currently licensed with the city.  
 
On September 14, 2010, Ms. Havrish submitted a request for a hearing before Council.  Pursuant 
to City Code Chapter 10, Section 10-72, they are to be granted a hearing before the City Council.  
Ms. Havrish will be present on October 20, 2010 to appeal the determination that the dog in 
question is a potentially dangerous dog by virtue of the evidence provided in the police report. 
 
The City Council pursuant to Section 10-72 has several obligations and options regarding this 
matter. 

1. Conduct the hearing allowing the owner to present reasons why the potentially dangerous 
dog determination should be lifted or sustained. 

2. If the potentially dangerous dog determination is sustained, identify the action to be 
taken:  

a. dispose of the animal  
b. allow the owners to keep the animal with restrictions. 

3. If the potentially dangerous dog determination is not sustained, make a determination that 
the animal is to be released without further action from or by the City Council. 

 
 We have outlined the requirements for maintaining the animal should the potentially               
dangerous dog determination be sustained.  These include: 
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a) Requirements: If after a hearing, if a hearing is requested under Section 10 – 72, the City 
Council finds that the dog is potentially dangerous but does not order the destruction of the 
dog, the City Council shall order one or more of the following as the requirement(s) for the 
keeping of the dog in the City, which, beginning six months after the dog is declared a 
potentially dangerous dog, will be reviewed on an annual basis by the City Administrator. If, 
in reviewing the requirement(s) for keeping a potentially dangerous dog, the owner has 
provided the evidence required under Minnesota Statutes, Sec. 347.51, Subd. 3a. and there 
have been no ordinance violations for a period of two years, the City Administrator may use 
discretion in determining whether one or more or none of the requirement(s) set forth below 
will still be required: 

 
1) That the owner provide and maintain a proper enclosure for the potentially dangerous dog 

as defined in Section 10 - 70; and 
 

2) That the owner post the front and the rear of the premises with clearly visible warning 
signs, including a warning symbol, a copy of which will be furnished by the City, to 
inform children, that there is a potentially dangerous dog on the property in the manner 
specified in Minnesota Statutes, Sec. 347.51 in the case of a dangerous dog. The owner 
must pay a reasonable fee to cover the cost of the warning symbol; and 

 
3) That an easily identifiable, standardized tag identifying the dog as potentially dangerous 

and containing the uniform dangerous dog symbol must be affixed to the dog’s collar at 
all times as specified in Minnesota Statutes, Sec. 347.51 for a dangerous dog; and 

 
4) That the owner provides and shows proof annually of public liability insurance paid in 

full in the minimum amount of $300,000.00. The insurance must insure the owner for any 
personal injuries inflicted by the potentially dangerous dog. The owner shall have 14 
business days from the request to show proof of insurance, except that if the dog is 
impounded, proof of insurance must be demonstrated prior to the dog's release; and 

 
5) That if the dog is outside the proper enclosure, the dog must be muzzled and restrained 

by a substantial chain or leash (not to exceed six feet in length) and under the physical 
restraint of a person 18 years of age or older. The muzzle must be of such design as to 
prevent the dog from biting any person or animal but will not cause injury to the dog or 
interfere with its vision or respiration; and 

 
6) That all dogs deemed potentially dangerous by the City Council be registered with the 

City within 14 days after the date the dog was so deemed and provide satisfactory proof 
thereof to the City Administrator. 

 
7) That the dog must have a lifetime license and be up to date on rabies vaccination. 

 
8) That the owner must allow a compliance official on the owner’s property to conduct a 

site inspection within 14 days of determination of potentially dangerous dog by the City 
Council. 

 
b) Registration Fee:  The owner(s) of a dog that has been declared potentially dangerous shall 

pay an annual registration fee to the City of $250.00 in addition to any regular dog licensing 
fees and a reasonable fee to cover the City’s administrative costs within 14 days of the 
declaration and again on or before the anniversary date of the declaration for the two year 
period. If the dog has been impounded, the fee must be paid prior to the dog’s release. The 



animal control authority shall issue a certificate of registration to the owner of the potentially 
dangerous dog if the owner presents sufficient evidence of compliance with the requirements 
of this section. 

 
Attachment(s): 

1) Incident Report #10192230 dated August 19, 2010 
2) Hearing request letter from Ms. Havrish, received September 14, 2010  

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
City Staff seeks a direction regarding the potentially dangerous dog determination in this 
incident pursuant to City Code Chapter 10, Animals, Article II. Dogs, Division 3.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:    Second by:    
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes: _____     Vote No: _____ 
 
No Action Required: _____ 









 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October, 20 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 4.0 C 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item:  
Potentially Dangerous Dog Hearing 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Determine if the Potentially Dangerous Dog determination should be maintained, modified or 
removed. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The hearing requested by the animal owner relates to a dog bite incident which occurred on 
August 18, 2010. The Anoka County Sherriff’s office reported that a resident was approached 
and bit by a yellow lab at 3642 Edmar Lane NE.   
 
The incident was unprovoked and it is now sufficient to issue a Potentially Dangerous Dog 
Notice pursuant to Chapter 10 of the City Code. Staff has included a copy of the incident report.   
A review of city records indicates that the dog is not currently licensed with the city. 
 
On September 28, 2010, Mr. Vigstol submitted a request for a hearing before Council.  Pursuant 
to City Code Chapter 10, Section 10-72, they are to be granted a hearing before the City Council.  
Mr. Vigstol will be present on October 20, 2010 to appeal the determination that the dog in 
question is a potentially dangerous dog by virtue of the evidence provided in the police report. 
 
The City Council pursuant to Section 10-72 has several obligations and options regarding this 
matter. 

1. Conduct the hearing allowing the owner to present reasons why the potentially dangerous 
dog determination should be lifted or sustained. 

2. If the potentially dangerous dog determination is sustained, identify the action to be 
taken:  

a. dispose of the animal  
b. allow the owners to keep the animal with restrictions. 

3. If the potentially dangerous dog determination is not sustained, make a determination that 
the animal is to be released without further action from or by the City Council. 

 
 We have outlined the requirements for maintaining the animal should the “potentially            
dangerous dog” determination be sustained.  These include: 
 
a) Requirements: If after a hearing, if a hearing is requested under Section 10 – 72, the City 

Council finds that the dog is potentially dangerous but does not order the destruction of the 
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dog, the City Council shall order one or more of the following as the requirement(s) for the 
keeping of the dog in the City, which, beginning six months after the dog is declared a 
potentially dangerous dog, will be reviewed on an annual basis by the City Administrator. If, 
in reviewing the requirement(s) for keeping a potentially dangerous dog, the owner has 
provided the evidence required under Minnesota Statutes, Sec. 347.51, Subd. 3a. and there 
have been no ordinance violations for a period of two years, the City Administrator may use 
discretion in determining whether one or more or none of the requirement(s) set forth below 
will still be required: 

 
1) That the owner provide and maintain a proper enclosure for the potentially dangerous dog 

as defined in Section 10 - 70; and 
 

2) That the owner post the front and the rear of the premises with clearly visible warning 
signs, including a warning symbol, a copy of which will be furnished by the City, to 
inform children, that there is a potentially dangerous dog on the property in the manner 
specified in Minnesota Statutes, Sec. 347.51 in the case of a dangerous dog. The owner 
must pay a reasonable fee to cover the cost of the warning symbol; and 

 
3) That an easily identifiable, standardized tag identifying the dog as potentially dangerous 

and containing the uniform dangerous dog symbol must be affixed to the dog’s collar at 
all times as specified in Minnesota Statutes, Sec. 347.51 for a dangerous dog; and 

 
4) That the owner provides and shows proof annually of public liability insurance paid in 

full in the minimum amount of $300,000.00. The insurance must insure the owner for any 
personal injuries inflicted by the potentially dangerous dog. The owner shall have 14 
business days from the request to show proof of insurance, except that if the dog is 
impounded, proof of insurance must be demonstrated prior to the dog's release; and 

 
5) That if the dog is outside the proper enclosure, the dog must be muzzled and restrained 

by a substantial chain or leash (not to exceed six feet in length) and under the physical 
restraint of a person 18 years of age or older. The muzzle must be of such design as to 
prevent the dog from biting any person or animal but will not cause injury to the dog or 
interfere with its vision or respiration; and 

 
6) That all dogs deemed potentially dangerous by the City Council be registered with the 

City within 14 days after the date the dog was so deemed and provide satisfactory proof 
thereof to the City Administrator. 

 
7) That the dog must have a lifetime license and be up to date on rabies vaccination. 

 
8) That the owner must allow a compliance official on the owner’s property to conduct a 

site inspection within 14 days of determination of potentially dangerous dog by the City 
Council. 

 
b) Registration Fee.  The owner(s) of a dog that has been declared potentially dangerous shall 

pay an annual registration fee to the City of $250.  in addition to any regular dog licensing 
fees and a reasonable fee to cover the City’s administrative costs within 14 days of the 
declaration and again on or before the anniversary date of the declaration for the two year 
period. If the dog has been impounded, the fee must be paid prior to the dog’s release. The 
animal control authority shall issue a certificate of registration to the owner of the potentially 
dangerous dog if the owner presents sufficient evidence of compliance with the requirements 
of this section. 



 
Attachment(s): 

1) Incident Report #10191119 dated August 18, 2010 
2) Hearing request letter from Mr. Vigstol, received October 5, 2010  

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
City Staff seeks direction regarding the potentially dangerous dog determination in this incident 
pursuant to City Code Chapter 10, Animals, Article II. Dogs, Division 3.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:    Second by:    
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes: _____     Vote No: _____ 
 
No Action Required: _____ 











 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 4.0 D.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Resolution 2010-61 Municipal Utility Plans and Specifications Project 1 Phase One 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approving Resolution 2010-61 approving plans and specifications and direction to 
solicit bids. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
At the October 6, 2010 Council meeting, City Council directed that plans and specifications be 
prepared for the municipal utility project.  The City’s consulting engineer on this project, Bolton 
and Menk, Inc. has completed the plans and specifications for this project. 
 
The project will be bid in four parts including one for the water storage facility, one for well 
construction, one for the water treatment plant and one for all the piping work.  A copy of the 
plans are included with your agenda materials.  Mr. Kreg Schmidt will be present to review the 
plans with Council. 
 
Following review Mr. Schmidt will respond to question you have regarding the project.  
Following the question and answer period, staff will ask for Council approval of the plans and 
specifications direction to solicit bids. 
 
Attachment(s): 
 1. Plans and Specifications for Municipal Utility Project 1, Phase One 

2. Resolution 2010-61 Approving Plans and Specifications and Directing Bids be 
Solicited 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
As noted in presentation 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is recommending approval of Resolution 2010-61 approving the plans and specifications 
and directing solicitation of bids. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 



CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2010-61 

 
A Resolution Approving Plans and Specifications and Directing Bids be Solicited for 

Project 1 Phase One Utility Infrastructure Improvements 
 

WHEREAS, it has been proposed to undertake improvements for Project 1 Phase One of 
the Utility Infrastructure Project; and 

 
WHEREAS, it is proposed to specially assess benefited property for all or a portion of 

the cost of the improvement pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429; and 
 
WHEREAS, a Feasibility Report was prepared by the City’s Utility Engineering 

Consultant, Bolton and Menk, Inc. for these improvements; and  
 
WHEREAS, this Feasibility Report was received and accepted by the City Council on 

September 15, 2010; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution 2010-53, a public hearing on the proposed 

improvements was called for October 6, 2010 at City Hall, located at 2241 221st Avenue NE in 
East Bethel, at 7:30 p.m.;  
 

WHEREAS, and the City Clerk was directed to give mailed and published notice of such 
hearing and improvement as required by law; and 
 
 WHEREAS, mailed and published notice of said hearing as required by law was given, 
and the public hearing was held on the 6th day of October, 2010.  
 
 WHEREAS, direction was given to prepare plans and specifications for Project 1 Phase 
One of the municipal utilities project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared and presented to Council; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Council Environmental Services (MCES) has been 
provided a copy of these plans for review as they relate to interceptor and discharge piping. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA THAT:  the Plans and Specifications for Project 1 
Phase One of the Municipal Public Utilities Project are hereby approved subject to approval by 
MCES of the interceptor and discharge piping design. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA THAT: staff is hereby authorized and directed to solicit bids 
for Project 1 Phase One for Council consideration by advertising in the official newspaper of the 
City and the requisite trade journal for a period of not less than three weeks.  
 
Adopted this 20th day of October, 2010 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
 



 
 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 

 
 
______________________________ 
Greg Hunter, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Douglas Sell, City Administrator 

 
 



CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2010-61 

 
A Resolution Approving Plans and Specifications and Directing Bids be Solicited for 

Project 1 Phase One Utility Infrastructure Improvements 
 

WHEREAS, it has been proposed to undertake improvements for Project 1 Phase One of 
the Utility Infrastructure Project; and 

 
WHEREAS, it is proposed to specially assess benefited property for all or a portion of 

the cost of the improvement pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429; and 
 
WHEREAS, a Feasibility Report was prepared by the City’s Utility Engineering 

Consultant, Bolton and Menk, Inc. for these improvements; and  
 
WHEREAS, this Feasibility Report was received and accepted by the City Council on 

September 15, 2010; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution 2010-53, a public hearing on the proposed 

improvements was called for October 6, 2010 at City Hall, located at 2241 221st Avenue NE in 
East Bethel, at 7:30 p.m.;  
 

WHEREAS, and the City Clerk was directed to give mailed and published notice of such 
hearing and improvement as required by law; and 
 
 WHEREAS, mailed and published notice of said hearing as required by law was given, 
and the public hearing was held on the 6th day of October, 2010.  
 
 WHEREAS, direction was given to prepare plans and specifications for Project 1 Phase 
One of the municipal utilities project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared and presented to Council; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Council Environmental Services (MCES) has been 
provided a copy of these plans for review as they relate to interceptor and discharge piping. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA THAT:  the Plans and Specifications for Project 1 
Phase One of the Municipal Public Utilities Project are hereby approved subject to approval by 
MCES of the interceptor and discharge piping design. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA THAT: staff is hereby authorized and directed to solicit bids 
for Project 1 Phase One for Council consideration by advertising in the official newspaper of the 
City and the requisite trade journal for a period of not less than three weeks.  
 
Adopted this 20th day of October, 2010 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
 



 
 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 

 
 
______________________________ 
Greg Hunter, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Douglas Sell, City Administrator 

 
 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 4.0 E.1 and E.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Resolution 2010-58 Setting Bond Sale for the Recovery Zone Economic Development Bonds 
and Resolution 2010-59 Setting Bond Sale for the Build America Bonds 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider adopting Resolution 2010-58 setting the bond sale for the Recovery Zone Economic 
Development Bonds and Resolution 2010-59 setting the bond sale for the Build America Bonds. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
At the September 15, 2010 Council meeting, Council reviewed options for funding of the 
municipal utilities project, specifically for Project 1 Phase One.  Mr. Paul Steinman of 
Springsted, Inc. presented several bond alternatives.   
 
The $11.465 million established for the water system will be Recovery Zone Economic 
Development (RZED) Bonds that afford the City a 45% interest rebate over the life of the bonds.  
Mr. Steinman has indicated that this, based on current tax-exempt and taxable interest rates with 
the rebate would be the best alternative.  Resolution 2010-58 provides for the sale of these bonds. 
 
Several alternatives for funding of the sewer portion of the project were presented.  Council 
directed that the alternative that included Build America Bonds, or BAB’s, should be explored as 
it presented the least costly alternative.  These bonds provide for a 35% interest rebate from the 
U.S. Treasury over the life of the bonds.  This would amount to a savings of about $140,000 over 
the life of these bonds when compared to traditional tax-exempt debt for the same purpose. 
 
Mr. Steinman is recommending that both the BAB debt be considered along with a traditional 
tax-exempt issue.  This would permit the City to receive two bid proposals, one for the taxable 
BAB issue and one for the tax-exempt issue and then determine which is the most cost effective 
based on interest rates, rebates, etc.  There is no additional cost to soliciting two separate bids for 
this bond issue as both would be noticed in the public sale notice.  Council, on the date of sale, 
could select the bond issue that is the most cost effective at that time.  Resolution 2010-59 
provides for the solicitation and sale for both Build America Bonds and a traditional G.O. Utility 
Revenue Bond. 
 
Mr. Steinman will review the options with Council for debt issuance alternatives for this project.  
Following the presentation and responses to Council questions, Mr. Steinman will ask for 
adoption of Resolution 2010-58 setting the sale parameters for the RZED bonds and Resolution 
2010-59 setting the sale parameters for BAB or tax-exempt utility bonds. 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



 
Attachment(s): 
 1. Resolution 2010-58 Set RZED Bond Sale  
 2. Resolution 2010-59 Set BAB/G.O. Utility Tax-exempt Bond Sale 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
As noted in presentation 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is recommending adoption of Resolution 2010-58 Setting Bond Sale for Recovery Zone 
Economic Development Bonds and Resolution 2010-59 Setting Bond Sale for Build America 
Bonds or G.O. Utility Bonds. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 



CERTIFICATION OF MINUTES RELATING TO 
GENERAL OBLIGATION WATER REVENUE BONDS,  

SERIES 2010A 
 
 

Issuer:  City of East Bethel, Minnesota 
 
Governing Body:  City Council 
 
Kind, date, time and place of meeting:  A regular meeting held on October 20, 2010, at 7:30 
o’clock p.m. at the East Bethel municipal offices. 
 
Members present: Mayor Hunter, Council Members Boyer, Channer, Paavola and Voss 
 
 
Members absent: All present 
 
Documents Attached: 
 Minutes of said meeting: 
 

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and acting recording officer of the public 
corporation issuing the Bonds referred to in the title of this certificate, certify that the documents 
attached hereto, as described above, have been carefully compared with the original records of 
said corporation in my legal custody, from which they have been transcribed; that said 
documents are a correct and complete transcript of the minutes of a meeting of the governing 
body of said corporation, and correct and complete copies of all resolutions and other actions 
taken and of all documents approved by the governing body at said meeting, so far as they relate 
to said Bonds; and that said meeting was duly held by the governing body at the time and place 
and was attended throughout by the members indicated above, pursuant to call and notice of such 
meeting given as required by law. 

WITNESS my hand officially as such recording officer on October 21, 2010. 

 
 
    __________________________________ 
    City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer A

ttachm
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2010 -58 

 
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING ISSUANCE AND SALE OF TAXABLE  

GENERAL OBLIGATION WATER REVENUE BONDS, SERIES 2010A (RECOVERY 
ZONE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT BONDS)  

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

SECTION 1.  PURPOSE.  It is hereby determined to be in the best interests of the City to 
issue its $11,465,000 aggregate principal amount of Taxable General Obligation Water Revenue 
Bonds, Series 2010A (Recovery Zone Economic Development Bonds) (the “Bonds”), to provide 
funds to finance a water infrastructure project in the City.  

SECTION 2.  TERMS OF PROPOSAL.  Springsted Incorporated, financial consultant to 
the City, has presented to this Council a form of Terms of Proposal for the Bonds which is 
attached hereto and hereby approved and shall be placed on file by the City Clerk-Treasurer.  
Each and all of the provisions of the Terms of Proposal are hereby adopted as the terms and 
conditions of the Bonds and of the sale thereof.  Springsted Incorporated, as independent 
financial advisers, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.60, Subdivision 2, paragraph (9) 
is hereby authorized to solicit proposals for the Bonds on behalf of the City on a competitive 
basis without requirement of published notice. 

SECTION 3.  SALE MEETING.  This Council shall meet at the time and place shown in 
the Terms of Proposal for the purpose of considering sealed bids for the purchase of the Bonds 
and of taking such action thereon as may be in the best interests of the City. 

THE CITY HAS AUTHORIZED SPRINGSTED INCORPORATED TO NEGOTIATE 
THIS ISSUE ON ITS BEHALF.  PROPOSALS WILL BE RECEIVED ON THE 
FOLLOWING BASIS: 

TERMS OF PROPOSAL 

$11,465,000* 

CITY OF EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

TAXABLE GENERAL OBLIGATION WATER REVENUE BONDS, SERIES 2010A 
(RECOVERY ZONE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT BONDS) 

(BOOK ENTRY ONLY) 

The City is requesting proposals for the above-named Issue as taxable general obligations which 
the City will elect to designate “Recovery Zone Economic Development Bonds (Direct Pay).”  
Proposals for the Bonds and the Good Faith Deposit (“Deposit”) will be received on Wednesday, 

*  Preliminary; subject to change. 
 
 

                                            



November 17, 2010, until 10:30 A.M., Central Time, at the offices of Springsted Incorporated, 
380 Jackson Street, Suite 300, Saint Paul, Minnesota, after which time proposals will be opened 
and tabulated.  Consideration for award of the Bonds will be by the City Council at 7:30 P.M., 
Central Time, of the same day.   

SUBMISSION OF PROPOSALS 

Springsted will assume no liability for the inability of the bidder to reach Springsted prior to the 
time of sale specified above.  All bidders are advised that each Proposal shall be deemed to 
constitute a contract between the bidder and the City to purchase the Bonds regardless of the 
manner in which the Proposal is submitted. 

(a)  Sealed Bidding.  Proposals may be submitted in a sealed envelope or by fax (651) 223-3046 
to Springsted.  Signed Proposals, without final price or coupons, may be submitted to Springsted 
prior to the time of sale.  The bidder shall be responsible for submitting to Springsted the final 
Proposal price and coupons, by telephone (651) 223-3000 or fax (651) 223-3046 for inclusion in 
the submitted Proposal.   

OR 

(b)  Electronic Bidding. Notice is hereby given that electronic proposals will be received via 
PARITY®.  For purposes of the electronic bidding process, the time as maintained by PARITY® 
shall constitute the official time with respect to all Bids submitted to PARITY®.  Each bidder 
shall be solely responsible for making necessary arrangements to access PARITY® for purposes 
of submitting its electronic Bid in a timely manner and in compliance with the requirements of 
the Terms of Proposal.  Neither the City, its agents nor PARITY® shall have any duty or 
obligation to undertake registration to bid for any prospective bidder or to provide or ensure 
electronic access to any qualified prospective bidder, and neither the City, its agents nor 
PARITY® shall be responsible for a bidder’s failure to register to bid or for any failure in the 
proper operation of, or have any liability for any delays or interruptions of or any damages 
caused by the services of PARITY®.  The City is using the services of PARITY® solely as a 
communication mechanism to conduct the electronic bidding for the Bonds, and PARITY® is not 
an agent of the City. 

If any provisions of this Terms of Proposal conflict with information provided by PARITY®, this 
Terms of Proposal shall control.  Further information about PARITY®, including any fee 
charged, may be obtained from: 

PARITY®, 1359 Broadway, 2nd Floor, New York, New York 10018 
Customer Support:  (212) 849-5000 

DETAILS OF THE BONDS 

The Bonds will be dated as of the date of delivery, as the date of original issue, and will bear 
interest payable on February 1 and August 1 of each year, commencing August 1, 2011.  Interest 
will be computed on the basis of a 360-day year of twelve 30-day months. 

The Bonds will mature February 1 in the years and amounts* as follows: 
 
2016 $25,000   2021 $50,000    2026  $275,000 2031  $660,000   2036  $865,000 
2017 $25,000   2022 $95,000    2027  $335,000 2032  $755,000   2037  $895,000 
2018 $30,000   2023 $140,000  2028  $405,000 2033  $780,000   2038  $925,000 
 
 



2019 $65,000   2024 $190,000  2029  $470,000 2034  $805,000   2039  $960,000 
2020 $115,000  2025 $220,000  2030  $550,000 2035  $835,000   2040  $995,000 
  

* The City reserves the right, after proposals are opened and prior to award, to reduce the principal amount of 
the Bonds or the maturity amounts offered for sale.  Any such reduction will be made in multiples of $5,000 in 
any of the maturities.  In the event the principal amount of the Bonds is reduced, any premium offered or any 
discount taken by the successful bidder will be reduced by a percentage equal to the percentage by which the 
principal amount of the Bonds is increased or reduced. 

TERM BONDS 

Proposals for the Bonds may contain a maturity schedule providing for a combination of serial 
bonds and term bonds.  Term bonds are allowed for only the Bonds maturing in the years 
2021 and thereafter.  All term bonds shall be subject to mandatory sinking fund redemption at a 
price of par plus accrued interest to the date of redemption and must conform to the maturity 
schedule set forth above.  In order to designate term bonds, the proposal must specify “Years of 
Term Maturities” in the spaces provided on the Proposal Form. 

BOOK ENTRY SYSTEM 

The Bonds will be issued by means of a book entry system with no physical distribution of 
Bonds made to the public.  The Bonds will be issued in fully registered form and one Bond, 
representing the aggregate principal amount of the Bonds maturing in each year, will be 
registered in the name of Cede & Co. as nominee of The Depository Trust Company (“DTC”), 
New York, New York, which will act as securities depository of the Bonds.  Individual 
purchases of the Bonds may be made in the principal amount of $5,000 or any multiple thereof 
of a single maturity through book entries made on the books and records of DTC and its 
participants.  Principal and interest are payable by the registrar to DTC or its nominee as 
registered owner of the Bonds.  Transfer of principal and interest payments to participants of 
DTC will be the responsibility of DTC; transfer of principal and interest payments to beneficial 
owners by participants will be the responsibility of such participants and other nominees of 
beneficial owners.  The purchaser, as a condition of delivery of the Bonds, will be required to 
deposit the Bonds with DTC.   

REGISTRAR 

The City will name the registrar which shall be subject to applicable SEC regulations.  The City 
will pay for the services of the registrar. 

OPTIONAL REDEMPTION 

The City may elect on February 1, 2021, and on any day thereafter, to prepay Bonds due on or 
after February 1, 2022.  Redemption may be in whole or in part and if in part at the option of the 
City and in such manner as the City shall determine.  If less than all Bonds of a maturity are 
called for redemption, the City will notify DTC of the particular amount of such maturity to be 
prepaid.  DTC will determine by lot the amount of each participant's interest in such maturity to 
be redeemed and each participant will then select by lot the beneficial ownership interests in 
such maturity to be redeemed.  All prepayments shall be at a price of par plus accrued interest.   

EXTRAORDINARY REDEMPTION 

 
 



If the Bonds are designated and issued as Taxable Bonds under Section 1400U-2 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”), at the option of the City, the Bonds are also 
subject to extraordinary redemption in whole, but not in part, at a redemption price equal to par 
plus accrued interest to the redemption date, upon or on any date after the occurrence of a 
Determination of Ineligibility.  A “Determination of Ineligibility” means (i) the enactment of 
legislation or the adoption of final regulations or a final decision, ruling or technical advice by 
any federal judicial or administrative authority which would have the effect of deeming, 
determining or rendering the Bonds not qualified for treatment as Qualified Recovery Zone 
Economic Development Bonds under Section 1400U-2 of the Code; (ii) the federal government 
discontinues the Recovery Zone Economic Development Bonds direct payment program or 
reduces the refundable credit to the City with retroactive applicability to bonds issued prior to the 
date of such discontinuance or reduced refundable credit; or (iii) the receipt by the City of a 
written opinion of nationally recognized bond counsel selected by the City to the effect that the 
Bonds are not Qualified Recovery Zone Economic Development Bonds under Section 1400U-2 
of the Code. 

SECURITY AND PURPOSE 

The Bonds will be general obligations of the City for which the City will pledge its full faith and 
credit and power to levy direct general ad valorem taxes.  In addition, the City will pledge (i) net 
revenues of their water system, and (ii) the 45% direct payment credit from the United States 
Treasury.  The proceeds will be used to finance the construction of a new water system 
infrastructure. 

TAXABILITY OF INTEREST 

The interest to be paid on the Bonds is includable in gross income of the recipient for United 
States and State of Minnesota income tax purposes, and is subject to Minnesota Corporate and 
bank excise taxes measured by net income. 

BIDDING PARAMETERS 

To comply with the “Build America Bond” provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
amended (the “Code”), each proposal for the Taxable Bonds must specify the expected 
reoffering price for each maturity of the Bonds, and (i) each such reoffering price cannot exceed 
the par amount of the maturity by more than .25% multiplied by the number of complete years to 
the earlier of the maturity date or the first optional redemption date for the maturity of the Bonds 
and (ii) in the initial offering no bond may be sold for a price in excess of such limit unless the 
IRS provides authoritative guidance to the contrary.   

Proposals for the Bonds shall be for not less then $11,327,420 and for not more than the 
Maximum Permitted Price, as described below. 

 
 

Year 

Maximum 
Permitted 

Price 

  
 

Year 

Maximum 
Permitted 

Price 

  
 

Year 

Maximum 
Permitted 

Price 

  
 

Year 

Maximum 
Permitted 

Price 
           
2016 101.25%  2023 102.50%  2029 102.50%  2035 102.50% 
2017 101.50%  2024 102.50%  2030 102.50%  2036 102.50% 
2018 101.75%  2025 102.50%  2031 102.50%  2037 102.50% 
2019 102.00%  2026 102.50%  2032 102.50%  2038 102.50% 
2020 102.25%  2027 102.50%  2033 102.50%  2039 102.50% 

 
 



2021 102.50%  2028 102.50%  2034 102.50%  2040 102.50% 
2022 102.50%          

 
No proposal can be withdrawn or amended after the time set for receiving proposals unless the 
meeting of the City scheduled for award of the Bonds is adjourned, recessed, or continued to 
another date without award of the Bonds having been made.  Rates shall be in integral multiples 
of 5/100 or 1/8 of 1%.  Rates are not required to be in level or ascending order; however, the rate 
for any maturity cannot be more than 1% lower than the highest rate of any of the preceding 
maturities.  Bonds of the same maturity shall bear a single rate from the date of the Bonds to the 
date of maturity.  No conditional proposals will be accepted. 

GOOD FAITH DEPOSIT 

Proposals, regardless of method of submission, shall be accompanied by a Deposit in the amount 
of $114,650, in the form of a certified or cashier's check, a wire transfer, or Financial Surety 
Bond and delivered to Springsted Incorporated prior to the time proposals will be opened.  Each 
bidder shall be solely responsible for the timely delivery of their Deposit whether by check, wire 
transfer or Financial Surety Bond.  Neither the City nor Springsted Incorporated have any 
liability for delays in the transmission of the Deposit. 

Any Deposit made by certified or cashier’s check should be made payable to the City and 
delivered to Springsted Incorporated, 380 Jackson Street, Suite 300, St. Paul, Minnesota 55101.   

Any Deposit sent via wire transfer should be sent to Springsted Incorporated as the City’s agent 
according to the following instructions: 

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., San Francisco, CA 94104 
ABA #121000248 

For credit to Springsted Incorporated, Account #635-5007954 

Contemporaneously with such wire transfer, the bidder shall send an e-mail to 
bond_services@springsted.com, including the following information; (i) indication that a wire 
transfer has been made, (ii) the amount of the wire transfer, (iii) the issue to which it applies, and 
(iv) the return wire instructions if such bidder is not awarded the Bonds. 

Any Deposit made by the successful bidder by check or wire transfer will be delivered to the 
City following the award of the Bonds.  Any Deposit made by check or wire transfer by an 
unsuccessful bidder will be returned to such bidder following City action relative to an award of 
the Bonds.  

If a Financial Surety Bond is used, it must be from an insurance company licensed to issue such 
a bond in the State of Minnesota and pre-approved by the City.  Such bond must be submitted to 
Springsted Incorporated prior to the opening of the proposals.  The Financial Surety Bond must 
identify each underwriter whose Deposit is guaranteed by such Financial Surety Bond.  If the 
Bonds are awarded to an underwriter using a Financial Surety Bond, then that underwriter is 
required to submit its Deposit to the City in the form of a certified or cashier’s check or wire 
transfer as instructed by Springsted Incorporated not later than 3:30 P.M., Central Time on the 
next business day following the award.  If such Deposit is not received by that time, the 
Financial Surety Bond may be drawn by the City to satisfy the Deposit requirement. 

 
 



The Deposit received from the purchaser, the amount of which will be deducted at settlement, 
will be deposited by the City and no interest will accrue to the purchaser.  In the event the 
purchaser fails to comply with the accepted proposal, said amount will be retained by the City.   

AWARD 

The Bonds will be awarded to the bidder offering the lowest interest rate to be determined on a 
true interest cost (TIC) basis, treating the credit available to the City as a reduction in each 
interest payment.  No proposal for the Taxable Bonds may require reoffering premiums in excess 
of the maximums set for the Taxable Bonds issued as “Recovery Zone Economic Development 
Bonds”.  The City’s computation of the interest rate of each proposal, in accordance with 
customary practice, will be controlling.   

The City will reserve the right to:  (i) waive non-substantive informalities of any proposal or of 
matters relating to the receipt of proposals and award of the Bonds, (ii) reject all proposals 
without cause, and (iii) reject any proposal that the City determines to have failed to comply with 
the terms herein. 

BOND INSURANCE AT PURCHASER'S OPTION 

If the Bonds qualify for issuance of any policy of municipal bond insurance or commitment 
therefore at the option of the underwriter, the purchase of any such insurance policy or the 
issuance of any such commitment shall be at the sole option and expense of the purchaser of the 
Bonds.  Any increased costs of issuance of the Bonds resulting from such purchase of insurance 
shall be paid by the purchaser, except that, if the City has requested and received a rating on the 
Bonds from a rating agency, the City will pay that rating fee.  Any other rating agency fees shall 
be the responsibility of the purchaser. 

Failure of the municipal bond insurer to issue the policy after Bonds have been awarded to the 
purchaser shall not constitute cause for failure or refusal by the purchaser to accept delivery on 
the Bonds. 

CUSIP NUMBERS 

If the Bonds qualify for assignment of CUSIP numbers such numbers will be printed on the 
Bonds, but neither the failure to print such numbers on any Bond nor any error with respect 
thereto will constitute cause for failure or refusal by the purchaser to accept delivery of the 
Bonds.  The CUSIP Service Bureau charge for the assignment of CUSIP identification numbers 
shall be paid by the purchaser. 

SETTLEMENT 

On or about December 15, 2010, the Bonds will be delivered without cost to the purchaser 
through DTC in New York, New York.  Delivery will be subject to receipt by the purchaser of an 
approving legal opinion of Dorsey & Whitney LLP of Minneapolis, Minnesota, and of 
customary closing papers, including a no-litigation certificate.  On the date of settlement, 
payment for the Bonds shall be made in federal, or equivalent, funds that shall be received at the 
offices of the City or its designee not later than 12:00 Noon, Central Time.  Unless compliance 
with the terms of payment for the Bonds has been made impossible by action of the City, or its 
agents, the purchaser shall be liable to the City for any loss suffered by the City by reason of the 
purchaser's non-compliance with said terms for payment. 

 
 



CONTINUING DISCLOSURE 

In accordance with SEC Rule 15c2-12(b)(5), the City will undertake, pursuant to the resolution 
awarding sale of the Bonds, to provide annual reports and notices of certain events.  A 
description of this undertaking is set forth in the Official Statement.  The purchaser's obligation 
to purchase the Bonds will be conditioned upon receiving evidence of this undertaking at or prior 
to delivery of the Bonds. 

OFFICIAL STATEMENT 

The City has authorized the preparation of an Official Statement containing pertinent information 
relative to the Bonds, and said Official Statement will serve as a nearly final Official Statement 
within the meaning of Rule 15c2-12 of the Securities and Exchange Commission.  For copies of 
the Official Statement or for any additional information prior to sale, any prospective purchaser 
is referred to the Financial Advisor to the City, Springsted Incorporated, 380 Jackson Street, 
Suite 300, Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101, telephone (651) 223-3000. 

The Official Statement, when further supplemented by an addendum or addenda specifying the 
maturity dates, principal amounts and interest rates of the Bonds, together with any other 
information required by law, shall constitute a “Final Official Statement” of the City with respect 
to the Bonds, as that term is defined in Rule 15c2-12.  By awarding the Bonds to any underwriter 
or underwriting syndicate submitting a proposal therefore, the City agrees that, no more than 
seven business days after the date of such award, it shall provide without cost to the senior 
managing underwriter of the syndicate to which the Bonds are awarded 250 copies of the 
Official Statement and the addendum or addenda described above.  The City designates the 
senior managing underwriter of the syndicate to which the Bonds are awarded as its agent for 
purposes of distributing copies of the Final Official Statement to each Participating Underwriter.  
Any underwriter delivering a proposal with respect to the Bonds agrees thereby that if its 
proposal is accepted by the City (i) it shall accept such designation and (ii) it shall enter into a 
contractual relationship with all Participating Underwriters of the Bonds for purposes of assuring 
the receipt by each such Participating Underwriter of the Final Official Statement. 

Adopted this 20th day of October, 2010 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
 
______________________________ 
Greg Hunter, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________________ 
Douglas Sell, City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer 

 
 



CERTIFICATION OF MINUTES RELATING TO 
GENERAL OBLIGATION UTILITY REVENUE BONDS,  

SERIES 2010B 
 
 

Issuer:  City of East Bethel, Minnesota 
 
Governing Body:  City Council 
 
Kind, date, time and place of meeting:  A regular meeting held on October 20, 2010, at 7:30 
o’clock p.m. at the East Bethel municipal offices. 
 
Members present: Mayor Hunter, Council Members Boyer, Channer, Paavola and Voss 
 
 
Members absent: All Present 
 
Documents Attached: 
 Minutes of said meeting: 
 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING ISSUANCE AND SALE OF GENERAL OBLIGATION 
UTILITY REVENUE BONDS, SERIES 2010B 

 

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and acting recording officer of the public 
corporation issuing the Bonds referred to in the title of this certificate, certify that the documents 
attached hereto, as described above, have been carefully compared with the original records of 
said corporation in my legal custody, from which they have been transcribed; that said 
documents are a correct and complete transcript of the minutes of a meeting of the governing 
body of said corporation, and correct and complete copies of all resolutions and other actions 
taken and of all documents approved by the governing body at said meeting, so far as they relate 
to said Bonds; and that said meeting was duly held by the governing body at the time and place 
and was attended throughout by the members indicated above, pursuant to call and notice of such 
meeting given as required by law. 

WITNESS my hand officially as such recording officer on October 21, 2010. 

 
 
    __________________________________ 
    City Administrator/Clerk-Treasurer 

A
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2010-59 

 
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING ISSUANCE AND SALE OF GENERAL 

OBLIGATION UTILITY REVENUE BONDS, SERIES 2010B 
 

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

 

SECTION 1.  PURPOSE.  It is hereby determined to be in the best interests of the City to 
issue its $7,115,000 aggregate principal amount of General Obligation Utility Revenue Bonds, 
Series 2010B (the “Bonds”), to provide funds to finance a sanitary sewer system project and a 
water infrastructure project in the City.  

SECTION 2.  TERMS OF PROPOSAL.  Springsted Incorporated, financial consultant to 
the City, has presented to this Council a form of Terms of Proposal for the Bonds which is 
attached hereto and hereby approved and shall be placed on file by the City Clerk-Treasurer.  
Each and all of the provisions of the Terms of Proposal are hereby adopted as the terms and 
conditions of the Bonds and of the sale thereof.  Springsted Incorporated, as independent 
financial advisers, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.60, Subdivision 2, paragraph (9) 
is hereby authorized to solicit proposals for the Bonds on behalf of the City on a competitive 
basis without requirement of published notice. 

SECTION 3.  SALE MEETING.  This Council shall meet at the time and place shown in 
the Terms of Proposal for the purpose of considering sealed bids for the purchase of the Bonds 
and of taking such action thereon as may be in the best interests of the City. 

THE CITY HAS AUTHORIZED SPRINGSTED INCORPORATED TO NEGOTIATE 
THIS ISSUE ON ITS BEHALF.  PROPOSALS WILL BE RECEIVED ON THE 

FOLLOWING BASIS: 

TERMS OF PROPOSAL 

$7,115,000* 

CITY OF EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

TAXABLE GENERAL OBLIGATION UTILITY REVENUE BONDS, SERIES 2010B 
(BUILD AMERICA BONDS – DIRECT PAY) 

OR 

GENERAL OBLIGATION UTILITY REVENUE BONDS, SERIES 2010B 

(BOOK ENTRY ONLY) 

*  Preliminary; subject to change. 
 
 

                                            



The City is requesting proposals for the above-named Issue optionally as conventional 
tax-exempt general obligations (the “Tax-Exempt Bonds”) or as taxable general obligations 
which the City will elect to designate “Qualified Build America Bonds (Direct Pay)” (the 
“Taxable Bonds”).  Proposals for the Bonds and the Good Faith Deposit (“Deposit”) will be 
received on Wednesday, November 17, 2010, until 10:30 A.M., Central Time, at the offices of 
Springsted Incorporated, 380 Jackson Street, Suite 300, Saint Paul, Minnesota, after which time 
proposals will be opened and tabulated.  Consideration for award of the Bonds will be by the 
City Council at 7:30 P.M., Central Time, of the same day.   

SUBMISSION OF PROPOSALS 

Springsted will assume no liability for the inability of the bidder to reach Springsted prior to the 
time of sale specified above.  All bidders are advised that each Proposal shall be deemed to 
constitute a contract between the bidder and the City to purchase the Bonds regardless of the 
manner in which the Proposal is submitted. 

(a)  Sealed Bidding.  Proposals may be submitted in a sealed envelope or by fax (651) 223-3046 
to Springsted.  Signed Proposals, without final price or coupons, may be submitted to Springsted 
prior to the time of sale.  The bidder shall be responsible for submitting to Springsted the final 
Proposal price and coupons, by telephone (651) 223-3000 or fax (651) 223-3046 for inclusion in 
the submitted Proposal.   

OR 

(b)  Electronic Bidding. Notice is hereby given that electronic proposals will be received via 
PARITY®.  For purposes of the electronic bidding process, the time as maintained by PARITY® 
shall constitute the official time with respect to all Bids submitted to PARITY®.  Each bidder 
shall be solely responsible for making necessary arrangements to access PARITY® for purposes 
of submitting its electronic Bid in a timely manner and in compliance with the requirements of 
the Terms of Proposal.  Neither the City, its agents nor PARITY® shall have any duty or 
obligation to undertake registration to bid for any prospective bidder or to provide or ensure 
electronic access to any qualified prospective bidder, and neither the City, its agents nor 
PARITY® shall be responsible for a bidder’s failure to register to bid or for any failure in the 
proper operation of, or have any liability for any delays or interruptions of or any damages 
caused by the services of PARITY®.  The City is using the services of PARITY® solely as a 
communication mechanism to conduct the electronic bidding for the Bonds, and PARITY® is not 
an agent of the City. 

If any provisions of this Terms of Proposal conflict with information provided by PARITY®, this 
Terms of Proposal shall control.  Further information about PARITY®, including any fee 
charged, may be obtained from: 

PARITY®, 1359 Broadway, 2nd Floor, New York, New York 10018 
Customer Support:  (212) 849-5000 

 
 



DETAILS OF THE BONDS 

The Bonds will be dated as of the date of delivery, as the date of original issue, and will bear 
interest payable on February 1 and August 1 of each year, commencing August 1, 2011.  Interest 
will be computed on the basis of a 360-day year of twelve 30-day months. 

The Bonds will mature February 1 in the years and amounts* as follows: 

2016  $185,000 2021  $205,000 2026  $260,000 2031  $345,000 2036  $305,000 
2017  $125,000 2022  $215,000 2027  $275,000 2032  $360,000 2037  $320,000 
2018  $180,000 2023  $225,000 2028  $290,000 2033  $385,000 2038  $340,000 
2019  $185,000 2024  $240,000 2029  $305,000 2034  $410,000 2039  $365,000 
2020  $195,000 2025  $245,000 2030  $325,000 2035  $440,000 2040  $390,000 

* The City reserves the right, after proposals are opened and prior to award, to increase or 
reduce the principal amount of the Bonds or the maturity amounts offered for sale.  Any such 
increase or reduction will be made in multiples of $5,000 in any of the maturities.  In the 
event the principal amount of the Bonds is increased or reduced, any premium offered or any 
discount taken by the successful bidder will be increased or reduced by a percentage equal to 
the percentage by which the principal amount of the Bonds is increased or reduced. 

TERM BONDS 

Proposals for the Bonds may contain a maturity schedule providing for a combination of serial 
bonds and term bonds.  In the event the Bonds are issued as Tax-Exempt Bonds, term bonds will 
be allowed in all maturities.  If the Bonds are issued as Taxable Bonds, term bonds are 
allowed for only the Bonds maturing in the years 2021 and thereafter.  All term bonds shall 
be subject to mandatory sinking fund redemption at a price of par plus accrued interest to the 
date of redemption and must conform to the maturity schedule set forth above.  In order to 
designate term bonds, the proposal must specify “Years of Term Maturities” in the spaces 
provided on the Proposal Form. 

BOOK ENTRY SYSTEM 

The Bonds will be issued by means of a book entry system with no physical distribution of 
Bonds made to the public.  The Bonds will be issued in fully registered form and one Bond, 
representing the aggregate principal amount of the Bonds maturing in each year, will be 
registered in the name of Cede & Co. as nominee of The Depository Trust Company (“DTC”), 
New York, New York, which will act as securities depository of the Bonds.  Individual 
purchases of the Bonds may be made in the principal amount of $5,000 or any multiple thereof 
of a single maturity through book entries made on the books and records of DTC and its 
participants.  Principal and interest are payable by the registrar to DTC or its nominee as 
registered owner of the Bonds.  Transfer of principal and interest payments to participants of 
DTC will be the responsibility of DTC; transfer of principal and interest payments to beneficial 
owners by participants will be the responsibility of such participants and other nominees of 
beneficial owners.  The purchaser, as a condition of delivery of the Bonds, will be required to 
deposit the Bonds with DTC.   

REGISTRAR 

 
 



The City will name the registrar which shall be subject to applicable SEC regulations.  The City 
will pay for the services of the registrar. 

OPTIONAL REDEMPTION 

The City may elect on February 1, 2021, and on any day thereafter, to prepay Bonds due on or 
after February 1, 2022.  Redemption may be in whole or in part and if in part at the option of the 
City and in such manner as the City shall determine.  If less than all Bonds of a maturity are 
called for redemption, the City will notify DTC of the particular amount of such maturity to be 
prepaid.  DTC will determine by lot the amount of each participant's interest in such maturity to 
be redeemed and each participant will then select by lot the beneficial ownership interests in 
such maturity to be redeemed.  All prepayments shall be at a price of par plus accrued interest.   

EXTRAORDINARY REDEMPTION 

If the Bonds are designated and issued as Taxable Bonds under Section 54AA of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”), at the option of the City, the Bonds are also 
subject to extraordinary redemption in whole, but not in part, at a redemption price equal to par 
plus accrued interest to the redemption date, upon or on any date after the occurrence of a 
Determination of Ineligibility.  A “Determination of Ineligibility” means (i) the enactment of 
legislation or the adoption of final regulations or a final decision, ruling or technical advice by 
any federal judicial or administrative authority which would have the effect of deeming, 
determining or rendering the Bonds not qualified for treatment as Qualified Build America 
Bonds under Section 54AA of the Code; (ii) the federal government discontinues the Build 
America Bonds direct payment program or reduces the refundable credit to the City with 
retroactive applicability to bonds issued prior to the date of such discontinuance or reduced 
refundable credit (iii) the receipt by the City of a written opinion of nationally recognized bond 
counsel selected by the City to the effect that the Bonds are not Qualified Build America Bonds 
under Section 54AA of the Code. 

SECURITY AND PURPOSE 

The Bonds will be general obligations of the City for which the City will pledge its full faith and 
credit and power to levy direct general ad valorem taxes.   In addition, the City will pledge net 
revenues of their water and sanitary sewer systems.  In addition, if issued as Taxable Bonds, the 
City will pledge the 35% direct payment credit from the United States Treasury.  The proceeds 
will be used to finance (i) various costs related to the construction of a new water system and (ii) 
various infrastructure improvements to their sanitary sewer system. 

TAXABILITY OF INTEREST 

In the event the Bonds are issued as Taxable Bonds, the interest to be paid on the Bonds is 
includable in gross income of the recipient for United States and State of Minnesota income tax 
purposes, and is subject to Minnesota Corporate and bank excise taxes measured by net income. 

BIDDING PARAMETERS 

Bidders may provide proposals for the Bonds specifying interest rates for the Bonds if issued as 
Tax-Exempt Bonds, or alternatively, specifying interest rates for the Bonds if issued as Taxable 
Bonds.  To comply with the “Build America Bond” provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as amended (the “Code”), each proposal for the Taxable Bonds must specify the expected 
 
 



reoffering price for each maturity of the Bonds, and (i) each such reoffering price cannot exceed 
the par amount of the maturity by more than .25% multiplied by the number of complete years to 
the earlier of the maturity date or the first optional redemption date for the maturity of the Bonds 
and (ii) in the initial offering no bond may be sold for a price in excess of such limit unless the 
IRS provides authoritative guidance to the contrary.  Separate proposal forms and Parity 
provisions have been provided for submitting proposals for the Bonds if to be designated Tax-
Exempt Bonds or designated Taxable Bonds. 

Proposals for the Tax-Exempt Bonds shall be for not less than $7,029,620 (the “Minimum Bid”) 
and accrued interest on the total principal amount of the Bonds.  Proposals for the Taxable Bonds 
shall be for not less than the Minimum Bid and for not more than the Maximum Permitted Price, 
as described below. 

 
 

Year 

Maximum 
Permitted 

Price 

  
 

Year 

Maximum 
Permitted 

Price 

  
 

Year 

Maximum 
Permitted 

Price 

  
 

Year 

Maximum 
Permitted 

Price 
           
2016 101.25%  2023 102.50%  2029 102.50%  2035 102.50% 
2017 101.50%  2024 102.50%  2030 102.50%  2036 102.50% 
2018 101.75%  2025 102.50%  2031 102.50%  2037 102.50% 
2019 102.00%  2026 102.50%  2032 102.50%  2038 102.50% 
2020 102.25%  2027 102.50%  2033 102.50%  2039 102.50% 
2021 102.50%  2028 102.50%  2034 102.50%  2040 102.50% 
2022 102.50%          
 

No proposal can be withdrawn or amended after the time set for receiving proposals unless the 
meeting of the City scheduled for award of the Bonds is adjourned, recessed, or continued to 
another date without award of the Bonds having been made.  Rates shall be in integral multiples 
of 5/100 or 1/8 of 1%.  Rates are not required to be in level or ascending order; however, the rate 
for any maturity cannot be more than 1% lower than the highest rate of any of the preceding 
maturities.  Bonds of the same maturity shall bear a single rate from the date of the Bonds to the 
date of maturity.  No conditional proposals will be accepted. 

GOOD FAITH DEPOSIT 

Proposals, regardless of method of submission, shall be accompanied by a Deposit in the amount 
of $71,150, in the form of a certified or cashier's check, a wire transfer, or Financial Surety Bond 
and delivered to Springsted Incorporated prior to the time proposals will be opened.  Each bidder 
shall be solely responsible for the timely delivery of their Deposit whether by check, wire 
transfer or Financial Surety Bond.  Neither the City nor Springsted Incorporated have any 
liability for delays in the transmission of the Deposit. 

Any Deposit made by certified or cashier’s check should be made payable to the City and 
delivered to Springsted Incorporated, 380 Jackson Street, Suite 300, St. Paul, Minnesota 55101.   

Any Deposit sent via wire transfer should be sent to Springsted Incorporated as the City’s agent 
according to the following instructions: 

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., San Francisco, CA 94104 
ABA #121000248 

 
 



For credit to Springsted Incorporated, Account #635-5007954 

Contemporaneously with such wire transfer, the bidder shall send an e-mail to 
bond_services@springsted.com, including the following information; (i) indication that a wire 
transfer has been made, (ii) the amount of the wire transfer, (iii) the issue to which it applies, and 
(iv) the return wire instructions if such bidder is not awarded the Bonds. 

Any Deposit made by the successful bidder by check or wire transfer will be delivered to the 
City following the award of the Bonds.  Any Deposit made by check or wire transfer by an 
unsuccessful bidder will be returned to such bidder following City action relative to an award of 
the Bonds.  

If a Financial Surety Bond is used, it must be from an insurance company licensed to issue such 
a bond in the State of Minnesota and pre-approved by the City.  Such bond must be submitted to 
Springsted Incorporated prior to the opening of the proposals.  The Financial Surety Bond must 
identify each underwriter whose Deposit is guaranteed by such Financial Surety Bond.  If the 
Bonds are awarded to an underwriter using a Financial Surety Bond, then that underwriter is 
required to submit its Deposit to the City in the form of a certified or cashier’s check or wire 
transfer as instructed by Springsted Incorporated not later than 3:30 P.M., Central Time on the 
next business day following the award.  If such Deposit is not received by that time, the 
Financial Surety Bond may be drawn by the City to satisfy the Deposit requirement. 

The Deposit received from the purchaser, the amount of which will be deducted at settlement, 
will be deposited by the City and no interest will accrue to the purchaser.  In the event the 
purchaser fails to comply with the accepted proposal, said amount will be retained by the City.   

AWARD 

The Bonds will be awarded to the bidder offering the lowest interest rate to be determined on a 
true interest cost (TIC) basis, treating the credit available to the City if the Bonds are issued as 
Taxable Bonds constituting “Qualified Build America Bonds” as a reduction in each interest 
payment.  No proposal for the Taxable Bonds may require reoffering premiums in excess of the 
maximums set for the Taxable Bonds issued as “Qualified Build America Bonds.”  The City’s 
computation of the interest rate of each proposal, in accordance with customary practice, will be 
controlling.   

The City will reserve the right to:  (i) waive non-substantive informalities of any proposal or of 
matters relating to the receipt of proposals and award of the Bonds, (ii) reject all proposals 
without cause, and (iii) reject any proposal that the City determines to have failed to comply with 
the terms herein. 

BOND INSURANCE AT PURCHASER'S OPTION 

If the Bonds qualify for issuance of any policy of municipal bond insurance or commitment 
therefore at the option of the underwriter, the purchase of any such insurance policy or the 
issuance of any such commitment shall be at the sole option and expense of the purchaser of the 
Bonds.  Any increased costs of issuance of the Bonds resulting from such purchase of insurance 
shall be paid by the purchaser, except that, if the City has requested and received a rating on the 
Bonds from a rating agency, the City will pay that rating fee.  Any other rating agency fees shall 
be the responsibility of the purchaser. 

 
 



Failure of the municipal bond insurer to issue the policy after Bonds have been awarded to the 
purchaser shall not constitute cause for failure or refusal by the purchaser to accept delivery on 
the Bonds. 

CUSIP NUMBERS 

If the Bonds qualify for assignment of CUSIP numbers such numbers will be printed on the 
Bonds, but neither the failure to print such numbers on any Bond nor any error with respect 
thereto will constitute cause for failure or refusal by the purchaser to accept delivery of the 
Bonds.  The CUSIP Service Bureau charge for the assignment of CUSIP identification numbers 
shall be paid by the purchaser. 

SETTLEMENT 

On or about December 15, 2010, the Bonds will be delivered without cost to the purchaser 
through DTC in New York, New York.  Delivery will be subject to receipt by the purchaser of an 
approving legal opinion of Dorsey & Whitney LLP of Minneapolis, Minnesota, and of 
customary closing papers, including a no-litigation certificate.  On the date of settlement, 
payment for the Bonds shall be made in federal, or equivalent, funds that shall be received at the 
offices of the City or its designee not later than 12:00 Noon, Central Time.  Unless compliance 
with the terms of payment for the Bonds has been made impossible by action of the City, or its 
agents, the purchaser shall be liable to the City for any loss suffered by the City by reason of the 
purchaser's non-compliance with said terms for payment. 

CONTINUING DISCLOSURE 

In accordance with SEC Rule 15c2-12(b)(5), the City will undertake, pursuant to the resolution 
awarding sale of the Bonds, to provide annual reports and notices of certain events.  A 
description of this undertaking is set forth in the Official Statement.  The purchaser's obligation 
to purchase the Bonds will be conditioned upon receiving evidence of this undertaking at or prior 
to delivery of the Bonds. 

OFFICIAL STATEMENT 

The City has authorized the preparation of an Official Statement containing pertinent information 
relative to the Bonds, and said Official Statement will serve as a nearly final Official Statement 
within the meaning of Rule 15c2-12 of the Securities and Exchange Commission.  For copies of 
the Official Statement or for any additional information prior to sale, any prospective purchaser 
is referred to the Financial Advisor to the City, Springsted Incorporated, 380 Jackson Street, 
Suite 300, Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101, telephone (651) 223-3000. 

The Official Statement, when further supplemented by an addendum or addenda specifying the 
maturity dates, principal amounts and interest rates of the Bonds, together with any other 
information required by law, shall constitute a “Final Official Statement” of the City with respect 
to the Bonds, as that term is defined in Rule 15c2-12.  By awarding the Bonds to any underwriter 
or underwriting syndicate submitting a proposal therefore, the City agrees that, no more than 
seven business days after the date of such award, it shall provide without cost to the senior 
managing underwriter of the syndicate to which the Bonds are awarded 250 copies of the 
Official Statement and the addendum or addenda described above.  The City designates the 
senior managing underwriter of the syndicate to which the Bonds are awarded as its agent for 
purposes of distributing copies of the Final Official Statement to each Participating Underwriter.  
 
 



Any underwriter delivering a proposal with respect to the Bonds agrees thereby that if its 
proposal is accepted by the City (i) it shall accept such designation and (ii) it shall enter into a 
contractual relationship with all Participating Underwriters of the Bonds for purposes of assuring 
the receipt by each such Participating Underwriter of the Final Official Statement. 

 
Adopted this 20th day of October, 2010 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 

 
______________________________ 
Greg Hunter, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________________ 
Douglas Sell, City Administrator 

 
 



$320,616.43
$26,273.57
$35,371.30

$7,066.75

$389,328.05

Steve Voss Kathy Paavola Greg Hunter Steve Channer Bill Boyer

Approved by Council Member:

Total to be Approved for Payment October 20, 2010

Bills to be Approved for Payment October 20, 2010
Electronic Payments

Payroll Fire Department - October 15, 2010
Payroll City Staff - October 14, 2010



City of East Bethel
October 20, 2010

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

Arena Operations Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 10993 Access Lock & Key 615 49851 244.66
Arena Operations Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 74556 Class C Components 615 49851 821.75
Arena Operations Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 11195891 Trane U.S. Inc. 615 49851 875.00
Arena Operations Concession for Resale 138272426 Midwest Coca Cola Bottling 615 49851 845.20
Arena Operations Concession for Resale 790917 The Watson Co, Inc. 615 49851 338.45
Arena Operations Motor Fuels 1035287067 Ferrellgas 615 49851 264.11
Arena Operations Professional Services Fees 26 Gibson's Management Company 615 49851 7,897.38
Arena Operations Telephone 100110 Qwest 615 49851 110.39
Assessing Professional Services Fees 3rd Qtr 2010 Kenneth A. Tolzmann 101 41550 11,348.73
Building Inspection Conferences/Meetings Sem Rev 8700 MN Dept Labor & Industry 101 42410 170.00
Building Inspection Other For Resale 34597117 Uline 101 42410 165.34
Cedar Creek Trail Project Architect/Engineering Fees 27312 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 402 43124 1,825.18
Central Services/Supplies Information Systems 210147 City of Roseville 101 48150 2,009.58
Central Services/Supplies Information Systems 40452 US Cable 101 48150 1,331.44
Central Services/Supplies Office Equipment Rental 160879227 Loffler Companies, Inc. 101 48150 500.80
Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 534359479001 Office Depot 101 48150 29.23
Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 535236448001 Office Depot 101 48150 14.03
Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 534378102001 Office Depot 101 48150 1.92
Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 534358850001 Office Depot 101 48150 19.88
Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 535571330001 Office Depot 101 48150 2.09
Central Services/Supplies Office Supplies 535570568001 Office Depot 101 48150 104.27
Central Services/Supplies Telephone 92810 Qwest 101 48150 231.41
Cty HRA Grant Utility System Architect/Engineering Fees 135431 Bolton & Menk, Inc. 228 22800 127,069.00
Cty HRA Grant Utility System Architect/Engineering Fees 135430 Bolton & Menk, Inc. 228 22800 2,607.50
Cty HRA Grant Utility System Legal Notices IQ 01775888 ECM Publishers, Inc. 228 22800 82.00
Cty HRA Grant Utility System Professional Services Fees 16948 Nagell Appraisal & Consulting 228 22800 500.00
Engineering Architect/Engineering Fees 27333 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 101 43110 1,503.40
Fire Department Conferences/Meetings 263 MSFCA Conference Fund 101 42210 200.00
Fire Department Fire Pension Contrib.-State 93010 East Bethel Fire Relief 101 42210 40,985.00
Fire Department Office Supplies 534729470001 Office Depot 101 42210 47.38
Fire Department Personnel Advertising PROFORMA East Bethel Fire Relief 231 42210 360.00
Fire Department Personnel Advertising 58000003382 FedEx Kinko's 231 42210 78.55
Fire Department Personnel Advertising 104668 Foremost Promotions 231 42210 530.00
Fire Department Personnel Advertising 102519 Foremost Promotions 231 42210 442.07
Fire Department Personnel Advertising 100025610 Soderquist's Market 231 42210 70.70
Fire Department Personnel Advertising 100055346 Soderquist's Market 231 42210 294.42
Fire Department Personnel Advertising 100010385 Soderquist's Market 231 42210 15.72
Fire Department Personnel/Labor Relations 797867 LexisNexis Occ Health Solution 101 42210 223.85
Fire Department Professional Services Fees 100110 City of East Bethel 231 42210 1,666.67
Fire Department Professional Services Fees 16541 Med Compass, Inc. 101 42210 75.00
Fire Department Safety Supplies 80483602 Bound Tree Medical, LLC 101 42210 79.31
Fire Department Safety Supplies 80469661 Bound Tree Medical, LLC 101 42210 293.48
Fire Department Small Tools and Minor Equip 48342676 Hewlett-Packard Company 231 42210 1,066.62
Fire Department Small Tools and Minor Equip 48379070 Hewlett-Packard Company 231 42210 25.71
Fire Department Small Tools and Minor Equip 111038557 Physio-Control, Inc. 101 42210 97.52
Fire Department Small Tools and Minor Equip 111038557 Physio-Control, Inc. 227 42210 1,800.00
Fire Department Small Tools and Minor Equip B00143047 SHI 231 42210 1,417.24
Fire Department Small Tools and Minor Equip B00145133 SHI 231 42210 171.88
Fire Department Telephone 92810 Qwest 101 42210 349.50
Fire Department Travel Expenses 100110 Janet Haapoja 101 42210 12.00
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 470531883 Cintas Corporation #470 101 41940 19.85
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 14653 GHP Enterprises, Inc. 101 41940 368.72



City of East Bethel
October 20, 2010

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 455408-09-10 Premium Waters, Inc. 101 41940 11.00
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 115246 Robert B. Hill Company 101 41940 19.24
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 10292 Skyhawk Electric 101 41940 2,479.32
General Govt Buildings/Plant Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 10286 Skyhawk Electric 101 41940 2,559.52
Legal Legal Fees 92910 Carson, Clelland & Schreder 101 41610 7,125.56
Legal Legal Fees 101210 Randall and Goodrich, P.L.C. 101 41610 2,669.25
Mayor/City Council Commissions and Boards 2010 MN Department of Commerce 101 41110 110.00
Mayor/City Council Commissions and Boards 40269 Sunrise River WMO 101 41110 636.14
MSA Street Construction Architect/Engineering Fees 27332 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 402 40200 956.40
MSA Street Construction Architect/Engineering Fees 27313 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 402 40200 407.90
Park Acquisition/Development Architect/Engineering Fees 27313 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 404 40400 1,359.68
Park Acquisition/Development Park/Landscaping Materials 1011250 Cemstone Products Company 404 40400 397.58
Park Acquisition/Development Park/Landscaping Materials 1014927 Cemstone Products Company 404 40400 447.00
Park Acquisition/Development Park/Landscaping Materials 13320 Central Wood Products 404 40400 1,923.75
Park Acquisition/Development Park/Landscaping Materials 220358 S & S Industrial Supply 404 40400 17.11
Park Acquisition/Development Park/Landscaping Materials 220078 S & S Industrial Supply 404 40400 2.94
Park Capital Projects Improvements Other Than Bldgs 790216 GameTime 407 40700 4,553.02
Park Capital Projects Improvements Other Than Bldgs 7780 Great Northern Landscapes, Inc 407 40700 2,639.00
Park Maintenance Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 55960643 John Deere Landscapes 101 43201 4.34
Park Maintenance Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 80054 Menards Cambridge 101 43201 41.85
Park Maintenance Bldg/Facility Repair Supplies 80352 Menards Cambridge 101 43201 58.73
Park Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 470535194 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43201 49.93
Park Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 470531884 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43201 23.23
Park Maintenance Motor Vehicles Parts K064570/S D.B. Koppy 101 43201 76.21
Park Maintenance Other Equipment Rentals 41269 Jimmy's Johnnys, Inc. 101 43201 797.43
Park Maintenance Park & Landscape Services 7781 Great Northern Landscapes, Inc 101 43201 70.38
Payroll Insurance Premiums 40452 MN NCPERS Life Ins 101 144.00
Payroll Union Dues 40452 MN Teamsters No. 320 101 642.35
Planning and Zoning Architect/Engineering Fees 27331 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 864 344.00
Planning and Zoning Legal Fees 101210 Randall and Goodrich, P.L.C. 911 494.00
Planning and Zoning Legal Fees 101210 Randall and Goodrich, P.L.C. 921 194.75
Planning and Zoning Legal Fees 101210 Randall and Goodrich, P.L.C. 864 771.25
Police Professional Services Fees 90480 Gopher State One-Call 101 42110 1.45
Police Professional Services Fees 80110 Gratitude Farms 101 42110 50.00
Police Professional Services Fees 90110 Gratitude Farms 101 42110 50.00
Police Professional Services Fees 100110 Gratitude Farms 101 42110 270.81
Recycling Operations Hazardous Waste Disposal 1295425 Green Lights Recycling, Inc. 226 43235 146.89
Recycling Operations Professional Services Fees 40452 Cedar East Bethel Lions 226 43235 1,000.00
Recycling Operations Refuse Removal 73058 J.R.'s Advanced Recyclers 226 43235 1,636.00
Recycling Operations Refuse Removal 253645684 Shred-it 226 43235 620.00
Recycling Operations Travel Expenses 100110 Janet Haapoja 226 43235 21.50
Sewer Operations Legal Fees 27333 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 602 49451 1,268.64
Sewer Operations Professional Services Fees 76904 Utility Consultants, Inc. 602 49451 535.62
Street Capital Projects Architect/Engineering Fees 27313 Hakanson Anderson Assoc. Inc. 406 40600 2,352.66
Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 470535194 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43220 26.48
Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 470531884 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43220 26.48
Street Maintenance Bldgs/Facilities Repair/Maint 455408-09-10 Premium Waters, Inc. 101 43220 11.00
Street Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 470535194 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43220 49.36
Street Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 470531884 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43220 52.71
Street Maintenance Clothing & Personal Equipment 470531884 Cintas Corporation #470 101 43220 45.86
Street Maintenance Conferences/Meetings 1174870 University of MN 101 43220 70.00
Street Maintenance Motor Vehicle Services (Lic'd) 40972 Hayford Ford 101 43220 548.87



City of East Bethel
October 20, 2010

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

Street Maintenance Street Maint Services 11845 Bjorklund Trucking 101 43220 34,411.08
Street Maintenance Telephone 92810 Qwest 101 43220 67.72
Water Utility Operations Telephone 100110 Qwest 601 49401 108.15
Whispering Aspen Well Project Architect/Engineering Fees 1003105 Wenck Associates, Inc. 432 43200 1,250.00
Whispering Aspen Well Project Improvements Other Than Bldgs Pay Est #6 Municipal Builders, Inc. 432 43200 11,662.31

Sales Tax Payable 3rd Qtr 2010 Minnesota Dept of Revenue 101 214.00
Surcharge Remittance 3rd Qtr 2010 MN Dept Labor & Industry 101 1,049.81
Unclaimed Property 2010 MN Department of Commerce 101 19,438.24

$320,616.43



City of East Bethel
October 20, 2010

 Payment Summary

Department Description Invoice Vendor Fund Dept Amount

$5,979.05
$5,359.78
$1,730.82
$6,653.12
$2,196.57
$4,354.23

$26,273.57

FICA Tax Withholding
State Withholding
MSRS

Electronic Payments - Payroll

PERA
Federal Withholding
Medicare Withholding



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 6.0 A-G 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Consent Agenda 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approving Consent Agenda as presented 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Item A 
 Bills/Claims 
 
Item B 
 Meeting Minutes, October 6, 2010 Regular City Council  
Meeting minutes from the October 6, 2010 Regular City Council Meeting are attached for your 
review and approval. 
 
Item C 
 Resolution 2010-62 Declaring November Homelessness Awareness Month 
The Anoka County Community Continuum of Care is partnering with the state business plan, 
Heading Home Minnesota, by developing it’s own Ten-Year Plan to End Homelessness in 
Anoka County.  They seek to raise awareness of the issues surrounding homelessness and 
encourage community participation by sponsoring a variety of events, including a countywide 
sleep-out in November.  In the spirit of supporting the Hearing Home Anoka Vision, the 
committee supports the community regarding homelessness issues throughout the coming year.  

  
At the end of October, the Anoka County Board of Commissioners will be proclaiming 
November, Homelessness Awareness Month.  The Anoka County Community Continuum of 
Care goal is to have each city in Anoka County join the effort to promote public awareness of 
homelessness and have their City also proclaim November, Homelessness Awareness Month.   
 
Item D 
 Request for dismissal of a Firefighter 
City staff recommends dismissal of Firefighter Jamie Ostmoe from the East Bethel Fire 
Department for failure to return from a leave of absence.  
 
Personnel Policy 7.11 allows employees to request a leave of absence without compensation for 
up to six months. On March 4, 2010, Firefighter Ostmoe requested a personal leave of absence. 
The Leave of Absence without compensation was granted by the City Administrator for March 
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City Council 
Agenda Information 



4, 2010 through September 2, 2010. Firefighter Ostmoe was required to notify the Fire Chief of 
his intent to return five (5) work days prior to September 2, 2010. Firefighter Ostmoe failed to 
contact the Fire Chief.  
 
A letter, dated August 31, 2010 was mailed to Firefighter Ostmoe requesting him to contact the 
Fire Chief. Once again, Firefighter Ostmoe did not contact the Chief. A second letter dated 
September 13, 2010, asked Firefighter Ostmoe to contact the Fire Chief by Monday, September 
27, 2010 to discuss his return to the Fire Department. Firefighter Ostmoe failed to contact the 
Fire Chief.   
 
Firefighter Ostmoe was given the right to respond to his pending termination orally or in writing 
or appear personally before the East Bethel City Council. A letter was mailed to the Firefighter 
Ostmoe on September 29, 2010 explaining his rights and asking him to contact Ms. Tammy 
Schutta, Assistant City Administrator/HR Director by October 11, 2010, if he chose to appear 
before the City Council. To date, Firefighter Ostmoe has not contacted City staff.  
 
Item E 
 Resolution 2010-63 Setting Special Meeting Date to Canvass General Election Results 
The City Council as the Election Canvassing Board, is required to canvass the results of the 
general election between the 3rd and 10th day following general election per Minn. Stat. 
§204C.33, subd. 1; §205.185, subd. 3. 
 
Staff is suggesting Council adopts Resolution 2010-XX Setting a Special Meeting Date for 
Wednesday, November 10, 2010 at 7:30 PM to Canvass the General Election results.  Should 
Council prefer to set the date of this meeting sooner, the only restraint is that it cannot legally 
hold the meeting prior to Friday, November 5, 2010.  
 
Item F 
 Resolution 2010-64 Declaring 1989 Ford Rescue Truck Surplus Property 
The 1989 Ford Rescue Truck has outlived it useful life. It was purchased as a used piece of 
equipment and now requires repairs that exceed its value. The truck has been replaced and has 
been deactivated.  
 
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution 2010-XX declaring it equipment as surplus and 
directing the equipment be auctioned. 
 
Item G 
 Norlyn Farms Shoulder Work 
Norlyn Farms public improvements, except for road shouldering, were accepted per City 
Resolution 2008-89 subject to warranty provisions contained in the developer’s agreement.  A 
separate LOC was established to cover the required shoulder construction.   
 
Staff forwarded a letter to the developer, advising that the shoulders needed to be constructed 
and seeded, fertilized and mulched on or before May 14, 2010. The developer did not meet the 
required deadline therefore the City did drawn down letter of credit 9007000/405 in the amount 
of $3,000. Staff also advised the developer that this work would be contracted and the costs 
would be financed by the letter of credit draw. Two quotes were obtained for the shoulder work. 
The quotes are as follows: 
 
Dirtworks, Inc   $2,370 
Rum River Contracting $3,900 
 



Staff recommends council approve the quote to Dirtworks, Inc to complete the shoulder work on 
Norlyn Farms per the developer’s agreement. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
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 

October 6, 2010 
 

The East Bethel City Council met on October 6, 2010 at 7:30 PM for their regular meeting at City Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:     Bill Boyer              Steven Channer Greg Hunter  

Kathy Paavola  Steve Voss 
 
ALSO PRESENT:    Douglas Sell, City Administrator 
    Tammy Schutta, Asst. City Administrator/HR Director 
    Rita Pierce, Director of Fiscal and Support Services 
    Jack Davis, Public Works Manager 
    Jerry Randall, City Attorney 

Craig Jochum, City Engineer 
            
Call to Order 
 
 
Adopt Agenda 

The October 6, 2010 City Council meeting was called to order by Mayor Hunter at 7:30 
PM.  
 
Boyer made a motion to approve the October 6, 2010 City Council agenda. Paavola 
seconded. Channer requested to have Consent Item 6.0 E Resolution 2010-60 Temporary 
Permission to Accrue Excess Vacation to be addressed as a separate item immediately 
following the consent agenda.  Sell said and we have the addition of Consent Item 6.0 F, 
Appoint Election Judges for the General Election. Boyer amended his motion adding 6.0 F 
Appointing the Election Judges for the General Election and removing item 6.0 E 
Resolution 2010-60 Temporary Permission to Accrue Excess Vacation from the 
Consent Agenda to be addressed immediately following the consent agenda.  Paavola 
seconded the amended agenda; all in favor, motion carries.  
 

 
 

Sell explained that the City Council has ordered a pubic hearing for Project 1 Phase One of 
the City’s municipal utility project.  Mr. Kreg Schmidt of Bolton and Menk, the City’s 
consulting engineer on this project, will make a presentation regarding the project; the 
Mayor will have several comments regarding the conduct of the hearing; the Mayor will 
open the hearing; and the Council will take comments and questions. 
 
Following the hearing, the City Council will discuss the options. 
 
Schmidt said it is great to be here tonight to discuss Phase 1, Project 1 of the City’s 
municipal utility project.  He said first he wants to explain why we are here.  Schmidt said 
we are here to present Phase 1, Project 1 scope to the benefitting and affected properties.  He 
said we will present the estimated financing and funding parameters, we will take testimony 
and questions from audience, respond to testimony and questions and City Council will 
consider authorizing preparation of Plans and Specifications for Phase 1, Project 1.   
 
Schmidt said what we are not here for tonight is to levy the final assessments (that will be 
the end of 2012 with the payments beginning spring of 2013), award construction contracts, 
sell bonds and all future actions.   
 
Schmidt said the remaining future City Council actions are to hold the Public Hearing 
(tonight), authorize preparation of plans and specifications (considered tonight), accept plans 
and specifications, authorize advertisement for bids, receive bids and award construction 
contract, construct project (2011-2012), hold public hearing for assessments (fall 2012), 
adopt final assessments (fall 2012 for payable beginning 2013).  
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Schmidt explained the Phase 1, Project 1 location generally includes the SW ¼ of the Phase 
1 service area described in the “Facility Plan for Utility Infrastructure Needs”.  He said it is 
generally located in the following corridor: ¼ to ½ mile west of TH 65 from 185th Ave NE 
to Viking Blvd.  Schmidt explained that the overall municipal utility phasing plan has four 
phases and phase 1A is Coon Lake Beach.  
 
Schmidt said the sanitary sewer system includes components funded by both the City and 
Metropolitan Council Environmental Services (MCES). He said the map shows the overall 
project area.  He said East Bethel will fund the trunk sanitary sewer and lateral sanitary 
sewer lines.  MCES will fund the Waste Water Reclamation Facility (WWRF), Interceptor 
Sewer and WWRF Discharge Piping and Rapid Infiltration Basins (RIBs).  Schmidt showed 
the overall Project 1 Area which included the WWRF, City Trunk Sanitary Sewer, MCES 
Interceptor, MCES Discharge and the City Lateral Sanitary Sewer.  He showed the project 
area for the Sanitary Sewer Discharge Piping and RIBs that would be done by MCES.  
Schmidt showed the project area for the WWRF that would be done by MCES.  He showed 
the project area for the WWRF Discharge Piping within the Project 1 area that would be 
done by MCES.  Schmidt showed the WWRF Discharge Piping and RIBs Outside the 
Project 1 area that would be done by MCES.  He showed the project area for the Interceptor 
Sewer that would be done by the MCES with City Cost share.  Schmidt showed the project 
area for the Trunk Sewer System that would be done by the City.  He showed the project 
area for the Lateral Sewer System that would be done by the City.   
 
Schmidt explained that proposed the financing and funding for the sanitary sewer is as 
follows: 
 
Cost Apportionment: 
- Sanitary Sewer Cost Summary: 
Total City Interceptor Project Cost                                             $2,200,000 
Total Trunk Sewer System Cost (Includes Land/Easement)      $1,328,651 
Subtotal Trunk Sewer System Cost                                            $3,528,651 
Lateral Sewer System Cost (Includes Rest)                               $   976,361 
Total Sewer System Project Cost*                                             $4,504,971 
*Does Not Include MCES Sanitary Sewer Related Costs of $18M-$25.5M 
 
Schmidt said the proposed Water System includes several components funded through the 
City, production wells, water treatment facility (WTF), water tower, trunk watermain and 
lateral watermain. He showed a map of the overall Project 1 Water System including the 
proposed water treatment facility (WTF), proposed water tower, proposed wells, proposed 
hydrants, proposed valves, hydrants leads, trunk watermain and lateral watermain.  
 
Schmidt said for the Water System Components, the production wells, the available sources 
are the Drift which is susceptible to contamination from high ground water and sand soil, 
then below that is the Fig, which is the most viable source and below that is the Mt. Simon 
which is statutorily limited to by the DNR to what you can drill from it.  He said right now 
we will drill 2 FIG wells initially with a total estimated capacity of 600 to 800 gpm capacity 
which is adequate for system initiation.  
 
Schmidt said the second Water System Component is the Water Treatment Facility (WTF).  
He said the initial capacity is 1500 gpm and the ultimate capacity is 5000 gpm.  Schmidt said 
the initial treatment provided is iron and manganese removal and then eventually reverse 
osmosis softening will need to be included.  He said the WWRF discharge reuse requires 
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control of effluent chloride concentrations and due to hardness of water supply, users 
typically use  on-site softening. Schmidt said softening will be required when MCES reuse 
system is implemented and use of on-site softening by customers connected to the sewer 
system at that time will be prohibited.   
 
Schmidt said the Water Tower will provide system pressure, consistent supply during 
variable demand periods and volume for fire flow. He said the proposed tower will have a 
capacity of 500,000 gallons. Schmidt said we have proposed a Water Spheroid style versus a 
Composite because of a cost savings of $800,000. He said the service elevation is 1075 (40-
80 psi operating pressure.) Schmidt showed the project area for the water system including 
the wells, WTF and tower location for Phase 1, Project 1. He showed the project area for the 
trunk water system including hydrant leads, trunk watermain, proposed hydrants and 
proposed valves.  Schmidt showed the project area for the lateral water system including the 
lateral watermain.   
 
Schmidt explained that the proposed financing and funding for the water system is as 
follows: 
 
Cost Apportionment: 
- Water System Cost Summary: 

Total Trunk Pipe Project Cost (Includes Ease.)                          $2,701,469 
Total Lateral Pipe Project Cost (Includes Rest.)                         $1,000,902 
Subtotal Distribution System Project Cost                                  $3,702,371 
Total Water Treatment Facility Project Cost                               $5,541,280 
Total Water Tower Project Cost                                                  $   938,100 
Estimated Total Land/Easement Cost                                          $  550,000 
Subtotal Facility Project Cost                                                      $8,091,380 
Total Water System Project Cost                                            $11,793,751 
 
Schmidt explained that street restoration would be completed on all streets disturbed by 
utility construction. He said parameters would be the new pavement sections would be in 
accordance with City standards and replaced at the same width and features as the existing. 
Schmidt said all cost will be included in the lateral sanitary sewer and water system costs. 
He said the cost of street restoration is estimated at $915,000.  The streets that would need 
restoration are Buchanan, Ulysses, 185th Avenue and 187th Lane.   
 
Schmidt explained that property and easement acquisition would be needed for interceptors, 
WWRF discharge piping, sanitary sewer and the water system and facilities. He said we 
would need permanent and temporary easements. Schmidt said we would try to locate as 
many utilities in the existing right-of-way as practicable and the City and MCES utilities in 
the same corridor to the extent that is practicable.  He said the cost apportionment is based 
on the user of corridor for a total cost estimate of $667,000. Schmidt said there are fifteen 
(15) parcels and nine (9) owners.  
 
Schmidt explained financing and funding. He said the proposed financing components 
include some or all of the following: for the Sanitary Sewer System there are Chapter 429 
Bonds, Chapter 444 Bonds, Build America Bonds (BAB), and Revenue Bonds.  Schmidt 
said for the Water System there are Recovery Zone Economic Development Bonds (RZED), 
Chapter 429 Bonds, Chapter 444 Bonds, Build America Bonds and Revenue Bonds.  He said 
funding is debt service for the proposed project costs and are proposed to be recaptured 
through an overall charge system including: 1) Lateral Benefit Assessment; 2) Lateral 
Benefit Availability Charge; 3) Trunk Availability Charge; 4) Trunk Charge; 5) Water 
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Facility Availability Charge; 6) Water Facility Charge; 7) User Charges and 8) Future 
Internal Lateral Project Costs (Future).   
 
Schmidt explained that there are three parcel categories used for apportionment, Category 1: 
Parcels located adjacent to lateral or trunk facilities including service lines; Category 2: 
Parcels located adjacent to trunk or lateral facilities that require future lateral projects for 
service and Category 3: Parcels not located adjacent to lateral or trunk facilities that will 
require future lateral projects to provide service.  Schmidt showed the project area with the 
parcel categories on it.   
 
Schmidt said that charges incurred by Project 1 parcels for financing and funding for Project 
1 parcels in Category 1 would be as follows: Lateral Benefit Assessment, Trunk Availability 
Charge, Trunk Charge, Water Facility Availability Charge, Water Facility Charge and User 
Charges.   He said charges incurred by Project 1 parcels for Category 2 would be Lateral 
Benefit Availability Charge, Trunk Availability Charge, Trunk Charge, Water Facility 
Availability Charge, Water Facility Charge, User Charges and Future Internal Later Project 
Costs (Future Cost).  Schmidt said there are no Category 3 parcels associated with Phase 1, 
Project 1.   
 
Schmidt said in the cost apportionment methodology for Estimated Equivalent Residential 
Units (ERUs) are defined as Typical Single Family Household Uses of Water and Sewer 
System.  He said ERUs are calculated based on potentially developable lots per acre based 
on the City zoning ordinance in effect at the time that the charges are levied and land use in 
general conformance with Sewer Availability Charge Procedure Manual as published by the 
MCES.  Schmidt explained that an ERUs  in R-1 Residential Parcel: 3 ERU/Acre, 
Undeveloped Larger Commercial Parcels B-3: 3 ERU/Acre, Developed Commercial Parcels: 
MCES SAC Manual, Undeveloped Small Commercial Parcels: Comparative to Developed 
Parcels in the Area and “Big Box” Site: Based on Likely End Users.  He said a big box 
discount retailer would be estimated total ERU: 40, big box discount retailer with grocery 
ERU: 60, Grocery Store ERU: 30, C-Store with 2 bay car wash ERU: 25, 15,000 SF Strip 
Mall ERU: 5, Fast Food ERU: 5, Sit down Restaurant ERU: 25 and a Bank ERU: 3.   
 
Schmidt said the estimated unit distribution approximates the distribution in the “Facility 
Plan” and is adjusted for the Project 1 land uses characterized.  He said total Phase 1, Project 
1 approximate ERUs = 580 and Total Phase 1 ERUs = 4162.  
 
Schmidt said the estimated unit distribution timing is Category 1 units connected to the 
system becomes operational over 2 years (2013-2014) – required by the City, existing 
residential Category 2 units in Project 1 connected to the system over 5 years (2015-2019), 
new (undeveloped) Category 2 units in Project 1 connected to the system over 5 years 
(2015-2019), remaining new (undeveloped) Phase 1 Category 2 Units Connected to the 
system over 30 years (2015-2044) and remaining existing Phase 1, Category 2 Units 
connected to the system over 10 years (2030-2039).   
 
Schmidt explained the ERU Unit Distribution Parameters as shown in the table below: 
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Schmidt said the cash flow analysis assumes the following parameters: unit distribution as 
described, parcels incur charges as described, water improvements in the amount of 
$11,465,000 financed with RZED Bonds at 2.48% (4.5% discounted by 45%) for 20 years 
(expires at end of 2010), remaining water improvements financed with other types of bonds 
at 4.5% for 20 years and sewer improvements financed with other types of bonds at 4.5% for 
20 years.  
 
Schmidt explained that the initial charges are recommended based on project costs and cash 
flow needs as shown in the following chart:  
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Schmidt explained that the general cash flow analysis results are sewer and water funds are 
generally supported by the charge system and during the early years of system 
implementation, expenses and revenues are closely correlated.  He said debt structure in the 
early years is key (fiscal consultant to optimize structure) and the model has flexibility in 
charge system (can be modified as desired).   
 
Schmidt explained that the Charge Summary has 22 assessed parcels with 16 owners.  He 
said we have 10 availability charge parcels with 6 owners.  He explained the Charge 
Summary Table.    
 
Schmidt explained that the Project 1 assessment and availability charges revised are 20 years 
at 5.5%, $1,184,000 assessed, 149 Water ERUs, 147 Sewer ERUs, 22 Parcels and 16 
Owners.   He said for future availability charges that would be at the developer’s agreement 
stage it is estimated to be $2,574,000 with 429 Water and Sewer ERUs, 10 Parcels and 6 
Owners.    
 
Schmidt explained the combined sewer and water charges/ERU (without MCES SAC 
Charges) are: 
                                                             Per ERU                                    Per ERU 
Parcel Category                      Est. In Feasibility Study            Estimated in Facility Plan 
Category 1                                         $13,600                              $16,735-$19,920 
Category 2*                                         $11,600                              $10,355-$13,530 
Category 3*                                          $5,600                                $1,970-$2,535   
* Does not Include Future Lateral Sewer and Water Costs for Category 2 and Category 3 
Units 
 
Schmidt explained the combined sewer and water charges /ERU (with MCES SAC Charges 
estimated at $3,400) are: 
 
Per ERU                                    Per ERU 
Parcel Category                      Est. In Feasibility Study            Estimated in Facility Plan 
Category 1                                           $17,000                              $20,135-$23,320 
Category 2*                                         $15,000                              $13,755-$16,930 
Category 3*                                          $9,000                                $5,370-$5,935   
* Does not Include Future Lateral Sewer and Water Costs 
 
Schmidt explained that there are many different ways that this could be done as far as 
assessments.  He said the City will have to hold different hearings with the properties owners 
on that portion, that will be at a later time.   Schmidt said we have recommended that the 
City look at a 5 year payment for the remaining sewer and water connection charges.   He 
said they will have to discuss that with their bond counsel. Schmidt said the MCES SAC 
charge is not financed, it is an upfront cost.   He said but we did try to show the difference 
with a 5 year payment for the remaining connection charge.   
 
Mayor Hunter welcomed everyone.  He said he is going to open the Public Hearing on 
Project 1, Phase 1 of the City of East Bethel Municipal Utility Project.  Hunter said he is 
going to set a few rules to make this go smoothly.  First, please step up to the microphone 
and state you name and address for the record.  We ask that you spell your last name for the 
clerk.  Please limit your comments to 3 minutes until everyone has had to a chance to speak.  
And, please respect staff, consultants and neighbors.  Hunter said the project is from Co. 
Road 22 to 181st Avenue on Highway 65.   
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Tom Ronning of 20941 Taylor Street NE asked can you go back to where you identified the 
costs, the financing and funding slide where it starts with $4000 lateral benefit, how much is 
imposed and how much is voluntary.  He said all along we have been told this is voluntary, 
and what is the lateral advantage.  Schmidt said the lateral benefit component is if someone 
does a project that requires sewer then the cost will be $3,000 per residential unit. Ronning 
said the lateral assessment to him is a bill.  Schmidt said what is shown here in light blue; 
those parcels will receive lateral benefit assessment availability charges.  Ronning said let’s 
assume they are tight, cheap, they don’t want anything to do with it. Schmidt said it will 
happen with development.  Ronning said we will have a lot of pipe in the ground not being 
used.  He said it looks like we are running about 75 miles of trunk line.  Schmidt said it is a 
total 75 miles of trunk system throughout the whole area. He said when this was originally 
done the trunk system was laid out for the whole area.  Ronning asked him to estimate the 
total mileage.  Sell said about 12 ½ miles.  Ronning said so if you don’t want to hook up you 
don’t have to. Schmidt said the only proposed assessments are for the parcels in orange.  
Ronning said so they are assessed and they pay, they all want it.  Voss said well that is why 
we are here tonight, to talk about this.   
 
Gordon Hoppe of 18530 Buchanan Street NE asked how are you determining the ERUs.  He 
asked is it square footage, how about warehouse.  Schmidt said it is based on SAC units.  He 
said if there is an issue we can look at it.  Hoppe said he is property number 31 and he has 
two employees.  He said he is being charged 2 ERUs for two employees.  Schmidt said that 
is part of the problem for these commercial buildings. He said if there are some things that 
they should change, we can talk about it. Schmidt said if they should be changed, we can 
talk to Council about it. Hoppe said and he is paying for two portions of the road.  Schmidt 
said yes, that is correct.  He said most of the units are two or above, that is how all the costs 
are split up. Schmidt said the larger the building it translates to how the units are split up. 
Hoppe said he doesn’t do laundry, the guys don’t’ shower, he installs septic systems.  
Schmidt said if we were going to go by square footage, how are we going to do that.  Voss 
asked do we discuss this at the assessment hearings.  Schmidt said we do discuss this usually 
before the assessment hearing.   
 
Sarah Udvig of 4249 Viking Blvd. NW said she is here on behalf of Peter Perovich who is 
running for State Senate.  She said he asked her to read a statement on his behalf.  She read 
his statement.     
 
Phil Olmon of 7427 181st Avenue said he is here to make a statement for Laurie Olmon who 
is running for State Representative.  Boyer said he is not okay with this; you are turning this 
into free campaigning for people.  Voss asked is she a resident of East Bethel.  Olmon said 
no, she isn’t, but she asked to make a statement.  He read her statement.   
 
Dale Voltin of 190 Grove Road Ne asked is this public hearing for Project 1, Phase 1 or does 
this also include the Resolution 2010-57 listed to order the project.  Hunter said that is the 
next step in the process.  Voltin asked do you have a copy of the resolution, because 
paragraph 1.2, if you read that entirely and interpret it, you are authorizing the sewer to the 
east of Highway 65 and it includes the Coon Lake Beach Area. Schmidt determined that 
Voltin pulled this piece of information from the Feasibility Study, which describes the entire 
project location.  This is not included in the resolution.  Boyer assured Voltin they would 
read the entire resolution to the audience when it came up on the agenda so that they would 
know the contents of the resolution.  Voltin was also given a copy of the resolution to 
review.   
 
Don Kveton of Village Bank at 18770 Highway 65 NE said he was a big advocate of project 
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all along until he saw the numbers.  He said he thinks the City has done a poor job of not 
having neighborhood meetings and talking about it.  Kveton said he is not seeing it here; he 
got this notice in the end of September.  He said he thinks every business in this area is not 
doing as well as they were four or five years ago.  Kveton said he doesn’t see one person in 
this crowd tonight that looks happy and he know it is not their problem today, but it will be 
their problem in the future.   
 
Harley Hansen of 1960 221st Avenue NE said he is just a taxpayer but he would like to read 
stuff out that are just facts, these are taken from Met Council and he would like to address 
the taxpayers and business owners.  He said tell you what, he personally thinks we got 
hoodwinked, heard that the other day, he was told by his granddaughter what it meant,  
Hansen said it means tricked, lead to be believed, lied.  He said he will leave it up to these 
people to decide, read the transcripts from the Met Council public hearings. Hansen said he 
has made trips to businesses to substantiate the facts. He said he knows he will pay dearly 
for this.  
 
Hansen said the tricks we were lead to believe all started when the City saw that the theatre 
and gas station wanted to update their sewer. He said several people documented didn’t want 
it, they said no cost, Met Council will pay for it, well give him a blank check he will sign it. 
Harley asked is that what you are asking him as a taxpayer.  He said on page 74, it was said 
East Bethel in 2030 will be looking at 1 million more people, a lot of us won’t even be 
around. Harley said it state the theatre says they have to pump their sewer everyday. He said 
he talked to the owner, and they said they do this maybe one a month at high density time. 
Harley said the bottom line is if any one of you guys had a failed system you would put a 
lock on the door the same day.  He said you promised sewer and water to them, that is what 
you did.  Harley said he talked to people behind them, they can’t afford it, they said they are 
not going to move. He said it is a snowballing thing, when it gets hot we will see.  
 
Harley said a Council Member owns property in that area. All Council Members were asked 
if they owned property in the area of Project 1, Phase 1.  All Council Members answered no.  
Harley said a Council Member said we only take three bids, three bids is all we take, even if 
they are all the same bidders, no competition, this price fixing.  Voss said he brought the 
reference at a meeting that there are only a few contractors that do some of this work, not 
that we would only take so many bids.  Hunter said he has to ask you to finish up; he set 
some limits so that everyone gets a chance to get some time.  Harley said he would say the 
City Council has to change. He said comments from the council meeting is they don’t care 
what other cities have done; it is the taxpayers who are paying for it, you and I.  Harley 
asked is anyone watching the East Bethel bucket, $11,000,000 bond, that is $2,5 million 
each for each Council Member, he hopes you each saved money for a jail bond.  Schmidt 
said he wants everyone to note that all bidding will be done by public bid, following all the 
rules of the State of Minnesota.   
 
Mike Stokes of 218 Hawthorne Road NE said he has been lucky to be neighbors with 
Council Member Paavola.  He asked who did the appraisals for the properties that we need 
to get easements from.  Schmidt said those are just estimates for now.  Stokes said he read 
something in the Anoka County Union that we are going to have to put in 118 to 181 low 
income housing units as part of this project.  Sell said that is something entirely different, 
which is part of the Livable Communities Act Program.   He said this has nothing to do with 
this project.  Stokes said given the amount of density you are looking at for this project he 
would think it does. He asked do the businesses want this project.  Stokes asked there was a 
survey done and he has looked for it and not been able to find it, is there some way he can 
get that survey.  Sell said there was a survey done by Maxfield and Associates and he would 
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be happy to share a copy with him.  
 
Paulette Rickey of 18689 Buchanan Street NE said there are two businesses that want this, 
that can afford this.  She said you just made the comment “Let’s make sure this is financially 
feasible for everyone.”  Paulette said we can’t afford this, so why are you pushing this at us.   
 
Bruce Roles of 21853 Quincy Street NE said there are multiple issues here.  He said he 
understands there were business owners that needed sewer and got all excited that Met 
Council would pay for sewer, but then all of a sudden there comes a multi-million dollar 
water system also.  Roles said that was kind of a public secret. He said to the point made of 
the secrets going on, you say only the people that hook up are going to pay for it, you need 
to adjust your growth plan to figure this out.  Roles said when you put a system like this in 
with the charges tied to it, why wouldn’t the businesses move to Ham Lake or go right over 
us where they don’t have to pay for it.  He said and then you say the residents won’t have to 
pay for it, like heck, he will have to pay for it, because they won’t come here.  Roles said 
forget about all this other grand stuff and get realist and do something that will serve what 
we really need.  Boyer asked do you think you pay more taxes then he does.  Roles said no 
he doesn’t, but he doesn’t want to pay for this when it fails.   
 
Glenn Terry of 22800 Sandy Drive NE said he doesn’t believe in the benevolence of the Met 
Council to propose a system like this and looking at doing an expansion to Coon Lake and 
up north, they are investing in this for a reason.  He said and that is because you can take 
people that have a well and water and then you can require them to hook up and water is a 
commodity and this is not practicable for people that have to pay bills. Terry said you have 
think about what is the need and not get caught up in the carrot in the face approach.   
 
Josh Sturman of 226 Elm Road NE said it sounds like there are excess costs and indicators 
of going outside of what is necessary. He said you are supposed to be the representative 
body of your constituents, and from what he has seen you aren’t doing that.  
 
Jim Fagin of 422 Elm Road NE said he wants to speak and support what he has heard.  He 
said he works in commercial roofing; he works with Welsh Property Management and they 
have properties that are vacant, and they have to fill up before people are going to move out 
here. Fagin said he moved out here to have his own well and septic, he likes being able to 
turn on his own water whenever he wants to, not being told when to turn it on and off.  He 
asked where are we going to get the money for such a gargantuan project. 
 
Richard Lawrence of 455 Sims Road NE said he would like to see some more numbers on 
what it really will cost.  He said he would like to see the cost on laterals, trunks and hook 
ups, but we are not really seeing what it will cost. Lawrence said we had people here 
complaining about the cost of their water bills in the northern area here for one ERU of 
$725.  Boyer said and it wasn’t true, staff looked it up.  Lawrence asked so the theatre would 
be 20 ERUs. He said and even if it would only cost $300 per ERU, no one understands really 
what they would be paying.  Lawrence said this one gentleman that has two employees 
would be paying for two ERUs, that is outrageous.  He said he talked to the Met Council and 
they told him no matter what when the water goes by you have to hook up.   
 
Hunter said the Met Council is only doing the plant; we are doing the lateral lines, etc. 
Lawrence said they told him you would have to hook up.  Hunter said they will not control 
the system. Lawrence said he asked them who hooks up and they said everyone.  He said we 
are taking out a bond and it has to be paid back.  Lawrence said they told him they need their 
money back.  Voss said they do not have the availability to do that.  Sell said they were 
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saying they have to pay a SAC charge to hook up the system.  Lawrence said for the people 
here they obviously they don’t like it because it is expensive.  He said they told them for this 
type of project, it is one of the biggest and it is expensive. Hunter said this project they are 
proposing is almost to a drinking water level.  Lawrence asked who pays for the 
maintenance once it is built.  Schmidt said it will be completely Met Council. He said for the 
City part of sewer and water, it will be the City and it is figured in the cash flow.  Lawrence 
said so this will be at no expense to the City.  Sell said the Met Council will charge the City 
per gallon of water and we will turn around and charge that to the users.   
 
Lawrence said he would like to see some real numbers for the users.  He said once we start 
this thing is on the road, there is no stopping.  Hunter said we have done this.  He said this 
could all be different, the pipe size could be different, and this is generalization in numbers.  
Hunter said you have to start somewhere. He said you get those numbers in the assessment 
hearing. Schmidt said this is what is shown in the Charge Summary Table, assessments, 
connections, Met Council charge.  He said ongoing charges would be similar to other urban 
areas for Category 1.  Schmidt said this is going to be a pretty reasonable number. 
 
Lawrence asked how many ERUs do we need to break even. Schmidt said no new units are 
anticipated until 2015.  He said construction is a long term project.  Schmidt said we 
understand the economy is not good in 2010. He said this analysis anticipates no new units 
until 2015. Schmidt said there are good pluses for doing a project at this time for the 
economy.  Lawrence said so we will have to pay $300,000 a year for bonding on the system 
ourselves then until 2015.  Schmidt said no, we would begin collecting charges in 2013. He 
said so would Met Council.  Schmidt said so for the bank building in 2013 the MCES SAC 
Charge not financed would be $13,600, Assessment payment $2,678, connection charge 
payment $5,245 for a total of $21,523 and these are just estimates.  He said if you don’t 
believe East Bethel is going to develop then we shouldn’t be having this discussion.  
Schmidt said the debt structure for bonds is based on revenue structure. Voss said would like 
to hear from any of the property owners that are going to be directly affected.   
 
Sell said we have a letter from Don Shaw, Shaw Trucking at follows: As property owners 
that will be impacted by the improvement of the water and sewer project, we believe this 
improvement will increase the values of the surrounding area for all future development, 
whether for commercial or residential housing.  We support this project, but am unable to 
attend the meeting due tonight to a prior commitment. Please accept this e-mail as my 
indication of support for this project.  
 
Sell said we also have a letter received in the mail from Charles Mossefin, Partner of Village 
Green North.  He read the letter as follow: This letter is to set forth the position of Village 
Green North, the owner of Village Green North Housing Community (“Village Green”) 
located at 18164 Highway 65 N.E., regarding the Project. It is my understanding that Village 
Green has not been incorporated into the Phase 1, Project I, Infrastructure Improvements as 
defined within the feasibility study prepared by Bolton & Menk, Inc. dated September 10, 
2010 (“Feasibility Study”) and specifically, Village Green has not been identified as a 
“assessable properties (Category1)” nor a “future lateral benefit assessment/availability 
charge (Category 2)” as those terms are defined within the Feasibility Study. Based on this 
understanding, Village Green does not oppose the Project.  Please incorporate this letter into 
the record of the City Council Action on this Projection. If you have questions regarding the 
above, please do not hesitate to contact me.  
 
Curt Strandlund of 18542 Ulysses Street NE said he would like clarification on when he 
would have to hook up and when he would be assessed.  He said he has two properties, but 
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we can talk about property no 19 first.  Schmidt said this property has two ERUs, total 
assessment is listed at $16,000.  He said we anticipate the assessment hearing date to be in 
the fall of 2012 and payments starting spring of 2013.  Schmidt said we don’t know how the 
Council will do the assessment, but this could be done over a 20 year payment plan.  He said 
the MCES fees will be due in 2013.  Strandlund said he also has property number 24 it is 
undeveloped and it is being charged 45 ERUs, $360,000.  It is 20 acres undeveloped.  
 
Pat Kostohryz of 1116 243rd Lane Ne asked Boyer said there was not a bill for $725 at 
Whispering Aspen, yes there was, and it was for five people. She said you do not look at the 
bills for people.  Boyer said first that is for water and sewer.  Kostohryz said you voted this 
project in. She said we have our house for sale. Kostohryz said our daughter and son live in 
Cambridge and they only pay $50 a month for water and sewer.  She said we are seniors and 
we can’t afford it.  Boyer said he is the only person on the Council that can say he didn’t 
vote for the project up there.  He said he was against it the whole way. Kostohryz said you 
better make a good plan for your seniors because they won’t be able to afford to live here.   
 
Dale Haider said he is the Director of Operations for Muller Theatres and he is here to speak 
for Mr. Muller who couldn’t be here.  He said we are going to get hit hard with this project, 
we have 37 units, but we think the value of the land is going to go up and we think it will be 
bring businesses in. Haider said we are for the project. 
 
Rick Olson of 21201 Davenport Street NE said he lives right behind Bethel Marine.  Hunter 
said that is not even near this project.  Olson asked what do you think you are going to bring 
out here.  He said he doesn’t want a Blaine.  Olson said at the last meeting he was at in 
September that is what he heard.  He said he has a new septic system, he doesn’t need this.  
Hunter said if you live in East Bethel and have your own system, this is not for you. Olson 
said we will get stuck paying for it.  Boyer said there is a certain level of risk.  He said like 
everything, if you develop and it goes belly up, there is a certain level of risk.  Boyer said 
there are so many ifs with everything.   
 
Resident said things like this are happening all over with the economy.  He said there was 
just a program on T.V. that in a certain City the residents are getting hit with astronomical 
water charges because the City cannot get money elsewhere.  Resident said you kept saying 
what if, it could happen. He said he doesn’t see a lot of growth, he sees a lot of 
developments closed up. Resident asked so the cost of all this work for the feasibility study, 
all the work for this has been paid for by grants, $650,000.  Sell said yes, it has all been paid 
for by grants.   
 
Ronning asked has the train left the station, is this a for sure thing. He said with the amount 
of people that oppose it he is amazed it is going forward.  Boyer said historically people that 
show up are against things, not for it.  Ronning said he has been coming to these meeting for 
a couple years and there are always this many people here.  Paavola said this subject has 
been going on for at least eight years.  
 
George Paavola of 213 Hawthorne Road asked he is wondering if someone has a $150,000 
house and you put $25,000 into sewer and water, does the value of the house go up or down.  
Hunter said he is not a realtor but he would think the value with sewer and water would go 
up. Paavola said people don’t know history but 32 years ago East Bethel could have put in 
sewer and water and Uncle Sam would have put it in at Coon Lake for $500 per hook up.   
 
Lawrence asked can this be put on the ballot.  Randall said no, it cannot.   
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Josh Sturman of 226 Elm Road Ne said this is a question about technology, with all the 
advancements, he has a at school this huge outdated monitor, and it seems like you are 
designing this for 2020 and 2030 just for future enticement.  He asked and with the RZED 
bonds, do they have to be done now, or are there other uses they can be put for.  Sell said no, 
they cannot be used for anything else.  
 
Ronning asked what as far as growth model what happened with population this last year.  
Sell said our population was 10,900 in 2002 and was 11,900 in 2009.  Ronning asked how 
about the last couple years, do we have building permits being pulled. Channer said the 
information he has is last year 40 people left town, that is what the state demographer said.  
Ronning said push is when you jam something down someone’s throat. He said companies 
are going to come out and ask what are you going to give us to come here, not what can we 
give you to come here.  He asked how far are we in this.  
 
Tim Landborg of 1507 205th Avenue NE said he has things that have been said he want to 
respond to.  He said you are being narrow-minded, narrow-sited. Landborg said we have had 
more public hearings than you know, public hearings for the comp plan, and this had been a 
huge process. He said and you are being narrow-minded about the funding, the politicians 
are guaranteeing us a savings of $200,000 on the bonds.  Landborg said he can see the 
concern from the businesses, that we said we weren’t going to charge anyone.  He said there 
are no businesses coming here; no senior housing coming here, in two years is the economy 
going to turn around. Landborg said he doesn’t know, but it won’t stay like this forever and 
we have an opportunity for some excellent financing and our ERUs are incredibly low.  He 
said we have failed systems; everyone has a problem, check with any of the restaurants. 
Landborg said we don’t have an opportunity for any other businesses. He said he is in 
support of it, but he would ask the City to look at how they are doing the mandatory 
assessments.   
 
Heidi Moegerle of 179 Forest Road said she is here speaking as the president of an Indiana 
Construction Company, we assembled McDonalds.  She said we would put up the walls in a 
week and in six months they would have the building.  Moegerle said we put up the one 
Andover and the one in Spring Lake Park.  She said her and her husband asked a 
representative of McDonalds when we would get a McDonalds in East Bethel and they said 
there was not enough people.  She said they didn’t say it wasn’t because we didn’t have 
sewer and water.  Boyer said every corporation has its own models of when they can expand.  
He said he knows Walgreens does it on traffic. Boyer said they have to have 24,000 vehicles 
per day. He said at the corner of Viking and Hwy. 65 there are 80,000 vehicles per day.  
Moegerle asked so has Walgreen’s asked for comprehensive plans to start building at that 
corner.  Boyer said you would have to ask staff.  Hunter said he cannot believe that there is 
more people in Wyoming to make it feasible to build a McDonalds then there is East Bethel.  
He said he doesn’t think that is believable.   
 
Ronning said nobody is asking for this so what is the driver. He said so far all he hears is it is 
the Council’s project. Hunter said the theatre wants it.  He said the Muller’s were part of the 
original discussion.  Ronning said they are a very small segment of the community.  Hunter 
said we are going to do this once; we are not going to put a 10 inch pipe in to serve a small 
amount of businesses. He said we are only going to do it once.  Hunter said it might take 100 
years to get to capacity. He said you have to have a vision.  
 
Ronning said we are the taxpayers, are any of the elected official works for the constituency. 
He said if he was going to go to a community and suggest his business wants city sewer and 
water and would you put on the next two miles, this wouldn’t happen for just his business. 
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Ronning said you can’t just do this for the theatre, who is driving this.  Boyer said in his 
experience of door knocking this community and he has door knocked 2/3rd of this 
community, 2 people out of every 3 said they wanted more businesses in East Bethel.  
Business owner said then start the sewer and water in the residential areas, not the 
businesses. He said let them pay for it.   
 
Voss said one of the first things that came in to Planning Commission when he was first on 
there was someone that wanted to develop behind the bank, they wanted to develop a 
grocery store and for whatever reasons they went away.  He said two years later Rainbow 
came in and they wanted to do it on the east side, then they changed their corporate approach 
and they went away.  Voss said then a couple years later Ampride and the theater 
approached the City and even designs were done, and he made the statement that if we are 
going to do this right it needs to be done as a community.  He said that is when the comp 
plan was redone.  Voss said it has been a long process.  He said what is driving this; it may 
have been the businesses. Voss said but it is the community that is driving this.  He said 
some people have made some snide comments about Ham Lake and Blaine, and he has 
always said he wants the community to stay the same, rural, that is why we are doing it just 
along Hwy 65.  Voss said he is very taken aback to hear that we are doing this behind your 
backs. 
 
Robert DeRoche of 158 Colleen Street NE said eight years ago the economy was good. He 
said at Coon Lake Beach this year alone we have had 13 foreclosures. DeRoche said granted 
the businesses might be able to use it, but if the businesses can’t pay, then the people will 
have to.  He said people can’t barely pay their mortgages, let alone something else. DeRoche 
said people on social security and disability they can’t afford an assessment.  He said he 
understands you put a lot of time into this, but East Bethel has a lot of seniors in it. DeRoche 
said he is not sure what the answer is.  He said he does know something has to be looked at.  
DeRoche said maybe we need to scale back on this.  He said we need to take a good look at 
this.   
 
Hansen asked do we need box stores here. He asked have we had offers for box stores here.  
Voss said yes. Hansen said if we get a Target or Menards here what will that do to our stores 
that are currently operating here. Voss said he is not a business owner, so he cannot tell you.  
Hunter said he used to be. Hansen asked how is business.  Hunter said he is done. Hansen 
asked how much have we spent in this so far.  Hunter said everything we have spent has 
been in grants, $650,000.  Hansen asked what is our process to put this to a vote.  Randall 
said this cannot be put to a vote, it is a Council prerogative. Hansen said normally when you 
invite a business to a City you give them a benefit.   
 
Boyer made a motion to close the Public Hearing for Project 1, Phase One of the City 
of East Bethel Municipal Utility Project. Paavola seconded; all in favor, motion carries.    
Voss said he appreciates that everyone has been here all night.  
 
Sell explained that following the pubic hearing, Council has several options.  Resolution 
2010-57 provides for preparation of plans and specifications for this project.  Staff is 
recommending adoption of Resolution 2010-57. 
 
Sell read Resolution 2010-57 Ordering Improvements and Preparation of Plans and 
Specifications for Project 1, Phase One, Utility Infrastructure Improvements as follows: 
Whereas, it has been proposed to undertake improvements for Project 1 Phase One of the 
Utility Infrastructure Project; and Whereas, it is proposed to specially assess benefited 
property for all or a portion of the cost of the improvement pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, 
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Chapter 429; and Whereas, a Feasibility Report was prepared by the City’s Utility 
Engineering Consultant, Bolton and Menk, Inc. for these improvements; and Whereas, this 
Feasibility Report was received and accepted by the City Council on September 15, 2010; 
and Whereas, pursuant to Resolution 2010-53, a public hearing on the proposed 
improvements was called for October 6, 2010 at City Hall, located at 2241 221st Avenue NE 
in East Bethel, at 7:30 p.m.; Whereas, and the City Clerk was directed to give mailed and 
published notice of such hearing and improvement as required by law; and Whereas, mailed 
and published notice of said hearing as required by law was given, and the public hearing 
was held on the 6th day of October, 2010. Now therefore, be it resolved by the City Council 
of the City of East Bethel, Minnesota that: 1) Such improvements are necessary, cost-
effective, and feasible as detailed in the feasibility report dated September 15, 2010; 2) The 
following improvements are hereby ordered: a) Sanitary sewer improvements including 
trunk, interceptor, and lateral sewers, b) Water distribution system improvements including 
trunk and lateral water mains, c) Water production improvements including two wells, d) 
Water treatment facility, e) Elevated water storage tower; 3) The City’s Utility Engineering 
Consultant, Bolton and Menk, Inc. is hereby directed to prepare plans and specifications for 
making such improvements for City Council review and approval. Adopted this 6th day of 
October, 2010 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
Boyer made a motion to adopt Resolution 2010-57 Ordering Improvements and 
Preparations of Plans and Specifications for Project 1, Phase One, Utility 
Infrastructure Improvements.  Hunter seconded.   
 
Hunter asked what is the process from here.  He said preparing plans and specs is not saying 
we are moving forward with the process.  Schmidt said that is correct.  Hunter said we are 
just moving forward with getting plans and specs.  Schmidt said that is correct.  He said the 
final assessments would not be until after construction but after bids we would better now, 
because then we would know what our cost would be.  
 
Voss said without knowing what the timing ramification would be; it would be nice to take 
in what we have received in testimony and digest what we have had tonight before making a 
decision. He said one of the things he was looking for tonight, obviously the comments he 
was looking for was what may happen, but what he was looking for was what the properties 
that will be affected by this, how they feel, that will drive this in the future.  Hunter asked 
would you suggest we have a meeting with just the property owners. Voss said he knows 
many of those property owners have been kept abreast and have been involved. He said he 
thinks for as long as this process has been we should have been getting together with the 
more with the business owners, having more meetings with them, but what ramification will 
this have on our funding.   
 
Sell said preparing plans and specifications doesn’t commit you to anything. He said we can 
set up a meeting with the property owners, whether it be day or night meeting. Sell said it 
would be good to meet with people like Mr. Hoppe; there are accommodations that could be 
introduced. He said he suggests you do not delay your decision on plans and specifications, 
he has been told that six weeks is a minimum on this type of project for bids. Voss asked 
what about terms of the bonds sales.  He asked can we push that out.  Sell said he will let 
Steinman address that. He said the ones that have an interest rebate have to be closed and 
sold before the end of the year.  All in favor, motion carries. 
 

Utility Project 
Funding – 
Resolution 

Sell explained that at the September 15, 2010 Council meeting, Council reviewed options for 
funding of the municipal utilities project, specifically for Project 1 Phase One.  Mr. Paul 
Steinman of Springsted, Inc. presented several bond alternatives.   
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2010-58 – 
Authorizing 
Recovery 
Zone 
Economic 
Development 
(RZED) Bond 
Sale and 
Utility Project 
Funding – 
Resolution 
2010-59 – 
Authorizing 
Build America 
Bonds (BAB) 
Sale 

 
The $11.465 million established for the water system will be Recovery Zone Economic 
Development (RZED) Bonds that afford the City a 45% interest rebate over the life of the 
bonds.  Mr. Steinman has indicated that this, based on current tax-exempt and taxable 
interest rates with the rebate, would be the best alternative.  Resolution 2010-58 provides for 
the sale of these bonds. 
 
Several alternatives for funding of the sewer portion of the project were presented.  Council 
directed that the alternative that included Build America Bonds, or BAB’s, should be 
explored as it presented the least costly alternative.  These bonds provide for a 35% interest 
rebate from the U.S. Treasury over the life of the bonds.  This would amount to a savings of 
about $140,000 over the life of these bonds when compared to traditional tax-exempt debt 
for the same purpose. 
 
Mr. Steinman is recommending that both the BAB debt be considered along with a 
traditional tax-exempt issue.  This would permit the City to receive two bid proposals, one 
for the taxable BAB issue and one for the tax-exempt issue and then determine which is the 
most cost effective based on interest rates, rebates, etc.  There is no additional cost to 
soliciting two separate bids for this bond issue as both would be noticed in the public sale 
notice.  Council, on the date of sale, could select the bond issue that is the most cost 
effective at that time.  Resolution 2010-59 provides for the solicitation and sale for both 
Build America Bonds and a traditional G.O. Utility Revenue Bond. 
 
Mr. Steinman will review these options with Council.  Following the presentation and 
questions from Council, staff is recommending adoption of Resolution 2010-58 Setting 
Bond Sale for Recovery Zone Economic Development Bonds and Resolution 2010-59 
Setting Bond Sale for Build America Bonds or G.O. Utility Bonds.   
 
Steinman said the two resolutions before you are to establish the date and time of the bond 
sales, the RZED Bonds and the BAB or G.O. Utility Bond Sales.  He said we have set the 
date and time for November 3, 2010 10:30 AM and the award by the City Council at 7:30 
PM that same day.  Steinman said the bonds will be sold with the competitive bidding 
process and issues as taxable bonds. He said the authority for issue is Chapter 427 and 444.  
Steinman said the Principal for Series 2010A Bond is $11,465,000, and Series 2010B Bond 
is $6,905,000, interest paid semi annually each February 1 and August 1, commencing 
August 1, 2011 with 20 year term issues.  He said since you will have no revenue when the 
first interest payments are due and several thereafter are payable, you are financing those 
payments. Steinman said there is a 45% interest rebate with the RZED bond.  He said we 
will compare the BABs and G.O. Bonds to see which is more financially efficient.  Steinman 
said the City will be able to elect on February 1, 2019 to call the bonds or restructure the 
bonds.  He said application will be made to Moody’s for rating.   Steinman said wee have 
these structured as 20 year terms the RZED and BABs, but Schmidt has put before you an 
option of giving the business owners pay an assessment over a five year term. He said with 
that being said, he would propose we look at a 25 year term in case there are any challenges 
with revenue streams.  Steinman said there is always a balance, 20 years is nice, but 25 years 
provides a nice little cushion if there is an issue with revenue.  Steinman said he wants to 
make certain that when we bring bids back from the underwriters that we are moving 
forward with the sale. He said if it didn’t happen after that it isn’t the end of the world, you 
will have cost and it might limit your ability to issue bonds competitively.   
 
Hunter said if we move our date to November 17th then we can discuss this before moving 
forward, can we set the sale date at our October 20th City Council meeting.  Steinman said 
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yes, but that would be your only option if you want to have your sale date be November 17th.  
Hunter said if we are going to have a work meeting with the businesses we might want to 
wait. 
 
Boyer made a motion to table Resolutions 2010-58 Set RZED Bond Sale and Resolution 
2010-59 Set BAB/G.O. Utility Tax-Exempt Bond Sale until October 20, 2010.  Voss 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 

Public Forum Hunter opened the Public Forum for any comments or concerns that were not listed on the 
agenda. Josh Sturman of 226 Elm Road said he wanted to thank Council for giving us their 
time tonight.  There were no comments so the public forum was closed. 
 

Consent 
Agenda 
 
 
 
 
Resolution 
2010-60 
Temporary 
Permission to 
Accrue Excess 
Vacation 
 
 

Voss made motion to approve the Consent Agenda including: A) Approve Bills; B) 
Meeting Minutes, September 15, 2010, Regular CC Meeting; C) Personnel Policy 
Amendment – Voting Leave; D) Booster Park/Cedar Creek Trail – Wetland 
Replacement Credit Purchase; F) Appoint 2010 General Election Judges. Boyer 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 
Channer said he wanted to move this item so it was clear what we were doing.  He said so 
right now the City Administrators maximum accrual of vacation time is set at 240 hours, it is 
capped there and if we go forth with city sewer and water, with this resolution we went to let 
him accrue more than the maximum because he will have constraints on his time.  Sell said 
and this is also for the Public Works Manager.   
 
Voss made a motion to adopt Resolution 2010-60 Temporary Permission to Accrue 
Excess Vacation.  Channer seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 

Planning 
Comm. Mtg. 
Minutes 

Sell explained that the unapproved meeting minutes from the August 31, 2010 Planning 
Commission Meeting are provided for your review and information. 

Discussion of 
Proposed 
Changes to 
City Code 
Appendix A, 
Zoning, 
Section 10.18, 
Home 
Occupations 

At the September 28, 2010 Planning Commission meeting, Commission members discussed 
the existing language pertaining to home occupations and its’ interpretation as it related to a 
specific request for an IUP.   
 
Appendix A, Zoning, Section 10.18 Home Occupations current language reads “a home 
occupation shall occupy no more than 50 percent of the floor of the structure.  This shall 
include offices of professionals, home beauty shops, and other such occupations than by 
custom are an accessory use.”  In the past, when a request for a home occupation was 
presented, staff applied the provisions of this section of code to mean only 50 percent of the 
structure in which the home occupation would be occupy would be permitted as space for 
the home occupation.  It made no difference whether it was a tax service in the principal 
structure or a catering business in the accessory structure when this section of the Zoning 
Ordinance was applied. 
 
During the discussion, Planning Commission members and Councilmember Voss indicated 
that they thought this may be a misapplication of the intent of this section of the Zoning 
Ordinance.  Based on the discussion, it was indicated that the intent of the code was directed 
towards home occupations in a principal structure but does not regulate home occupations in 
an accessory structure.  Planning Commission, by consensus seemed to indicate it favored 
home occupations in an accessory structure having an ability to use the entire square footage 
of the accessory structure for the business. 
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Based on the discussion, Planning Commission asked staff to propose language to the 
Zoning Ordinance that would clarify this section.  There was consensus that the City fully 
supports the “home occupation” concept as it frequently provides a base from which a full 
commercial venture grows.   
 
A copy of proposed language was included with your agenda materials for review.  The 
changes to Appendix A, Zoning, Section 10.18 Home Occupations are designed to address 
the 50% limitation on space for use as a home occupation.  Specific language was included 
with your agenda materials. 
 
Based on advice from the City Attorney, this change to the Zoning Ordinance would require 
a public hearing.  Public hearings for Zoning Ordinance changes must be noticed and have 
traditionally been held by the Planning Commission.  Staff seeks direction from City 
Council to proceed with a public hearing at the October 26, 2010 Planning Commission 
meeting for a proposed amendment to City Code Appendix A, Zoning Section 10.18, Home 
Occupation. 
 
Boyer made a motion to set the Pubic Hearing for October 26, 2010 at the Planning 
Commission Meeting for Zoning Ordinance Changes to Appendix A, Zoning, Section 
10.18, Home Occupation to address the 50% limitation on space for use as a home 
occupation.   Paavola seconded.  
 
Sell asked Voss if that is a fair representation of what happened at the Planning Commission 
meeting and what was discussed.  Voss said yes.  He said what sparked this was at a 
Planning Commission a home business wanted to use their pole building and we are telling 
them they can only use 50%.  Voss said we don’t think this was the spirit of the ordinance.  
He said the question is how do we apply this.  All in favor, motion carries.   

Met Council 
2030 
Transportation 
Plan 

Sell said he passed out a memo regarding an e-mail he received from Kathy Tingelstad from 
Anoka County asking that the Mayors/Administrators in the Anoka County area respond to a 
change in the Met Council’s 2030 Transportation Plan.  He said attached to the e-mail was a 
letter from the Anoka County Board Chair, Commission Dennis Berg, addressing a number 
of issues with the plan and policies that relate to transportation in the major highway systems 
addressed by the Met Council.  Sell said briefly it would appear Met Council is trying to 
change policies on major highway systems.  He said Berg has requested assistance in 
rejecting this new policy.  
 
Channer said he has already sent an e-mail on this. He said this will really stop us from using 
our state aid dollars. Voss said from what he heard it will be a shift from Met Council 
outside the loop. Channer said it will make us set new standards for projects.  He said he 
objected to it and he agreed to Commissioner Berg’s stand.   
 
Sell asked Council want they want him to do, how they want him to respond.  Boyer said 
with what we have going on with the County, we need to just write our own letter. He said 
we need to respond, but he wants Sell to write a letter from the City.  Sell said it will take 
some staff time, but he will prepare a letter tomorrow and get it out.   
 

Election 
Judges - Thank 
You  

Paavola said we got the roster for election judges tonight and she wants to thank them for 
taking their time to do this job, she knows it is a lot of work and appreciates their time and 
dedication.  
 
Boyer said he wants to echo that, it is a thankless job and a big job.   
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Fire 
Prevention 
Week 

Channer said it is Fire Prevention Week so make sure you check your smoke detectors and 
your CO2 detectors.  He said it is very important to make sure these are working correctly 
and the batteries are charged.    
 

Fire Dept. 
Open House 

Channer said the Fire Department is holding an open house on Saturday, October 9, 2010 
from 12:00 noon to 4:00 PM at 2751 Viking Blvd. NE, Station #1.  He said there will be 
demonstrations and activities for everyone, hotdogs and bring a perishable food item for the 
food shelf.   
 

East Bethel 
Royalty 

Channer said he has another one to announce.  The East Bethel Royalty will be holding a 
fundraiser on Thursday, October 21, 2010 at the Ham Lake VFW from 5:00 PM to 8:30 PM.  
It is a Spaghetti Dinner.  He said you can contact Doug at 763-434-3973 or go to their web 
site at www.eastbethelroyalty.org.  
 

Booster Day Channer said we had our Booster Day meeting and found out that our leadership is stepping 
down.  He said we need volunteers.  Channer said we need to figure out what we are going 
to do to get volunteers, how we are going to advertise for volunteers, how we are gong to 
move forward.  Hunter asked when the next meeting was scheduled.  Channer said it was 
indicated that normally they wait until after the holidays to schedule meetings.   He asked 
when the next newsletter would be going out.  Sell indicated that there is not any funds left 
in the budget for printing the newsletter in 2010. He said we are looking at some other ways 
of dealing with Booster Day and he noted those in the update to Council. 
 

Adjourn 
 

Boyer made a motion to adjourn at 10:54 PM.  Paavola seconded; all in favor, motion 
carries. 

Attest: 
 
 
Wendy Warren 
Deputy City Clerk 



  
    Be the Solution! 
 
September  2010 
 
East Bethel City Council 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The Anoka County Community Continuum of Care, along with the Heading Home Anoka Education 
Committee, is once again partnering with the community for homelessness awareness events during 
November, Homelessness Awareness Month.   
 
The purpose of the events is to promote education and raise awareness to help end homelessness in our 
communities.  We feel it is essential that all community members be aware of the importance of 
homelessness prevention and the impact their participation can have on ensuring that all individuals and 
families have access to a safe, stable and adequate place to call home.  
 
Some of the homelessness awareness activities and partnerships include:  

• displays of various artworks - created by Anoka County high school students, local artists, 
and homeless or formerly homeless individuals - at libraries, government centers, Bunker 
Hill Activity Center, Sandhill Center for the Arts, etc.; 

• drawings created by children attending the YMCA summer camps will be produced on 
bookmarks that will be available at all Anoka County libraries, along with resource 
materials, throughout November; 

• a play by the The Youth Performance Company, Just Before Sleep, on November 6th, 13th, 
and 20th at the Mississippi, Rum River, and Columbia Heights libraries; 

• sleepouts by some churches and schools for non-homeless youth to experience a night of 
being homeless.  

 
We sincerely thank you for your support in proclaiming November, Homelessness Awareness Month 
in your city.  At the end of October, the Anoka County Board of Commissioners will be proclaiming the 
month of November, Homelessness Awareness Month. 
 
Attached is a proclamation form your city can use to partner with us in this important education and 
awareness effort. I am also attaching some background information on homelessness. 
 
If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at 763-422-7313. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Kristi Koppen 
Housing Assistant, Anoka County Human Services 
 



 
FACTS on HOMELESSNESS 

Minnesota definition of homeless:  Any individual, unaccompanied youth, or family that is 
without a permanent place to live that is fit for human habitation.   

Minnesota definition of long-term (chronic) homeless:  An individual, unaccompanied 
youth, or family that has been without a home for a year or more OR has had at least four 
episodes of homelessness in the past three years. 

 Who Is Homeless? 

• Per Wilder Research Center, an estimated 13,100 Minnesotans are homeless on any 
given night.  Nearly one-half of the homeless persons identified during the Wilder 
survey were children and youth.  The largest change in population group from 2006-2009 
was among young adults (age 18-21) - a 57 percent increase. 

• Approximately 58 percent of the children in families served in emergency shelters or 
transitional housing programs were age 5 or younger. 

• Three-fourths of homeless adults report at least one of three major health issues.  Many 
report multiple issues:  19% chronic health condition + serious mental illness;            
11% chronic health condition + serious mental illness + substance abuse disorder. 

• Forty-one percent of homeless adults report conditions that limit the kind or amount of 
work they can do. Thirty-three percent of homeless adults report cognitive disabilities. 

• Of the 669 homeless veterans in the survey, 44% report a service-related health problem. 

• Per the point-in-time count conducted on January 27, 2010:  a total of 747 households 
with 1,301 persons were identified as homeless in Anoka County on that date – a 40% 
increase from the previous year (535 households with 1,004 persons in 2009).  Of the 
747 households, 227 were chronically homeless. 

• Of the 1,301 persons who were homeless:  490 were children in families, 49 were minors 
age 17 or less, 106 were youth age 18-21, 276 were adults in families, and 380 were 
single adults. 

• In the 227 households considered chronically homeless:  there were 132 children in 
families, 16 minors age 17 or less, 32 youth age 18-21, 61 adults in families, 89 single 
male adults, and 45 single female adults. 

 



 
 
What’s Needed to End Homelessness? 
 

• Understanding that homelessness exists in all regions, including suburban 
and rural locations, and that it can be ended 
 

• Community solutions involving business, public, and philanthropic 
sectors; non-profit organizations; communities of faith; and private 
individuals 
 

• Supportive services and accessible treatment opportunities 
 

• Housing that is safe and affordable 
o According to HousingLink’s hSum Report (2009), Anoka County needs 70% more 

rental assistance opportunities to provide housing for all households earning less 
than $25,000 per year.  There are about 13,800 households earning less than $25k 
per year and only about 4,126 rental assistance opportunities available and in use. 
 

• Opportunities to have adequate income 
o According to the National Low Income Housing Coalition, the Fair Market Rent 

(FMR) for a 2-bedroom apartment in Anoka County is $899 per month.  A 
household would need to earn $2,997 monthly or $35,960 yearly to afford this level 
of rent and utilities.  Assuming a 40-hour work week, 52 weeks per year, that is the 
equivalent of $17.29 per hour. 

o In Anoka County, a minimum wage worker earns $7.25 per hour.  In order to afford 
a 2-bedroom apartment at the FMR ($899), the minimum wage worker would need 
to work 95 hours per week, 52 weeks per year.   

o In Anoka County, the average wage for a renter is $10.78 per hour.  In order to 
afford a 2-bedroom apartment at the FMR ($899), the renter would need to work 64 
hours per week, 52 weeks per year. 

o In Anoka County, the monthly Supplemental Security Income (SSI) payment for an 
individual is $674.  If SSI is a person’s sole source of income, they could pay a 
monthly rent of $202 to be considered affordable (does not cost more than 30% of 
monthly income).  The FMR for a 1-bedroom apartment is currently $741 per 
month. 
 

 
 



  
 

Costs of Homelessness 
 

• People experiencing homelessness are more likely to access more costly health care 
services: 

o Homeless people spend an average of four days longer per hospital visit than 
comparable non-homeless people.  This adds about $2,414 per 
hospitalization. 

o Homelessness both causes and results from serious health care issues, 
including addiction, psychological disorders, HIV\AIDS, and other ailments 
that require long-term consistent care.  Homelessness inhibits this care as 
housing instability detracts from regular medical attention, access to 
treatment, and recuperation.  The inability to treat medical problems can 
aggravate the problems, making them more dangerous and more costly. 

o Since many homeless persons do not have health coverage, they are more 
likely to seek aid in emergency rooms and urgent care facilities, which is 
typically more expensive than regular clinic visitations. 

 
• Children experiencing homelessness are likely to suffer ongoing consequences: 

o Children who grow up in homeless families are more likely to become 
homeless later in life.  Almost one-half of homeless adults experienced 
homelessness before they were 21, and one-quarter before they were 18. 

o Most homeless children suffer specific physical, psychological and emotional 
damage due to the circumstances that accompany homelessness.   

o Homelessness interferes with children’s development with most preschoolers 
experiencing major developmental delays, such as delayed speech and other 
learning disabilities. 

o Frequent moves make it difficult for children to keep up in school.  Almost 
half of the homeless children attend two different schools in one year.   

o Per the Minnesota Department of Education, test scores over time during the 
2008-09 school year, 70% of homeless children in 8th grade performed below 
grade level in reading and 83% performed below grade level in math (vs. 
33% and 42% respectively for all students). 

o Seven school districts\charter schools in Anoka County expended over 
$360,000 during the 2008-09 school year for transportation services for 
homeless children in shelters, doubled-up living situations, hotels, or 
unsheltered locations. 
  

   



CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2010-62 

 
RESOLUTION PROCLAIMING NOVEMBER  

HOMELESSNESS AWARENESS MONTH 
 

Whereas, a total of 747 households with 1,301 individuals were identified as 
homeless on January 27, 2010, of which 490 were children, 49 were unaccompanied 
minors age 17 or less, and 106 were youth age 18-21.  This demonstrates a forty (40) 
percent increase in the number of households, a twenty-seven (27) percent increase in the 
number of children, a twenty-nine (29) percent increase in the number of unaccompanied 
minors, and a ninety-six (96) percent increase in the number of youth age 18-21 
identified as homeless since the 2009 count; and  
 

Whereas, the Anoka County Community Continuum-of-Care, along with the 
Heading Home Anoka Education Committee, is sponsoring a countywide education and 
awareness campaign to help end homelessness in our communities; and 
 

Whereas, the Anoka County Community Continuum-of-Care and the Heading 
Home Anoka committees play a vital role in bringing together our communities and 
establishing needed partnerships to educate residents and support efforts to end 
homelessness; and 
 

Whereas, it is essential that all citizens of East Bethel be aware of the importance 
of ending homelessness in our community and the impact their participation can have on 
ensuring that all individuals and families have access to a safe, stable, and adequate place 
to call home; and 
 

Whereas, this year’s event of Homelessness … the Experience, an art expo of 
high school students, local artists, and persons who are or have been homeless, is a 
unique opportunity to join forces to raise awareness and achieve the goal of ending 
homelessness in our community. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA THAT: we hereby call upon all 
citizens of East Bethel to join the Anoka County Community Continuum-of-Care and 
Heading Home Anoka committees to help end homelessness in our community. 
  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the month of November is hereby 
proclaimed “Homelessness Awareness Month” in East Bethel. 
 
Adopted this 20th day of October, 2010 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 

 
 
______________________________ 
Greg Hunter, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 



 
______________________________ 
Douglas Sell, City Administrator 
 



CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2010-63 

 
RESOLUTION SETTING THE ELECTION CANVASSING BOARD MEETING DATE FOR 

THE 2010 GENERAL ELECTIONS 
 
 WHEREAS, The City Council as the Election Canvassing Board, is required to canvass the 
results of the general election between the 3rd and 10th day following general election per Minn. Stat. 
§204C.33, subd. 1; §205.185, subd. 3. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST BETHEL, 
MINNESOTA THAT: The City Council as the Election Canvassing Board will convene on Wednesday, 
November 10, 2010, beginning at 7:30 PM to consider the 2010 General Election results. 
 
Adopted this 20th day of October, 2010 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
 
 
______________________________ 
Greg Hunter, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Douglas Sell, City Administrator 
 
 
 



CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2010-64 

  
RESOLUTION DESIGNATING SURPLUS PROPERTY 

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

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

 
WHEREAS, the 1989 Ford Rescue Truck has come to the end of its useful service life as 

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

piece of equipment; and 
  
 WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel will sell the 1989 Ford Rescue Truck on State 
Auction;   
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAST 
BETHEL, MINNESOTA THAT:  the 1989 Ford Rescue Truck is hereby declared as surplus 
property and approved for auction sale.  
 
Adopted this 20th day of October, 2010 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 
 
CITY OF EAST BETHEL 

 
 
______________________________ 
Greg Hunter, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________________ 
Douglas Sell, City Administrator 

 
 







 

EAST BETHEL PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
September 28, 2010 

 
The East Bethel Planning Commission met on September 28, 2010 at 7:02 P.M for their regular meeting at 
City Hall.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:    Eldon Holmes Lori Pierson Lorraine Bonin Tim Landborg 
 Julie Moline Glenn Terry Heidi Moegerle  
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: 
 
ALSO PRESENT: Stephanie Hanson, City Planner 
 
 
Adopt Agenda The September 28, 2010 meeting was called to order by Chairperson Holmes at 

7:02 PM. 
 
Pierson made a motion to adopt the September 28, 2010 agenda.  Landborg 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 

Public Hearing/Interim 
Use Permit – 
Domestic Farm 
Animals. A request by 
applicants, Tom and 
Laurie Weed, to obtain 
an Interim Use Permit 
for Domestic Farm 
Animals (5 alpacas). 
The location being 
22666 East Bethel 
Blvd. NE, East Bethel, 
MN 55011, PIN 03 33 
23 41 0004. The 
Zoning Classification 
is Rural Residential 
(RR) District. 

Property Owner:   Applicants: 
Chase Home Finance LLC  Tom and Laurie Weed 
3415 Vision Drive   1305 Mound Trail 
Columbus, OH  43219  Centerville, MN  55038 
 
Property Location: 
22666 East Bethel Blvd 
PIN 03-33-23-14-0004 
 
It is typical that the responsible person to submit a land use application is the 
property owner.  In this particular case, as of August 25, 2010 the property is a 
bank-owned foreclosure. The applicants, Tom and Laurie Weed, are interested in 
residing within East Bethel and purchasing the property.  However, the purchase 
of the property is contingent on an IUP for the keeping of five (5) alpacas they 
currently own.  The applicants must go through the proper legal avenues to 
possibly purchase a foreclosed property; therefore, they do not know how long 
the process will take.  Staff consulted with the City Attorney; his 
recommendation is to place a condition on the IUP stating that if the applicants 
do not take ownership of the property by April 1, 2011, the approved IUP is null 
and void. 
 
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 40-acre parcel is not located within a platted 
subdivision. 
 
City Code has a limit on the number of animals per parcel.  Five (5) alpacas 
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require 5 grazeable acres.   The property contains approximately 7 acres of 
fenced grazeable lands.  There is shelter provided for the animals. 
 
City staff has conducted a site inspection.  The property meets the requirements 
set forth in City Code for the keeping of farm animals. 
 
City Staff is requesting the Planning Commission recommend approval to the 
City Council of an IUP for the keeping of five (5) alpacas for Tom and Laurie 
Weed, located at 22666 East Bethel Blvd, East Bethel, PIN 03-33-23-14-0004 
with the following conditions: 
 
1. An Interim Use Permit Agreement must be signed and executed by the 

applicants and/or property owners and the City. 
2. Applicants/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. Applicants/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 April 1, 2011.  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. Applicants must provide proof of ownership no later than April 1, 2011 or the 
IUP will be null and void. 

 
Public hearing was opened at 7:02 p.m.   
 
Vern Bellen, 3326 227 Lane NE, East Bethel.  He does not want the smell in his 
neighborhood.  The previous property owners had horses, and his property is 
located down wind from the location and is the only house that direction.  He said 
it is like putting a five gallon bucket of sewage under your door step.  He doesn’t 
understand why he should put up with that and doesn’t get any benefit from it. 
 
Moline wants to know if the horse owner was in compliance with clean-up and if 
Mr. Bellen ever complained about the smell to the City?  Bellen said he didn’t.   
He said he has been the property owner for ten years.  The previous owners had 
about five horses.  Terry asked why he would benefit from what the neighbors 
would do.  Bellen said he would not know the benefit he would get from it, he 
meant that he would have to deal with stench.  Terry said he has lived within 50 – 
80 feet from animals and he hasn’t had any smell from them.  He lived by 
donkeys, llamas and horses.  Bellen said have you been to the State Fair and 
through the barns – they smell.  He said the previous owners had four or five 
horses there and they didn’t clean it up.  Terry said the only time there was a lot 
of smell was when there was too many cows. 
 
Bonin said if it was zoned where they couldn’t have animals, they wouldn’t be 
here.  Bellen asked if she thought horses didn’t smell. Bonin said of course horses 
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smell. 
 
Public hearing closed at 7:10. 
 
Laurie Weed, 1305 Mound Trail, Centerville.  She is seeking to purchase the 
property.  She said a lot of people are unaware of what and how alpacas live.  
Alpacas have a common manure pile and it is a spot that is cleaned up on a 
regular basis.  There are typically 10 alpacas allowed per acre.  Her alpacas are 
raised to show, are not destructive and are more like sheep.  They weigh about 
120 pounds and are very calming.  At this time they only own two.  She 
questioned the City Code only allowing one per acre, when in reality they are 
more like a sheep.  Is there consideration to change City Code?  The reason she is 
wondering is if their alpacas have babies, they would like to be able to raise, 
show and sell them. 
 
Hanson stated there would need to be an amendment to the zoning code for that 
change.  She explained for babies, the resident can keep them until they are 
weaned or up to six months (she believes), but then they would have to be 
removed from the property in order to stay in compliance with City Code. 
 
Weed stated she loves the area and they would love to be up here, but it is all 
contingent on having the property.  Currently their alpacas are housed in Cannon 
Falls.  At the site they are housed at, they have 110 alpacas on less than 10 acres. 
 
Moegerle asked what they would you do with the manure.  Weed stated it is 
considered black gold and they would sell it.  She also explained they would like 
to expand the grazeable area, but there is a wetland and they would have to get it 
surveyed.  Alpacas are pack animals and are very social. 
 
Weed stated they did already make an offer and they are waiting for the agent 
who is representing Fanny Mae, but they were able to get it reviewed.  They had 
to put the septic into compliance.  The previous owners rampaged and emptied 
out the house. 
 
Moegerle is concerned if the bank takes longer, that it not affects the IUP.  Bonin 
concurs. 
 
Weed wanted to know what the process is to get more alpacas per acre.  Hanson 
said Planning Commission would have to make a recommendation to Council to 
make that change. 
 
Bonin said it sounded like they are smaller than what most people think.  Weed 
said yes, she shows them and they are very gentle for kids. 
 
Terry made a motion to recommend approval to the City Council of an IUP 
for the keeping of five (5) alpacas for Tom and Laurie Weed, located at 
22666 East Bethel Blvd, East Bethel, PIN 03-33-23-14-0004 with the 
following conditions: 
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1. An Interim Use Permit Agreement must be signed and executed by 
the applicants and/or property owners and the City. 

2. Applicants/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. Applicants/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 April 1, 2011.  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. Applicants must provide proof of ownership no later than April 1, 
2011 or the IUP will be null and void. 

8. If the bank creates obstacles for the closing of this house, a six-month 
extension may be granted. 

 
Pierson seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  This will be heard by the City 
Council on October 20, 2010. 
 

Public Hearing/Interim 
Use Permit – Home 
Occupation  A request 
by owner/applicant, 
Adam Sheppard, for 
an Interim Use Permit 
for a home occupation 
(cake baking/ 
decorating). The 
location being 21984 
Wake St NE, East 
Bethel, MN 55011, 
PIN 11 33 23 12 0012.  
The Zoning 
Classification is RR – 
Rural Residential. 

Property Owner/Applicant: 
Adam Sheppard 
21984 Wake Street NE 
East Bethel, MN 55011 
PIN 11-33-23-12-0012 
 
Mr. Sheppard is requesting an IUP for a bakery business known as Designer 
Desserts, located on a 2.01 acre parcel at 21984 Wake Street NE, East Bethel.  
The bakery business will provide specialty cakes such as wedding cakes, cartoon 
character cakes, and large orders of gourmet cupcakes. 
 
The plan is to construct a facility in the basement of the home.  The facility will 
consist of one oven, a refrigerator/freezer, sink, and work surface.  Bakery 
establishments are regulated and licensed through Minnesota Department of 
Agriculture.  Mr. Sheppard is in the process of obtaining the required license(s).  
Mr. Sheppard is required to submit the required license(s) to city staff upon 
approval.  In addition to the state license, Mr. Sheppard is required to obtain the 
proper building permit applications through the City of East Bethel Building 
Department. 
 
Ms. Michelle Sheppard has made this her profession for the past 5 years. She is 
the only person who will be baking and decorating the baked goods.  Ms. 
Sheppard does not intend to increase the number of employees.  However, East 
Bethel City Code Appendix A, Zoning 10.18(A), allows no more than three 
persons, at least one of whom shall reside within the home and shall be employed 
by the home occupation. 
 
Most of the baked goods are delivered to the location by Ms. Sheppard.  
However, there may be instances when a customer may pick up from the site.  
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East Bethel City Code Appendix A, Zoning 10.18(B) states that no traffic 
generated by the home occupation shall be a significantly greater volume than 
would normally be expected from a single-family residence.  At this time, staff 
does not foresee an issue with a significant amount of traffic generated from this 
particular type of home occupation. 
 
City Staff requests Planning Commission recommend approval to the City 
Council for an IUP for a home occupation known as Designer Desserts located at 
21984 Wake Street NE, East Bethel, PIN 11-33-23-12-0012 with the following 
conditions: 

1. Home Occupation shall meet the specific standards for home occupations 
as permitted in East Bethel City Code Appendix A, Zoning, Section 
10.18. 

2. There shall be no more than three (3) employees. 
3. The IUP shall be for a term of three (3) years, expiring December 31, 

2013, in which the applicant will be required to submit a land use 
application requesting a review and approval of the home occupation. 

4. Signage shall comply with East Bethel Sign Code, Chapter 54, Signs, 
which states home occupations may have one identification sign not to 
exceed two square feet. 

5. Applicant shall submit a copy of the required license(s) from MN 
Department of Agriculture upon yearly renewal. 

6. Appropriate building permits from the City of East Bethel must be 
obtained prior to the construction of the facility in the basement of the 
home. 

7. IUP Agreement must be executed no later than November 20, 2010 or the 
IUP will be null and void. 

8. Violation of conditions and City Codes shall result in the revocation of 
the IUP. 

 
Public hearing was opened at 7:23 PM, no one spoke. 
Public hearing closed at 7:23. 
 
Sheppard stated that all the appliances finishing will be approved according to the 
Department of Health.  He expects that finishing the area off will take a little bit 
with all the holidays and budgets being tight right now. 
 
Pierson made a motion to recommend approval to the City Council of an 
IUP for a home occupation (cake baking/decorating) for Adam Sheppard, 
located at  21984 Wake St NE, East Bethel, MN 55011, PIN 11 33 23 12 0012 
with the following conditions: 
 

1. Home Occupation shall meet the specific standards for home 
occupations as permitted in East Bethel City Code Appendix A, 
Zoning, Section 10.18. 

2. There shall be no more than three (3) employees. 
3. The IUP shall be for a term of three (3) years, expiring December 31, 

2013, in which the applicant will be required to submit a land use 
application requesting a review and approval of the home occupation. 
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4. Signage shall comply with East Bethel Sign Code, Chapter 54, Signs, 
which states home occupations may have one identification sign not 
to exceed two square feet. 

5. Applicant shall submit a copy of the required license(s) from MN 
Department of Agriculture upon yearly renewal. 

6. Appropriate building permits from the City of East Bethel must be 
obtained prior to the construction of the facility in the basement of 
the home. 

7. IUP Agreement must be executed no later than November 20, 2010 or 
the IUP will be null and void. 

8. Violation of conditions and City Codes shall result in the revocation 
of the IUP. 

 
Bonin seconded; all in favor, motion carries.  This will be heard by the City 
Council on October 20, 2010. 
 

Public Hearing/Interim 
Use Permit – Home 
Occupation  A request 
by owners, Kenneth 
and Lois Landborg, 
and applicants, Tim 
Landborg and Tim 
Christensen, for an 
Interim Use Permit for 
a home occupation 
(auto repair shop/auto 
dealer’s license).  The 
location being 1507 
205th Ave NE, East 
Bethel, MN 55011 
PIN 17 33 23 43 0010.  
The Zoning 
Classification is R-1 – 
Single Family 
Residential. 

Tim Landborg excused himself from this topic.   
 
Property Owners/Location:    Applicant: 
Ken & Lois Landborg     Tim Christensen 
1507 205th Avenue NE    1431 County Rd 6 
East Bethel, MN 55011    Stanchfield, MN 55080 
PIN 17-33-23-43-0010 
 
A letter was received from one of the neighboring residents – it is included in the 
packet. 
 
There has been some questioning of the floor area or just the main floor area.  A 
report of that information regarding the detached accessory structure was 
provided also. 
 
The property owners and applicant are requesting an IUP for an automotive 
repair business and a vehicle dealer’s license for the 6.41 acre parcel located at 
1507 205th Avenue NE.  Mr. Christensen is interested in residing in East Bethel 
and purchasing the property.  The sale of this property is contingent on the 
approval of the IUP. 
 
The automotive repair business entails the repair of approximately 3-5 vehicles 
on a daily basis, possibly 5 courier deliveries per week, and vehicle storage in the 
detached accessory structure or in an existing fence area adjacent to the structure.  
If the IUP is approved, all exterior storage must be screened from neighboring 
properties and the right-of-way. 
 
The Minnesota Vehicle Dealer License is intended so the applicant can repair and 
sell vehicles as well.  Minnesota law requires a Vehicle Dealer License with the 
sale of more than five vehicles per year.  The intention is not to have an inventory 
of more than five vehicles for sale at any given time.  Marketing of the vehicles 
will be done by Internet.  It is presumed that some customers will visit the 
location; however, it will not be open to the public. 
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The proposed business will be conducted out of the existing 4,800 square foot 
detached accessory structure.  However, East Bethel City Code, Appendix A, 
Zoning, 10.18 states that a home occupation shall occupy no more than 50 
percent of the floor area of the structure; therefore, the home occupation will be 
limited to occupy 2,400 square feet of the structure.   The office will be located 
within the principle structure while repairs will be located in the detached 
accessory structure.  Staff has inspected the property and the detached accessory 
structure.  The structure meets current building and zoning code requirements. 
 
Mr. Larry Martin, Building Official, reviewed the IUP request.  At this time he is 
unable to make a determination or comment on the request.  According to the 
license application for a MN Vehicle Dealer’s License, “new, used, salvage pool 
and auctioneer dealers must have a commercial building, which means a 
permanent, enclosed building that is on a permanent foundation and is connected 
to local sewer and water facilities or otherwise complies with local sanitation 
codes.  Further, such a structure is adapted to commercial use and conforms to 
local government zoning requirements (MN Stat. 168.27 subd.1).”  The State 
requirements conflict with East Bethel City Code Appendix A, Zoning 14.J, 
which states detached accessory structures “must not contain sewage treatment 
facilities.”  If the request for the Motor Vehicle Dealer License is approved, this 
particular requirement of the license cannot be met as it would be in violation of 
city code.  They could apply for a variance to meet the Motor Vehicle Dealer 
License requirements, but would need to show a hardship.  The applicant and 
landowner could submit a variance request; however, the applicant must show 
that the property in question cannot be put to a reasonable use without the 
variance. 
 
According to Mr. Martin, even an automotive repair facility (without the dealer 
license) may require a commercial building if it is open to the public.  This means 
a change in occupancy use of the structure.  If the change in occupancy use 
occurs, the structure must then comply with current building codes, fire codes, 
and state mechanical and plumbing codes.  If the IUP is approved, the IUP will 
not be issued until all code requirements are met.  The Building Official will 
make the final determination. 
 
At this time Mr. Christensen will be the only employee.  However, city code 
states that no more than three persons, at least one of whom shall reside within 
the principal dwelling, shall be employed by the home occupation.  Mr. 
Christensen would be allowed to have up to two additional employees as long as 
he lives in the principal structure. 
 
Automotive repair facilities generate hazardous waste.  The applicant has not 
submitted an application for a Hazardous Waste Generator License through 
Anoka County.  If the IUP request is approved, the applicant is required to obtain 
the appropriate license from Anoka County prior to the issuance of the IUP.  In 
addition, the applicant would be required to submit the license to staff along with 
yearly inspections reports.    
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Mr. Christensen’s letter states that no road signage is anticipated other than the 
minimum required by Minnesota Law.  Staff does not know the signage 
requirements by the state, however, Mr. Christensen would be required to comply 
with East Bethel City Code, Chapter 54, which states “for home occupations, one 
identification sign is permitted, and the sign shall not exceed two square feet.”  
Signs must be placed on the business’ property as directional signs are not 
allowed. 
 
As part of the process, Planning Commission may consider the following 
recommendations to City Council: 
 

1. Recommend approval of the automotive repair facility and the MN 
Vehicle Dealer License with conditions. 

2. Recommend approval of the automotive repair facility with conditions. 
3. Recommend denial of the automotive repair facility and the MN Vehicle 

Dealer License because the request does not meet the intent of East 
Bethel City Code Appendix A, Zoning, Section 10.18, Home 
Occupations.  Attachment 4, East Bethel City Code Appendix A, Zoning, 
Section 10.18, Home Occupations as been attached for your review. 

 
Recommendation(s): 
 
If Planning Commission recommends approval of an IUP for a automotive repair 
facility and MN Vehicle Dealer License for the property known as 1507 205th 
Avenue NE, East Bethel, PIN 17-33-23-43-0010, staff recommends the following 
conditions: 

1. Vehicles waiting for repair, vehicles for sale, or vehicles waiting for 
customer pick up are not allowed to be stored outside in view of the 
public right-of-way or neighboring properties. 

2. Signage must comply with East Bethel City Code, Chapter 54, which 
states “for home occupations, one identification sign is permitted, and the 
sign shall not exceed two square feet.”  Signs must be placed on the 
business’ property as directional signs are not allowed. 

3. No more than three persons, at least one of whom shall reside within the 
principal dwelling, shall be employed by the home occupation. 

4. The automotive repair facility and vehicle dealership shall occupy no 
more than 50 percent of the floor area of the detached accessory structure; 
therefore, the home occupation will be limited to occupy 2400 square feet 
of the structure. 

5. The IUP will be reviewed by staff and renewed on a yearly basis by City 
Council in which City Council may require additional conditions where 
deemed fit. 

6. City staff is allowed on the property to conduct random inspections to 
ensure compliance.  Staff will give at least a two hour notice prior to a site 
inspection. 

7. Structure must be inspected by the Fire Inspector on a yearly basis.  
8. Site plan with required information must be submitted to the Building 

Official for review and approval prior to the issuance of the IUP.  
Building Official will make the final determination of occupancy change 
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and codes to be administered to bring the structure into compliance.  
9. Mr. Christensen must submit an approved Hazardous Waste Generator 

License issued by Anoka County Environmental Services.  Inspection 
reports and annual license renewal must be submitted to City Staff within 
30 days after renewal/issuance.  

10. Mr. Christensen must submit an approved MN Vehicle Dealer License to 
the City of East Bethel and obtain a City of East Bethel Automobile 
Dealer License.   Each license is to be renewed on an annual basis.  A 
copy of the renewed annual MN Vehicle Dealer License is to be 
submitted to City Staff within 30 days of renewal/issuance. 

11. Conditions must be met and an IUP Agreement executed no later than 
January 20, 2010.  Failure to comply will result in the null and void of the 
IUP. 

 
If Planning Commission recommends approval of an IUP for an automotive 
repair facility for the property known as 1507 205th Avenue NE, East Bethel, PIN 
17-33-23-43-0010, staff recommends the following conditions: 

1. Vehicles waiting for repair or vehicles waiting for customer pick up are 
not allowed to be stored outside, in view of the public right-of-way or 
neighboring properties. 

2. There will be no sale of vehicles allowed. 
3. Signage must comply with East Bethel City Code, Chapter 54, which 

states “for home occupations, one identification sign is permitted, and the 
sign shall not exceed two square feet.”  Signs must be placed on the 
business’ property as directional signs are not allowed. 

4. No more than three persons, at least one of whom shall reside within the 
principal dwelling, shall be employed by the home occupation. 

5. The automotive repair facility shall occupy no more than 50 percent of the 
floor area of the detached accessory structure; therefore, the home 
occupation will be limited to occupy 2400 square feet of the structure. 

6. The IUP will be reviewed by staff and renewed on a yearly basis by City 
Council in which City Council may require additional conditions where 
deemed fit. 

7. Structure must be inspected by the Fire Inspector on a yearly basis. 
8. City staff is allowed on the property to conduct random inspections to 

ensure compliance.  Staff will give at least a two hour notice prior to a site 
inspection. 

9. Site plan with required information must be submitted to the Building 
Official for review and approval prior to the issuance of the IUP.  
Building Official will make the final determination of occupancy change 
and codes to be administered to bring the structure into compliance. 

10. Mr. Christensen must submit an approved Hazardous Waste Generator 
License issued by Anoka County Environmental Services.  Inspection 
reports and annual license renewal must be submitted to City Staff within 
30 days after renewal/issuance. 

11. Conditions must be met and an IUP Agreement executed no later than 
January 20, 2010.  Failure to comply will result in the null and void of the 
IUP. 
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Planning Commission may recommend denial to City Council for the request of 
an IUP for an automotive repair facility and a MN Vehicle Dealer License for the 
property known as 1507 205th Avenue NE, East Bethel, PIN 17-33-23-43-0010, 
based on the following findings of fact and any additional findings from the 
Planning Commission: 

1. The IUP requests do not meet the intent of a home occupation in the 
residential zoning districts. 

2. The IUP requested uses would be a better fit in a commercially zoned 
district. 

3. The IUP requested uses do not meet the intent of the City of East Bethel 
2008 Comprehensive Plan. 

 
Public hearing was opened up at 7:35 PM. 
 
Paul Christenson, representing Timothy Christenson, his son.  Under the 
recommendations, there is a comma in the first condition that may be out of 
place. In number 4, the matter of the 50%, it is pretty clear that the language was 
drafted; it doesn’t address a multiple structure property such as the lower part of 
the house and the detached building as business.  The only other comment in 
number 11, the date should be 2011 not 2010. 
 
Christenson said the property adjacent to the house is commercial property.  
Regarding the matter of sanitation, they would like to look at a reasonable 
solution, possibly a holding tank or possibly an electric toilet station. 
 
Holmes said he is not positive that one holding tank can take care of the runoff 
inside of the building and the toilet facilities, he is not sure that is legal.  He 
asked if the facility will be an automotive repair facility, painting, detailing.  
Christenson stated no only the repair, no body work or detailing.  Bonin asked if 
he had a business somewhere else.  They said he currently works at a different 
location.  Terry said 3-5 cars per day and not open to the public, which is a little 
high isn’t it.  Christenson said his son is a top automotive person on Volvo’s.  He 
is contacted from dealers or word of mouth.  Christenson said sometimes there 
are cars that come in, and the cost of repairs is too much so they might sell him or 
give them to him.  Moegerle asked if this is a new business.  Christenson said he 
is currently doing the business at his employer’s location on off hours.  Moline 
asked if there is a business out of that property before.  Tim Landborg stated 
there have been businesses there before.  With the house and garages there are 
about 6,000 square feet and 4,800 square feet in the additional structures. 
 
Terry said he is puzzled by the 50% of floor area.  It makes sense on how 
Christenson explained it.  He doesn’t’ understand why you would limit that 
accessory structure by 50%.  City Council Member Voss said the intent was not 
so much with the detached structures, as with the homes.  The intent was so a 
home was not converted into a complete business.  That is what the spirit of that 
part of the ordinance was.  He doesn’t know how or when the detached structure 
became part of that.  There are many businesses that used the full detached 
accessory structure. 
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Terry wants to revisit that topic. 
 
Bonin wanted to know why City staff has to give a two hour notice for an 
inspection.  Hanson said that is the recommendation of the City attorney.  Terry 
said because people are presumed innocent until proven guilty.  It is courtesy to 
give people notice.  If there is some presumption – if there is a law that is 
knowingly being violated that is a different matter. 
 
Moegerle said that the state requires that there would be sewer facilities for the 
accessory structure.  Christenson said he is not sure what sanitation facilities are 
and they need to look into that.  Holmes asked are holding tanks allowed.  
Hanson said they would have to apply for a variance.  Landborg said he could 
have a Jimmy’s Johnny’s outside.  
 
Voss said it would need to be looked into at the state level.  Plenty of people have 
dealer’s licenses and do not have these requirements.  Christenson said it may be 
because of the type of the license.  Voss said they had talked about the 
alternatives.  Christenson said the building is licensed by the state.   They would 
look at that.  Moegerle asked where the sanitation required is.  Christenson said it 
states there must be sanitation at location. 
 
Christenson said responding to the email.  There is no noise, and really nothing 
running.  The loudest thing would be the radio.  There are all types of things that 
create noise.  Every home is going to have some of those things going on.  There 
are a lot of Internet businesses that will have more traffic than this business.  
There will not be any dust.  Fumes should not be a problem.  He would suggest 
that the customer and traffic will be less than if you had teenagers in the house.  
The person who wrote this does not live next door. 
 
Holmes said for a dealer’s license, at one time you needed so much footage for 
viewing on the roads.  Christenson said there has to be signage viewable from the 
road, but not viewing of vehicles.  Moegerle asked if going to the accessory 
building is on the same drive as the main drive to the house.  Christenson said it 
is on the main drive in and is a gravel drive.  There is a 40x40 pad in front of the 
accessory building. 
 
Terry said the letter states a zoning variance.  Hanson stated she has talked with 
the letter owner.  Bonin said she is concerned about the affect on her children but 
she doesn’t give ages or the number of children.  Landborg stated her kids are 17 
or 13.  They never see the kids and they have lived there for 10 years. 
 
Public hearing closed at 7:55. 
 
Holmes said he would like a statement added that detailing or bodywork is not 
allowed at the property. 
 
Terry said there needs to be clarification on the storage outside.  Is screened ok?  
Hanson said they can be stored outside for public pick up, but not stored outside 
indefinitely for neighbors to see.   
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Moegerle asked if she could describe the difference between a dealer’s license 
and how that applies to our ordinances, because it doesn’t have the sanitary 
facilities.  Hanson said yes.  Hanson said she doesn’t’ know the details on what 
the requirements for a dealer’s license are, but will find out what is required and 
if you could count the bathroom that is in the house as the facility. 
 
Terry said he is still stuck on the 50% thing and that is a major hurdle.  He 
doesn’t know what they could do with that language.  He wouldn’t be able to 
store the 5 vehicles and it wouldn’t serve as any benefit to enforce that.  Hanson 
said it is something that has always been that way.  Holmes said we could put it 
in the recommendation since the ordinance is gray.  Voss said if you took out of 
the code it is pretty clear.   
 
This application will not go to the Council until October 20, 2010.  There could 
be a recommendation sent to Council before next week.  Voss does believe the 
intent was for a home to not be taken over, not for detached structures.  In years 
past they have approved many that have used the entire detached structure.  He 
does think it is something that Council could discuss.   
 
Moegerle asked is this going to be a full-time business to begin with.  Bonin said 
it is not a hobby, where you spend money and you don’t make money.  Moegerle 
said since it is not a full-time occupation, does that help any.  Holmes said it 
could be full-time in two months. 
 
Holmes recommends approval of an IUP for an automotive repair facility 
and MN Vehicle Dealer License for the property known as 1507 205th 
Avenue NE, East Bethel, PIN 17-33-23-43-0010, staff recommends the 
following conditions: 

1. Vehicles waiting for repair, vehicles for sale, or vehicles waiting for 
customer pick up are not allowed to be stored outside in view of the 
public right-of-way or neighboring properties. 

2. Signage must comply with East Bethel City Code, Chapter 54, which 
states “for home occupations, one identification sign is permitted, and 
the sign shall not exceed two square feet.”  Signs must be placed on 
the business’ property as directional signs are not allowed. 

3. No more than three persons, at least one of whom shall reside within 
the principal dwelling, shall be employed by the home occupation. 

4. The automotive repair facility and vehicle dealership shall occupy no 
more than 50 percent of the floor area of the detached accessory 
structure; therefore, the home occupation will be limited to occupy 
2400 square feet of the structure. 

5. The IUP will be reviewed by staff and renewed on a yearly basis by 
City Council in which City Council may require additional conditions 
where deemed fit. 

6. City staff is allowed on the property to conduct random inspections to 
ensure compliance.  Staff will give at least a two hour notice prior to a 
site inspection. 

7. Structure must be inspected by the Fire Inspector on a yearly basis.  
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8. Site plan with required information must be submitted to the 
Building Official for review and approval prior to the issuance of the 
IUP.  Building Official will make the final determination of 
occupancy change and codes to be administered to bring the 
structure into compliance.  

9. Mr. Christensen must submit an approved Hazardous Waste 
Generator License issued by Anoka County Environmental Services.  
Inspection reports and annual license renewal must be submitted to 
City Staff within 30 days after renewal/issuance.  

10. Mr. Christensen must submit an approved MN Vehicle Dealer 
License to the City of East Bethel and obtain a City of East Bethel 
Automobile Dealer License.   Each license is to be renewed on an 
annual basis.  A copy of the renewed annual MN Vehicle Dealer 
License is to be submitted to City Staff within 30 days of 
renewal/issuance. 

11. Conditions must be met and an IUP Agreement executed no later 
than January 20, 2010.  Failure to comply will result in the null and 
void of the IUP. 

12. Body work and detailing cannot be part of business. 
 
Pierson seconded; motion carries (5-1-1, Moegerle opposed, Landborg 
abstained).   
 
This will be heard by the City Council on October 20, 2010. 
 
Discussion ensued on the 50% dilemma.  Holmes said the Planning Commission 
should make a recommendation to City Council to clarify what the intent of the 
50% is.  Bonin said the question is multiple structures.  If it is the main structure 
you want to keep it at 50%, and then clarify that.  Landborg asked or is it a 
combined 50% of all structures.  Hanson said staff will put together some 
recommended language for the Council.   
 
Holmes motioned to recommend Council clarify the 50% of the floor area.  
Pierson seconded; all in favor, motion carries.   
 

New Rules for 
Granting a Variance 

This is just information only.  On June 24, 2010, the Minnesota Supreme Court 
overturned the way cities have interpreted rules regarding the granting of 
variances thus severely limiting a cities’ power to grant variances.   
 
As the City Attorney states in his memo, in the past, granting a variance has been 
based on whether a property owner would like to use the property in a reasonable 
manner that is prohibited by ordinance; in other words, if the owner’s proposal is 
reasonable and the other requirements of the statute are met, then the variance 
should be granted. 
 
The Minnesota Supreme Court in the Krummenacher v. City of Minnetonka and 
Liebeler case rejected the standard that had been followed by municipalities for 
the past 20 years.  Instead, the court ruled that the applicant must show that “the 
property in question cannot be put to reasonable use” without a variance.  The 
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City Attorney memo explains in greater detail the changes municipalities face 
when granting variances.  Also provided is an article published in the Star 
Tribune on September 19, 2010 titled Metro Zoning Variance?  Forget About It. 
that provided information on the ramifications of the changes. 
 
In conclusion, municipalities do not have the authority to grant a variance unless 
the applicant can show that the property cannot be put to a reasonable use without 
the variance.  This change will decrease the number of variance requests, 
however, the League of Minnesota Cities is actively working with the legislature 
to possibly allow some flexibility to municipalities.  City staff will continue to 
keep the Planning Commission updated with legislative action.  The City 
Attorney agrees variances are going to be very difficult to grant.   
 
Holmes asked what reasonable use will be.  Hanson said it is pretty strict, if they 
have a house on the property and want to add a garage, according to the courts 
the property is being used reasonably if they are living there.  Voss said the 
communities define how they want their communities to be, and they should be 
defining reasonable use.  He thinks we need to really look at ordinances we 
create, which begs the question if you want to be more broad or more restrictive.   
 
Terry said who would challenge the cases and what would be negative 
ramifications if we did business as usual.  Hanson said anyone could challenge it. 
Voss said the DNR sued a city for granting blanket variances for houses by the 
lake.  Hanson said any lawsuit is very costly for a city.  Terry said he doesn’t 
understand why the Supreme Court would do this and why they would affect the 
construction industry at this time.  Bonin doesn’t understand how they can take 
one incident and make a blanket case.   
 
Terry asked if the legislature is currently working on this. Hanson said the 
League of Minnesota Cities is working diligently on this.  Hanson said the 
attorney stated the City Code is very specific based on the case in 1989.  Holmes 
asked if this is being explained to persons coming in for ordinances.  Hanson said 
they have a short bit of information put together for people coming in to explain 
this to them.    
 

Ethics Policy 
Discussion 

At the August 31, 2010 Planning Commission meeting, Commission Member 
Moegerle discussed the lack of ordinances that pertain to ethics and due process.  
After much discussion, Planning Commission recommended Commission 
Member Moegerle to gather more specific information and bring the topic back 
for discussion. 
 
At this time, city staff is preparing an ordinance pertaining to the due process.  
This ordinance is scheduled to be heard at the October 20, 2010 City Council 
meeting.    
 
Commission Member Moegerle provided the Planning Commission members 
with a summary of ethical codes to discuss. 
 
Moegerle stated East Bethel passed a Dress Code and Ethics policy in September 
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2009.  The ethics policy is limited to employee conduct while wearing an East 
Bethel uniform.  She has been unable to locate any other ethics policy on the 
City’s web site. 
 
At the Commission’s suggestion, she researched the ethics ordinances by 
Minnesota cities, including those that are the same or similar in size to East 
Bethel, as well as policies that got the job done in an efficient and effective 
manner, regardless of city population. 
 
She provided a summary of results: 
 
Ethics are frequently addressed as an ordinance, though ethics policies exist. 
 
In 2008, cities as small as Tracy, Montrose and Shorewood, as well as Sauk 
Rapids had adopted ordinances. 
 
In general, the larger the City, the shorter the ethics ordinance. 
 
The League of Minnesota Cities (LMC) has prepared a two page “Template Code 
of Conduct” designed to address issues that City Councils, Boards and 
Commissions may encounter that is suitable to enact as an ordinance.  It simply 
enumerates the prohibitions that other ordinances elaborate on in detail.  This has 
been adopted many cities for their code.   
 
The LMC also has a three page “Model Statement of Values” which addresses 
issues that may be encountered by “elected and appointed officials, City 
employees and volunteers.”  This is more in the line of a supplementary City 
policy.   
 
The big difference on substance is enforcement of ethics is through: 

1. Referral to an independent ethics officer. 
2. Referral to an ethics commission, with no/or few City officials/employees 

as members, that meets regularly 
3. Referral to the City Council 

 
When it comes to looking at how to proceed, there are options that need to be 
made.  It can be a policy, policy and ordinance or an ordinance.  She has included 
a three page of code of ethics from the City of Minnetonka.  She wanted to 
provide this for review and consideration at the next meeting. 
 
Moline asked what the City has at this time.  Moegerle said the Dress Code is all 
there is.  Voss said when that policy was passed; there were broader issues that 
they were looking at.  He believes all of this was looked at a couple of years ago 
during that time and Council didn’t want to look at the ethical issues.  Landborg 
said yes, that is what he remembered also.   
 
Moline said she worked at Minneapolis for 21 years, and most of the ethics issues 
have to do with fiduciary issues.  It is not about what types of uniforms do you 
wear, it is more about bribes.  Landborg said if there are people who are 
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unethical, you shouldn’t vote for them.  Moline said it is good to have this on 
paper, it wouldn’t hurt anything.  It is nice to get this out before there is an issue.   
 
Moegerle asked if there are recommendations and if the Commission members 
want to take time to review the documents, and come back and discuss it more 
knowledgeably at the next meeting.  Pierson said would like to take it home.   
 
Voss recommended the information should be provided to Council to see what 
they would consider doing.  He said much of this was brought up two years ago, 
and it didn’t pass.  Landborg said he understands what we are trying to 
accomplish and why.  Moegerle said we could table this till the next meeting.   
 
Holmes motioned the information should be provided to City Council and 
they should let the Commission know if this is something they want the 
Commission to work on.  Terry seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 

Approve August 31, 
2010 Planning 
Commission Meeting  
Minutes 
 

Bonin motioned to approve the June 22, 2010 minutes.  Pierson seconded; all 
in favor, motion carries. 

Adjourn Pierson made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 8:38 PM.  Moegerle 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 
 

Submitted by: 
 
Jill Teetzel 
Recording Secretary 

 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 7.0 A.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Planning Commission Meeting Minutes for September 28, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
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 
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Agenda Information 



 
 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number:  
Item 7.0 A.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Interim Use Permit for Domestic Farm Animals 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider granting an Interim Use Permit (IUP) for Tom and Laurie Weed for five (5) Alpacas in 
the RR – Rural Residential District. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Property Owner:   Applicants: 
Chase Home Finance LLC  Tom and Laurie Weed 
3415 Vision Drive   1305 Mound Trail 
Columbus, OH  43219  Centerville, MN  55038 
 
Property Location: 
22666 East Bethel Blvd 
PIN 03-33-23-14-0004 
 
It is typical that the responsible person to submit a land use application is the property owner.  In 
this particular case, as of August 25, 2010 the property is a bank-owned foreclosure. The 
applicants, Tom and Laurie Weed, are interested in residing within East Bethel and purchasing 
the property.  However, the purchase of the property is contingent on an IUP for the keeping of 
five (5) alpacas they currently own.  The applicants must go through the proper legal avenues to 
possibly purchase a foreclosed property, therefore, they do not know how long the process will 
take.  Staff consulted with the City Attorney; his recommendation is to place a condition on the 
IUP stating that if the applicants do not take ownership of the property by April 1, 2011, the 
approved IUP is null and void. 
 
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 40-acre parcel is not 
located within a platted subdivision. 
 
City Code has a limit on the number of animals per parcel.  Five (5) alpacas require 5 grazable 
acres.   The property contains approximately 7 acres of fenced grazable lands.  There is shelter 
provided for the animals. 
 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
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City staff has conducted a site inspection.  The property meets the requirements set forth in City 
Code for the keeping of farm animals. 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
Not Applicable 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
 
Recommendation(s): 
 Planning Commission recommends approval to the City Council of an IUP for the keeping of 
five (5) alpacas for Tom and Laurie Weed, located at 22666 East Bethel Blvd, East Bethel, PIN 
03-33-23-14-0004 with the following conditions: 
1. An Interim Use Permit Agreement must be signed and executed by the applicants and/or 

property owners and the City. 
2. Applicants/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. Applicants/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. Applicants must provide proof of ownership or purchase no later than October 15, 2010.  

Failure to provide proof of ownership or purchase will result in the null and void of the IUP. 
7. Conditions of the IUP must be met no later than April 1, 2011.  IUP will not be issued until 

all conditions are met. Failure to meet conditions will result in the null and void of the IUP. 
8. Applicants must provide proof of ownership no later than April 1, 2011 or the IUP will be 

null and void.  
 
Attachments: 
1. Location Map 
2. Application 
3. Site Plan 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:   Second by:    
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
Vote Yes: _____  Vote No: _____ 
 
No Action Required: _____ 
 













 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 7.0 A.3 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Interim Use Permit (IUP) Request for a Home Occupation by Mr. Adam Sheppard 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider Approving an IUP for a Home Occupation in the RR – Rural Residential District 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Property Owner/Applicant: 
Adam Sheppard 
21984 Wake Street NE 
East Bethel, MN 55011 
PIN 11-33-23-12-0012 
 
Mr. Sheppard is requesting an IUP for a bakery business known as Designer Desserts, located on 
a 2.01 acre parcel at 21984 Wake Street NE, East Bethel.  The bakery business will provide 
specialty cakes such as wedding cakes, cartoon character cakes and large orders of gourmet 
cupcakes. 
 
The plan is to construct a facility in the basement of the home.  The facility will consist of one 
oven, a refrigerator/freezer, sink, and work surface.  Bakery establishments are regulated and 
licensed through Minnesota Department of Agriculture.  Mr. Sheppard is in the process of 
obtaining the required license(s).  Mr. Sheppard is required to submit the required license(s) to 
city staff upon approval.  In addition to the state license, Mr. Sheppard is required to obtain the 
proper building permit applications through the City of East Bethel Building Department. 
 
Ms. Michelle Sheppard has made this her profession for the past 5 years. She is the only person 
who will be baking and decorating the baked goods.  Ms. Sheppard does not intend to increase 
the number of employees.  However, East Bethel City Code Appendix A, Zoning 10.18(A), 
allows no more than three persons, at least one of whom shall reside within the home and shall 
be employed by the home occupation. 
 
Most of the baked goods are delivered to the location by Ms. Sheppard.  However, there may be 
instances when a customer may pick up from the site.  East Bethel City Code Appendix A, 
Zoning 10.18(B) states that no traffic generated by the home occupation shall be a significantly 
greater volume than would normally be expected from a single-family residence.  At this time, 
staff does not foresee an issue with a significant amount of traffic generated from this particular 
type of home occupation. 
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Attachments: 

1. Property Location 
2. Application 
3. Site Plan of Basement 
4. East Bethel City Code Appendix A, Zoning, Section10.18 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Fiscal Impact: 
Not applicable at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Staff Recommendation: 
Planning Commission recommends approval to the City Council for an IUP for a home 
occupation known as Designer Desserts located at 21984 Wake Street NE, East Bethel, PIN 11-
33-23-12-0012 with the following conditions: 
 

1. Home Occupation shall meet the specific standards for home occupations as permitted 
in East Bethel City Code Appendix A, Zoning, Section 10.18. 

2. There shall be no more than three (3) employees. 
3. The IUP shall be for a term of three (3) years, expiring December 31, 2013, in which 

the applicant will be required to submit a land use application requesting a review and 
approval of the home occupation. 

4. Signage shall comply with East Bethel Sign Code, Chapter 54, Signs, which states 
home occupations may have one identification sign not to exceed two square feet. 

5. Applicant shall submit a copy of the required license(s) from MN Department of 
Agriculture upon yearly renewal. 

6. Appropriate building permits from the City of East Bethel must be obtained prior to 
the construction of the facility in the basement of the home. 

7. IUP Agreement must be executed no later than November 20, 2010 or the IUP will be 
null and void. 

8. Violation of conditions and City Codes shall result in the revocation of the IUP. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 















 

EAST BETHEL PARKS COMMISSION MEETING  
September 8, 2010 

 
The East Bethel Parks Commission met on September 8, 2010 at 6:08 P.M at the Cedar Creek Ecosystem 
Scientific Reserve for their regular monthly meeting.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:         Kenneth Langmade    Dan Kretchmar   Tim Hoffman        

Dan Butler      Barb Hagenson      
                                        

MEMBERS EXCUSED:  Bonnie Harvey      Sue Jefferson      
                                   
                                                
ALSO PRESENT:           Jack Davis, City Public Works Manager 
                                          Kathy Pavola, Council Liaison 
                                             
                                                                   
Adopt 
Agenda 

Kretchmar made a motion to adopt the agenda as presented.   Hagenson seconded; all 
in favor, motion carries.    

Approve July 
14, 2010 
Minutes 

The commission recommended two changes to the minutes.  First of all changing for 
Bonnie Harvey and Barb Hagenson to Member Present.  Secondly, on page two of three, 
last paragraph, last sentence, change baseball tourney to softball tourney.   
 
Butler made a motion to approve the July 14, 2010 minutes.  Kretchmar seconded; all 
in favor, motion carries.   
 

Parks 
Financial  
Info 

The City is right on target with budget.  A few things are over and a few are under, but 
over all, the bottom line is ok.  Once you take all the direct costs out there is only about 
$40,000 left to be spent this year.  At the next meeting Davis will provide the Board more 
information on the specific projects.    
 
Butler asked if the City received estimated costs of moving the old school house to Booster 
East.  Davis said it was about $20,000 to move it, put in the foundation and seal it.  
Langmade thanked Boyer for getting this approved at the City Council meeting.   
 
Hoffman motioned to accept the financial report as presented.  Hagenson seconded; 
all in favor, motion carries.   
   

Tour Langmade stated from the discussions he has heard, Davis has put a lot of work into the 
easements on Bataan.   Thank you Davis for getting that completed.  Davis said the City 
would be about $10,000 less under what was budgeted for easements and there are two 
properties that we are still waiting on easements for.  One the property is being put into a 
trust, and they have agreed in principal to sign the easement.  The other still has a few 
questions, and hopefully the City will be able to complete that deal.  The question the 
resident has is about drainage.  This will be on the next Council agenda.  It may work out 
better if we can bid the whole project, rather than split it in two, because we will get a 
better project to bid the full project.  If we break it into two phases, it could cost about 20%  
more.  
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Boyer and Davis met with Jeff Corney from Cedar Creek regarding the completion of the 
trail.  This subject had been discussed in concept for a few years, but this was the first time 
that we had broached the matter that it is going to be paved.   
 
Hoffman asked about the parking lot at Booster West.  Davis said it has been bid, contract 
let and should be completed by the end of October.  Boyer said everything is moving 
ahead. 
 
The schoolhouse moving/pad will be financed from savings/lack of expenditures due to a 
lack of salaries and other expenditures.   Public works is currently short staffed due to 
employees being out.  Boyer stated that the maintenance department has put in long hours 
and saved funds.  They have done a great job and no extra people were hired to fill in.  The 
ones that are here have done a great job.  They are finishing up Coon Lake Beach.  The 
electrical work at the two parks (Hidden Haven and Whispering Oaks) will be completed 
this week also. 
 
The commission took a tour of the Cedar Creek Nature Trails.   
 

Council 
Report 

Boyer stated the schoolhouse would be moved in mid October.   
 

Adjourn Butler made a motion to adjourn the September 8, 2010 meeting at 8:00 PM.  
Hagenson seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 

 
Submitted by:   
Jill Teetzel 
Recording Secretary 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 7.0 B.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Park Commission Meeting Minutes for September 8, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Information Only.  These minutes are in draft form. They have not been approved by the Park 
Commission. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:__X___ 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



EAST BETHEL ROAD COMMISSION MEETING 
September 14, 2010 

 
The East Bethel Road Commission met on September 14, 2010 at 6:30 PM at the City Hall for their regular 
monthly meeting.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Roger Virta     Al Thunberg          Jeff Jensen        

Tanner Balfany   Michael Warsko    Pat Monnier      
                                  
MEMBERS EXCUSED:        Denny Murphy         
   
ALSO PRESENT:           Jack Davis, City Public Works Manager 
                                           
                                            
                                                                   
Adopt 
Agenda 

The September 14, 2010 meeting was called to order by Chairman Thunberg at 6:30 PM.   
 
Virta made a motion to adopt the September 14, 2010 agenda.  Balfany seconded; all in 
favor, motion carries.   
 

Approve – 
July 13, 
2010 
Meeting 
Minutes  

Change name on first page from Tyler Balfany to Tanner Balfany.   
 
Virta made a motion to approve the July 13, 2010 minutes with said changes.  Jenson 
seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
   
Warsko asked about the City property being put on the State auction and how that is going.  
Davis said it is on the auction until the end of September.   

Road 
Financial 
Information 
– Roads 
Capital 
Funds 
Summary 

Davis explained the Road Financial Information is through the end of August 2010.  The 
reports are generally 2 – 4 weeks behind what actual expenditures are.  The City has about 
200 tons of salt and 100 tons of sand, this amount probably will not get us through 
December.  The City uses about 600 – 700 tons of salt each year.  The last snowfall needing 
to be plowed was February 14th.  The City purchases the sand/salt through the State and our 
capacity for storage is about full. 
 
As far as the equipment replacement fund, the City has expended that fund down to about 
$2,000.  The new Pelican was $178,000.  The equipment which was replaced is now for sale 
on the State auction.  The items are on the auction for about 10 days.  In the last three days, 
people have bidding on it.  The proceeds from this sale will go to the City’s General Fund. 
 
Monnier was wondering if all the street capitol projects will be done this year.  Davis said 
yes with the exception of Bataan Street and explained the contractor ran out of the tack oil 
and will not be able to get any.  The City has given him an extension on the project.  The 
trail may go to bid next month; there is still one easement that has not been obtained.  This 
property owner has agreed in concept to the easement, but he is currently working on 
transferring the property to a trust fund.  
 
The service road along Hwy 65 just south of 221st will probably go east of Sandy drive.  The 
service road will be completed by the fall of 2011.   
 



September 14, 2010 East Bethel Road Minutes        Page 2 of 5 
 

The stop light at 221 and Hwy 65 is scheduled from 2014 – 2015.  There are costs with 
accelerating the project, and the City doesn’t have any money budgeted to start this any 
sooner. The County has started their survey work on that project. 
 

Tierney 
Project 

The Anoka County Conservation District has proposed to construct a storm water 
pretreatment structure on City right of way on East Front Boulevard to treat runoff to Coon 
Lake.  The structure would be a concrete sediment trap inlet with two concrete weirs to 
increase water retention in a ditch along East Front Boulevard prior to discharge to Coon 
Lake. 
 
The facility would become part of the right of way and would be maintained by the City.  It 
is anticipated that monthly cleaning of the inlet structure, annual cleaning of the weirs and 
annual maintenance of up to 200’ of ditch section would be required for the proper 
functioning of this facility.  The cost for this maintenance is estimated to be in the range of 
$600-800 per year. 
 
The funding for this project would be entirely the responsibility of the City.  The Coon Lake 
Beach Improvement District may be willing to cost share a portion of the project.  No 
contacts have been made with them to determine their interest in participating in the 
financing of this work.  The estimated of this project is $4,260.00.   
 
This project will curtail road run off.  Jensen was surprised that the Conservation District is 
proposing a weir system and not a rain garden.  It would have to be cleaned out at least 10-
12 years.  It will have a lot of debris in the fall with all the leaves.  Maintenance and cost are 
in this project, and rain gardens are no maintenance.   
 
Davis doesn’t feel this is a Roads issue and it will be setting a precedent.  The Commission 
members agreed with Davis.  Virta asked how this proposal came about.  Davis said it came 
from the Coon Lake Beach Improvement District and the Anoka County Conservation 
District. 
 
Davis said the City has discussed a storm water utility district.  Eventually there will have to 
be some sort of district to be able to maintain the storm water ponds.  The City does have run 
off issues, but this would project would be better addressed through a storm water utility 
district. 
 
Thunberg said maybe we should be recommending creation of a storm water utility district 
and referring this project to that team.   
 
Davis said he would rather have a retention pond, than a rain garden.   Jensen said a retention 
pond rarely has water in it; a rain garden always has water in it. Warsko said part of the issue 
is the area is primarily ditches, and there is not really any room for a pond.  Davis said there 
is very little room to deal with this.  Jensen said we shouldn’t set a precedent.  If we put this 
in, the Conservation District will want them all around the lake.  Davis asked if there was a 
storm water utility district in the City of Fridley.  Jensen said yes they do have one.  Davis 
said as the City grows, there would need to be a district set up. Virta asked if it is City wide 
or based on development.  Davis said hopefully it would be set up for the users in the district 
area.  Virta said as the sewer and water system comes in, the costs of everything need to be 
born by those that receive the benefits.   Thunberg said it will take some time and effort to 
create this and this is probably to do this prior to the water and sewer system going in.   
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Davis said there is another option, the Coon Lake Improvement could fund this, and then we 
may maintain it.  The other option would be the City cost shares with the Improvement 
Association.  Third option is we think this is a good project, and do not want to create a 
precedent by addressing in the Roads Commission as we do not feel this is a Roads project. 
We recommend that this be addressed by another  entity. 
 
Davis said at some point the sewer goes in by Coon Lake Beach then there would be designs 
for a storm sewer system at that time.  There will probably not be sewer to this neighborhood 
for many years.  Davis also stated that in order to make the extension of sewer to Coon Lake 
Beach the City will need grant money to make the project economically feasible.  Otherwise 
it will be too much to assess to the residents and the City can only assess so much to each.    
 
Virta motioned the road committee has no objections to this project, but do not believe 
this is a Roads issue and are concerned with the precedent would set for the Roads 
Commission, council should address this directly or through the establishment of a 
future storm water utility district.  Jensen second; motion carried 5-0-1.  Wasko 
abstained. 
 

Dust 
Control 
Policy 

This has been discussed where residents want the dust control on their road.   
 
Davis said dust control is a little over $2000 for a mile.  About 40 cents a foot.   
 
Davis provided a starting point for the discussion.  The following are some considerations 
for developing a policy for application of dust control chemicals on City streets: 

1.) Residents of an unpaved street must petition City Council by the second Council 
meeting in February 2011 for application of dust control chemicals for 2011 for their 
street; 

2.) Petitions should contain at least 75% of the residents of the street requesting the 
service; 

3.) At the time of the petition residents will be notified of the cost of the project and 
residents must approve this cost as an assessment and present a cost approval petition 
to City Council by no later than the second Council meeting in March; 

4.) If approved by City Council dust control chemicals would be a one time application 
in May 2011 or as scheduling permits; 

5.) Grading of the road would occur on a regular basis until the dust control chemicals 
were applied and then would not occur until September or October of that year unless 
road conditions required grading work or there were weather related repairs to be 
made. No additional applications of dust control chemicals would placed on the road 
after the initial application; 

6.) The residents of the street are solely responsible for all petition work. The City’s 
obligation is only to provide cost information and arrange for the application of the 
dust control chemical. 

 
The following is a list of costs that the City of East Bethel incurs to maintain 16 miles of 
unpaved roads in the City’s street system: 
1.) Grade unpaved roads ( 26 wks. @ 16 hrs./wk=416 hrs/yr.) 416 x $90/hr. $37,440 
2.) Class V Road Projects 
 a.) Approximately 3,000 tons of Class V      $35,000 
 b.) Labor (144 man hours @ $ 32.17/hr.)               $  4,633 
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 c.) Equipment ( 60 grader hours @ $90/hr. and 60 truck hours @ 
     $80/hr. )         $10,200 

3.) Dust Control 
 a.) Dust Control Chemicals       $        0 
 b.) Water Application ( Water truck, 40 hrs. @ $60/hr.)   $  2,400 
4.) Recovery of Class V material 
 a.) Labor ( 80 hrs. @ $32.17/hr. )      $  2,570 
 b.) Equipment  
  Motor Grader, 30 hrs. @ $90/hr     $  2,700 
  JD Tractor with recovery implement, 30 hrs @ $60/hr  $  1,800 
5.) General Maintenance work 
 a.)Labor ( 80 hrs. @ $32.17/hr.)       $  2,570 
 b.)Equipment ( F-550, 20 hrs @ $ 25/hr. )     $     500 
6.) Special Repair Work 
 a.)Labor ( 64 hours @ $32.17 )      $  2,059 
 b.)Equipment ( single axle dumps-20 hrs; grader-16 hrs.; skid steer 
  24 hrs; F-550-12hrs; IT28 Loader 16 hrs @ $90/hr)   $  6,400 
 c.)Material         $  2,400 
7.)Snow Removal  
 a.) 12 events per year, 96 hours @$80/hr.     $  7,680 
 b.) benching and sand application, 32 hours @ $80/hr.   $  2,560 
8.) Right of Way Mowing ( 40 hours @$60/hr.)     $  2,400 
 
Estimated Unpaved Road Maintenance Costs     $123,312 
 
Miles of unpaved road             Total System miles  Per cent of unpaved 
roads 
 16     138    11.6% 
 
Unpaved Road Maintenance Cost 2010 Roads Budget  Per Cent of Budget 
   $123,312   $779,393   15.8% 
 
Maintenance cost per mile/paved streets………………$4,754* 
Maintenance cost per mile/unpaved streets……………$7,843 
 
*Does not include any costs for seal coating, crack sealing or repaving. In 2010 
approximately $245,000 will be spent on these items increasing the maintenance cost per 
mile of paved streets to $7,374. It is anticipated that spending for paved street maintenance 
will increase over the $245,000 to be spent in this budget year for the 2011-2015 period 
 
Costs for dust control on 14 miles of City unpaved streets 
Grading unpaved roads a minimum of 4 times per year (64 hours @ $90/hr. ) $  5,400 
Grade Klondike 2 X week for 26 weeks (156 hours @ 90/hr. )   $14,040 
Apply Magnesium Chloride to 14 miles of unpaved street     $33,510 
 (0.3 gal/SY @ $0.85/gal) 
Total Estimated Cost for dust control vs. limited grading    $52,950 
 
Currently the City is spending about $37,000 annually on grading.  If Klondike Drive was 
added for dust control delete $8,056 from the above cost. 
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Davis believes a system like this would work, but the residents would have to petition the 
City Council to have this process started.  Monnier said this would be no different in the 
residents petitioning to pave the road.  Davis said this would have to be all put together early 
in the year, and ready to go by March so they can be bid and implemented in early May.   
 
Monnier thinks this is a fair way to do this.  Jensen said this is a City policy, he thinks this 
policy should have added that the road from start to finish would have to be completed.  
Thunberg said he believes that is the intention.  Davis said the more clear you can make it 
the less ambiguity you have.  Jensen said you would have to have control on each street.  
Davis said they could define those in a broader situation, looking at the project scope.  
Thunberg said what about the options of more than one year at a time.  Jensen said it would 
be tough to get people to commit to for too many years and if it gets too complicated that 
isn’t good. 
 
Davis said Klondike it is not that effective to do dust control on.  The cost for Klondike 
would be very costly for each property owner.   
 
Davis said we might want to look at incentives for people to get their roads paved.  Monnier 
said when he went out to see if his neighbors wanted their street paved and people wanted to 
know what portion the City would be paying for.  Davis said at the last street paving the City 
was going to do the class five and do the drainage pipes.  They would be enough to make a 
difference in the street paving costs in some cases. 
 
Davis said on some streets there are residents that would be very interested.   
 
For example on Xylite and 216 it would be about $2000 total, so about 150/175 per 
household.  Monnier said if it was his choice he would be put it into pavement.  Thunberg 
said what time frame that would be spread over.  Davis said 10 years.  Monnier said the 
estimate for his street a few years ago was about $6,000 - $7,000 per homeowner.   
 
Thunberg asked was that on Monroe.  Davis said that one died based on other issues.  Davis 
said if you want to explore this he will clean it up and bring it back in a policy format.  
Thunberg said maybe we should provide information the differential in cost between paving 
and dust control.  
 
One resident on 196th is about 100 feet from the street; everyone else is 150 - 200 feet.  He 
wants dust control.  The other residents do not want dust control on that street. 
 
We need to get a recommendation from staff for the October meeting, have it approved by 
the commission to go forward to the Council in November.  That would give us ample time 
for next year.  Davis said the majority of his complaints on unpaved roads are dust control.  

Adjourn Monnier made a motion to adjourn the September 14, 2010 meeting at 7:41 PM.  
Warsko seconded; all in favor, motion carries. 
 

Submitted by:   
 
Jill Teetzel 
Recording Secretary 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 7.0 C.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Road Commission Meeting Minutes for September 14, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Information Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Information Only.  These minutes are in draft form. They have not been approved by the Road 
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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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
 Date: 
October 20, 2010  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 A.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Pay Estimate No. 6 for Well No. 2 Construction, Well Pump, Piping and Electrical Revisions to 
Pumphouse No. 1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Requested Action: 
Consider approval of Pay Estimate No. 6 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Attached is a copy of Pay Estimate No. 6 to Municipal Builders, Inc for the Well No. 2 
Construction, Well Pump, Piping and Electrical Revisions to Pumphouse No. 1. This Pay 
Estimate includes payment for all work required on the project minus a five percent retainage. 
We recommend partial payment of $11,662.31. A summary of the recommended payment is as 
follows: 
 
Total Work Completed to Date $ 297,948.15 
Less Previous Payments       $ 271,388.43 
Less 5% Retainage   $   14,897.41 
Total payment               $   11,662.31  
 
The Contractor has submitted water analysis results from the new well. The well results 
indicated that the radium levels are below the allowable regulatory limits for Radium.   The 
Department of Health completed their final inspection of the project on October 11, 2010. They 
did not have any issues with the project. The Department of Health also obtained a water sample 
during the final inspection which will be tested for Radium. Radium results take approximately 
four weeks to complete. The City will be notified of the results when they are completed.   
 
The project specification required a minimum well capacity of 500 gallons per minute. The 
Contractor completed the required pump test to verify the well capacity. The Contractor was able 
to pump sand free water up to 900 gallons per minute. The City has placed the well in service at 
a capacity of 700 gallons per minute.  
 
Attachments: 
1. Pay Estimate No. 6 
2. Project Location Map 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
The total project cost is estimated to be $373,004. The city has received a Disadvantaged 
Community Funds Grant in the amount $298,403. The remaining $74,601 is proposed to be 
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financed through the Public Facilities Authority’s Drinking Water Loan program. The loan will 
be paid back over 20 years at a 1% interest rate. The loan payment will be repaid through user 
fees. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation(s): 
Staff recommends Council consider approval of Pay Estimate No. 6 in the amount of $11,662.31 
for Well No. 2 Construction, Well Pump, Piping and Electrical Revisions to Pumphouse No. 1. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____  









 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 B.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Settlement Agreement Fat Boys Bar and Grill and the City of East Bethel 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider approving the proposed settlement agreement between the City of East Bethel and Fat 
Boys Bar and Grill 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
In November of 2009, the owners of Fat Boys Bar and Grill had their permit to purchase 
suspended for failure to pay liquor sales taxes to the State of Minnesota.  During this period of 
suspension of their privilege to purchase liquor and beer from licensed wholesalers in Minnesota, 
the owners of Fat Boys Bar and Grile purchased liquor and beer from other retail off-sale stores 
for re-sale at their bar.  
 
As part of an enforcement operation, the Minnesota Alcohol and Gambling Enforcement 
Division of the Public Safety Department found that the owners of Fat Boys Bar and Grill had 
beer in their coolers that had a manufacture date after the date their permit to purchase was 
suspended.  As a result, the owners of Fat Boys Bar and Grill admitted to the State that they 
purchased beer and liquor from retail off-sale stores for re-sale in their bar and paid a $200 
administrative penalty. 
 
This violation of state statute constitutes a violation of City Liquor Ordinances.  When asked 
whether the owners would prefer to settle this with a hearing before City Council or allow the 
matter to follow the court process as a criminal violation of a liquor statute and/or ordinance, 
they asked that the matter be allowed to process through the courts. 
 
In June of this year, Fat Boys Bar and Grill was again added to the suspended permit to purchase 
list by the State for failure to pay liquor sales tax collected/owed.  They were offered an 
opportunity to appear before City Council on this matter as the failure to pay taxes due and 
owing another government entity represented a violation of City ordinance and was basis for the 
City Council to take action against their liquor license.  They requested a hearing.  At the hearing 
on July 21, 2010, Mr. Troy Parker stated they owed the State a “couple thousand dollars.”  He 
went on to say that he “(Parker) said he paid February’s taxes twice. He said when he paid his 
February taxes he accidently paid it twice, so it tied up his money.” 
 
Upon investigation, the Department of Revenue stated that he did pay the February tax deposit 
twice.  However, the matter was corrected in March by the Department of Revenue.  The current 
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tax delinquency was not related to the duplicate payment according to the Department of 
Revenue. 
 
The matter was forwarded to the City’s prosecuting attorney.  Both Mr. Parker and Mr. Gregg 
Stewart had their initial court appearance in August and were scheduled for their second 
appearance in September.  Through their attorney, they asked if the matter could be settled 
without going through the court process.  The prosecuting attorney asked and, I in turn asked 
Council their preference in moving forward with this matter.  Council indicated it did not have a 
problem allowing the matter to move through the court system or having the owners appear 
before Council. 
 
Further, Council directed that a settlement agreement be drafted for consideration by the owners 
of Fat Boys.  A document was drafted that essentially followed the same settlement agreement 
they were offered in court.  A copy of that agreement is included with your agenda materials. 
 
However, when asked to sign off and provide a signed copy to the City, the owner’s balked 
saying that they now objected to several provisions of the settlement agreement.   The signed 
agreement was due at City Hall no later than 20th such that it could be placed before Council on 
October 6th.  They objected to a provision that states a violation of City Code, Chapter 26, 
Outdoor Entertainment Ordinance, would be sufficient to suspend the license.  The rational is 
that should there be a violation of the Outdoor Entertainment Ordinance while operating at the 
bar would be an ordinance violation related to the operation of the bar including the liquor 
license.  The second item was an objection to making the payment to the City of the 
administrative penalty in a timely manner.  Apparently they do not object to this provision as 
they have not lined through this item on the settlement agreement they signed. 
 
As noted, a copy of the agreement they signed is included with your agenda materials.  Staff is 
seeking direction on the execution of the agreement between the City and Fat Boys Bar and Grill 
to settle the matter relating to a violation of State statute and City ordinance regarding the 
purchase of alcohol from a retail store for re-sale at Fat Boys Bar and Grill. 
 
Attachment(s): 
 1. Proposed Settlement Agreement 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
As noted in the Settlement Agreement 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is seeking Council direction. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 



No Action Required:_____ 









 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0.E.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Code Enforcement Report  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Informational Only 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Attached is a copy of the monthly report of code enforcement activities for properties posted as 
Unfit or Hazardous.  The report provides a snapshot of the activity and status of various 
properties. 
 
Attachments: 
Code Enforcement Report 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
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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POSTED UNFIT/HAZARDOUS PROPERTIES 10/20/10 
 

ADDRESS ACTION 
INITIATED 

LAST 
ACTION 

STATUS COMMENTS 

607 Viking 
Blvd. 

2/20/08 Posted 
unfit  

5/28/09 
court 

approved 
abatement 

Tracking Property is for sale. 

22906 Jackson 
St. 

3/19/08 Posted 
unfit 

Demo 
permit 
issued  

4/29/08, 
Haz. 

Excavation 
orders sent 

6/29/09 

Tracking On 8/08/10 new owner contacted Building Official and stated 
that she has closed on the property, currently addressing issues 
with oak wilt and hopes to start constructing new principle 
structure within the next couple of months.  

204 Dahlia Dr. 
NE 

11/6/08 Posted 
unfit 

4/26/10 
Court 

ordered 
abatement.   

08/10/10 
Tracking 

Owner has construction debris still stored on site working to 
remove. (progress slow) 

Castle Towers 
Trailer Park 

6/7/10 posted lot 
#106 , #149 and 

#122 as 
Hazardous/Unfit  

6/8/10 
Compliance 
letters for 
hazardous 
structures 

Tracking Owners obtained demolition permits on 10/08/10 to remove the 
structures located on lots #149, #106 and #122. 

22568 Sandy 
Dr. 

12/10/08 
Hazardous/Unfit 

Structures 

02/8/10 
Final 

Compliance 
letter sent 

07/13/10 Tracking Structures are down, owner conducting site clean-up.  



ADDRESS ACTION 
INITIATED 

LAST 
ACTION 

STATUS COMMENTS 

221 Birch Rd. Demo permit 
issued 6/4/10 

Site 
inspection 

by Building 
Official 

conducted 
on 6/7/10 

Closed Wells Fargo has reimbursed the city for abatement and 
prosecution. (8/31/10) 

191 Elm Rd. 
Garage 

Posted structure 
(Garage) as unfit 

for human 
habitation on 

9/22/09 

 Tracking Owner was ordered not to reside in the garage and given 14 days 
to clean out the interior.  Currently tracking.  Have asked Anoka 
Co. Sheriff to cite individuals with trespass if staying on the 
property. 

421 Cedar Rd 11/17/09 Sent 
letter to owner to 
abate nuisance 

Issued demo 
permits 

12/02/09 

Closed Demolition permits issued on 12/2/09.  Contractor started razing 
the structure on 12/2/09.  Work completed on 12/7/09. 

330 Dogwood 
Rd. 

12/1/09 Primary 
residence unfit to 

occupy, public 
health issue,  

 

Letter sent 
to owner on 

12/02/09 

Tracking Building department is watching the property; it is believed that 
the structure is occupied.  Prior agreement with property owner 
was that structure shall not be occupied until permits for 
plumbing and sewer has been issued, inspections approved and 
finalized. 



ADDRESS ACTION 
INITIATED 

LAST 
ACTION 

STATUS COMMENTS 

19079 
Greenbrook Dr. 

01/05/10 
Residential 

structure posted 
as Unfit to 

Occupy 

Spoke with 
maintenance 

Co. for 
mortgage 
lender on 
01/11/10 

Closed Property sold, outstanding assessments paid to city, building 
permits issued for repairs. 
 

775 199th Ave 
NE. 

02/17/10 
Residential 

structure posted 
as Unfit to 

Occupy 

02/22/10 
Sent 

abatement 
letter to 

mortgage 
company 

Tracking Building Official contacted by lenders representative on 5/6/10.  
Will ensure outside is cleaned up and building is secured.  Lender 
waiting for expiration of the redemption period. 

3424 Edmar Ln. Sent Hazardous 
Bldg. Orders 

9/17/10 Closed Principle structure and garage have been removed, septic 
abandoned and well sealed. 
 

22779 Sandy 
Dr. 

Sent Hazardous 
Bldg. Orders 

06/21/10 Tracking Building Official has had contact with mortgage lender property 
preservation department.  The mortgage lender is moving 
forward with the exterior clean up during the redemption period. 



ADDRESS ACTION 
INITIATED 

LAST 
ACTION 

STATUS COMMENTS 

265 Dahlia Rd. Accessory 
structure post as 
Hazardous Bldg.  

10/07/10 Closed Building permit issued for reconstruction 

19926 
Buchanan St. 

Principle 
structure posted 

as unfit 

09/21/10 Tracking Homeowner removed from the house by Anoka county Adult 
protection services.  Interior of home uninhabitable due to large 
amounts of garbage and animal feces. Building Official and Fire 
Chief currently working with Anoka county Social Services. 

1203 189th Ave 10/08/10 
Principle 

structure posted 
as Hazardous 

Building 

10/08/10 Tracking Posted structure as hazardous building and property is considered 
a public nuisance. 

 



 
       
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 E.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Administrative Subdivision for Wyatt Brothers Garage and Curt Strandland 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider an Administrative Subdivision for a Lot Line Adjustment in the Rural Residential (RR) 
Zoning District 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
Property Owners/Applicants: 
Gordon Wyatt 
Wyatt Brothers Garage George Wyatt   Curt Strandlund 
9983 Davenport St NE 2080 – 241st Ave NE  2221 Fawn Lake Dr     
Blaine, MN 55449  East Bethel, MN 55005 East Bethel, MN 55005 
PIN 283423310001  PIN 283423310002  PIN 283423420003 
                  
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. 
 
Parcel C (Attachment 3) is owned by Mr. Gordon Wyatt.  The existing size of the parcel is 38.11 
acres and is currently in agricultural production.  With the approval of the administrative 
subdivision, the parcel will decrease to 22.29 acres; of which 2.99 acres will be combined with 
Parcel B and 12.86 acres will be combined with the parcel to the east.   
 
Parcel B (Attachment 3) is owned by Mr. George Wyatt.  The existing size of the parcel is 2.02 
acres.  With the approval of the administrative subdivision, the parcel will increase to 5.01 acres.  
According to Anoka County tax records, the house on the existing property was built in 1973 and 
Mr. George Wyatt has owned the parcel since 1995.  The City Engineer commented that the 
existing driveway to access Parcel B is located on the parcel to the north; Mr. Wyatt must 
provide easement access documentation.  If a recorded easement is not in place, city staff 
recommends an access easement be provided and recorded.  An easement will ensure legal 
access to the property.   
 
Parcel A (Attachment 3) is proposed to be combined with Mr. Curt Strandlund’s 43.87 acre 
parcel to the east.   The submitted survey does not reflect the combination; however, as part of
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the approval, an updated survey with a new property description must be submitted and approved 
by staff.  The parcel will increase to 56.72 acres. 
 
The City Attorney and City Engineer have received the application for review.  The City 
Attorney and City Engineer comments (Attachments 4 and 5) provide that an updated survey 
must be submitted with proposed property description for Parcel A combined with Mr. 
Strandlund’s parcel to the east.  The updated survey must identify the name, address, and 
telephone numbers of all legal landowners and must reflect an easement to access Parcel B.  The 
property owners/applicants will be required to satisfy all conditions of the City Attorney, City 
Engineer and City Staff prior to the City executing the administrative subdivision. 
 
Attachments: 

1. Application 
2. Parcel Location Map 
3. Certificate of Survey 
4. City Attorney Comments 
5. City Engineer Comments 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
None at this time 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Recommendation: 
City Staff is requesting City Council to approve the Administrative Subdivision that would allow 
a lot line adjustment for the parcels known as Parcel C PIN 28-34-23-31-0001, Parcel B PIN 28-
34-23-31-0002, and Parcel A PIN 28-34-23-42-0003.   
 
The parcel known as Parcel C 28-34-23-31-0001 will decrease from 38.11 acres to 22.29 acres. 
The parcel known as Parcel B 28-34-23-31-0002 will increase from 2.02 acres to 5.01 acres. 
The parcel known as Parcel A 28-34-23-42-0003 will increase from 43.86 acres to 56.72 acres. 
 
The approval shall be contingent on the satisfaction of the following conditions: 
 

1. The property owners shall record the deed and survey at the Office of the County 
Registrar of Titles no later than 90 days after the date of approval which is January 17, 
2011.  Failure to promptly record this transaction will void the administrative subdivision 
granted by the City Council. 

2. The property owners shall submit one (1) digital electronic file of the lot line adjustment 
with Anoka County Coordinates, datum NAD83 (NAD 1983 Stateplane MN fips 2203 
south) prior to the signing of the parcel deeds.  This information will be obtained from 
E.G. Rud & Sons, Inc. 

3. The property owners are required to submit certification from the surveyor that all lot 
corners have been set or establish a $2,500 cash escrow to ensure the property 
monuments are set.  Property monuments must bet set no later than November 1, 2010.  
Should the property owners fail to set the monuments as required, the City will draw 
down on the escrow to have the work performed following a ten day written notice to the 
property owners.  Should the property owners perform within the time constraints noted, 
any remaining escrow shall be returned upon receipt of the final certificate of survey 
reflecting that all monuments have been set.  This shall be completed prior to the signing 
of the parcel deeds. 



 
4. Parcel A must be combined with Mr. Strandlund’s existing parcel known PIN 28-34-23-

42-0003.  New property description must be reviewed and approved by City Engineer 
prior to the signing of the parcel deeds. 

5. A new survey must be submitted reflecting the following: 
a. Parcel A combined with parcel to the east 
b. Property descriptions 
c. Survey to identify name, address and telephone number of all legal land owners 

6. All comments from City Staff, City Engineer, and City Attorney must be satisfactorily 
met prior to the signing of the parcel deeds. 

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

















 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 F.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
Fire Department Staff Monthly Meeting Notes and Reports 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Informational only  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
October Fire Department Monthly Meeting Notes and September Reports are included for your 
review.  
 
To aid in your understanding, staff has included as Attachment #1 and #2 the Incident Type 
Codes and Station Codes as they appear 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 
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City of East Bethel 
Subject: Fire Inspector Report 

September 1 - 30, 2010 

 
City of East Bethel Fire Inspection List 

    Name Address Comments 
Castle Towers 24355 Hwy 65 2nd Inspection: Emergency lights in shelter working 

Subway 23705 Hwy 65 Fire extinguishers  

Coopers Corner Gas Station 23705 Hwy 65 No Violations 

Coopers Corner Liquors 23733 Hwy 65 No Violations 

Avatan 525 Sims Rd 2nd Inspection: No Violations 

Castle Towers 24355 Hwy 65 Sept 15th received a voice mail asking about compliance order (#0048-10) She was unsure of 
why they received one when lighting was working. 

Castle Towers 24355 Hwy 65 Sept 17 returned call left a voice mail explaining that on 8-23 when I inspected the shelter the 
lighting was not working. 

Steven Whittet 220 189th Ave Inspected building for outdoor event. No violations or hazards. 

Transworks 18607 Hwy 65 Suite A 2nd Inspection: Exit signs, fire extinguishers, spill containment 

Hoffman Sod 19455 Hwy 65 2nd Inspection: No Violations 

Northside Corvette 20806 Polk St No Violations 

   

                                                                                           NOTE: First Inspections Unless Noted 

09 Businesses Inspected  Reported by.   Mark Duchene 
Fire Inspectors 



City of East Bethel 
Fire Department 

September 2010 Calls 
Additional Information 

 
 
 

Call 
Number 

Incident Date Reported Location Actual Location Type of Call 

358 09/12/2010 Fawn Lake Drive Fawn Lake Drive 
and 237th Ave NE 

Vehicle 
Accident 

353 09/09/2010 Highway 65 Highway 65 and 
County 22 

Vehicle 
Accident 

 



 
 
 
 
 

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 



 

Goto Page: 1 

  

 EAST BETHEL > View Station Info I want to: - Select from the following -  

A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O P Q R S T U V W X Y Z 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 All 

Search (Station Name):  Go

 Station Number Station Name Address City State Zip Phone Status 

  40 Day All Stations (Weekdays) 2751 Viking Blvd East Bethel MN 55011   Active 

  99 Duty Officer 2751 Viking Blvd. East Bethel MN 55011 763-367-7885 Active 

  88 Night and Weekend All Stations 2751 Viking Blvd. East Bethel MN 55011 763-367-7885 Active 

  11 Station 1 (Weekends) 2751 Viking Blvd East Bethel MN 55011   Active 

  12 Station 1 (Night) 2751 Viking Blvd East Bethel MN 55011   Active 

  21 Station 2 (Weekends) 2375 221st Avenue NE East Bethel MN 55011   Active 

  22 Station 2 (Night) 2735 221st Avenue NE East Bethel MN 55011   Active 

Records 1-7 of 7 

Add a Station

ImageTrend Service Bridge v4.0 

Page 1 of 1Station - View Record

4/14/2010https://www.mnfirereport.net/@resource/intranet/partner/Stations/Station_List.cfm?Record...



 

East Bethel Fire Department 
 

Monthly Staff Meeting  
 

October 4, 2010 
 
Call to Order: 
  

Chief DuCharme called the meeting to order at 7:12 p.m.  There were 28 Fire Fighters 
(including the day staff) and Council Liaison Steve Channer present for the meeting.  

 
 Meeting minutes from the September 7, 2010 were posted previously. 
 
House Burn: 
 

Chief DuCharme expressed his appreciation to all firefighters that attended the scheduled 
house burn training event on Saturday, October 2nd.  He was very pleased with 
participation and team effort in this training event.  It has been rescheduled to resume the 
training and proceed with completion of the fire burn at the same location on Saturday, 
October 30, 2010.  He encouraged all fire fighters to attend the training. 

 
Fire Prevention: 
 

Chief DuCharme discussed Fire Prevention week of October 4th – 8th.  DuCharme 
announced his appreciation to Chief Berry who has set up all schedules for the fire 
fighters appearances in the schools.  DuCharme encouraged all fire fighters to get 
involved to help educate the children in our community with fire danger and emergency 
situations.   

 
Image Trend: 
 

Chief DuCharme discussed the reporting that is now being entered online on Image 
Trend.  He announced that if any fire fighter is having difficulty with the reports, to feel 
free to contact Janet Haapoja and she will assist them.  He felt that the reports were 
improving and the new task was becoming easier for the fire fighters. 

 
Neighboring Departments ISO Testing: 
 

Chief DuCharme expressed his thanks to the fire fighters that attended and assisted our 
neighboring fire departments of St. Francis and Oak Grove, while they performed their 
ISO testing in September. 

 
Chief’s Report: 
 

Payroll needs to be signed before you leave tonight.  Pay day is October 15, 2010. 
 

 

 



 

The schedule for this month is: 
 
October 2   House Burn 
October 4  Meeting & Payroll Signing 
October 4-8  Fire Prevention 
October 6  Demonstration 
October 9  Open House 
October 11  Training 
October 18  Maintenance Night 
October 25  Medical Training 
October 25  Officer Meeting 
October 29-30  Haunted Trails 
October 30  Final House Burn 
 
The schedule for November is: 
 

 November 1  Meeting & Payroll Signing 
 November 8  Training 
 November 15  Maintenance Night 
 November 25  Thanksgiving Day 
 November 29  Officer Meeting 

 
Maintenance nights:  Need to contact Ron within 24 hours of missing to receive 
assignment and that needs to be completed within 10 days. 

 
New Firefighters in Training: 
 
Chief DuCharme announced that the current 8 new firefighters have tested for their Fire 
Fighter I exam.  He was pleased to announce that they have all passed their practicals and 
now are waiting on the written test results. 
 
DuCharme announced that the EMT course will start on January 5, 2011 for all fire 
fighters that would like to take the 110 hour course. 

 
Building Codes Change: 
 
Chief DuCharme announced that he sent out emails with the new code to enter the fire 
stations.  He explained his concern of keeping all the fire stations secure and asked that 
all fire personnel keep the codes very confidential. 

 
 Reminders: 
 

Open House is scheduled for October 9th from noon to 4:00 p.m.  Chief DuCharme 
encouraged all firefighters to attend. 
 
Reminded all firefighters to contact the Fire Chief, in advance, if you cannot attend a 
meeting. 

 

 



 

Administration Report: 
 

Health Insurance Reimbursement Requests are due by October 15, 2010. 
 

Chief 2 – Ardie 
  

• Door codes 2 & 3 will also be changed. 
• Reminded all firefighters to contact the Fire Chief, in advance, if  

you cannot attend a meeting. 
 
Chief 3 – Ron 
 

• No report. 
 
Chief 4 - Dan 
 

• No report. 
Explorers: 
 

• No report. 
 
Inspector Report: 
 
 Inspector Duchene reported that 9 businesses were inspected in September. 
 
Relief Association:  Troy Lachinski 

 
• No report. 

Old Business: 
 

The new Rescue 11 truck has arrived.  New equipment is on order and the new truck will 
be in service shortly. 

 
Council Report: 
 

Steve Channer discussed the importance of clear locations and cross streets on Highway 
65 when the reporting is entered.  He explained that the council is interested in following 
problem areas where incidents occur. 

 
Adjournment – The meeting was adjourned at 8:00 p.m. 

 



Fire Incident By Street Address 
From 09/01/10 To 09/30/10 
Report Printed On: 10/13/2010 

Incident Number Incident Date Alarm Time Location Primary Station Incident Type

EAST BETHEL

391 09/29/2010 17:39 21210 Polk ST NE 99 713 Telephone, malicious false alarm 

390 09/29/2010 13:13 21108 Polk ST NE 40 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

389 09/29/2010 12:37 21210 Polk ST NE 99 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

388 09/29/2010 06:15 18455 Yancy CT NE 40 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

387 09/28/2010 21:20 2825 Viking BLVD NW 12 111 Building fire 

386 09/28/2010 13:17 22381 Monroe ST NE 40 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

385 09/27/2010 11:49 18164 65 HWY 40 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

384 09/26/2010 22:09 20010 Madison ST NE 99 561 Unauthorized burning 

383 09/26/2010 07:22 908 229th AVE NE 21 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

382 09/24/2010 17:26 19715 W Tri Oak Cir NE 99 743 Smoke detector activation, no fire - unintentional 

381 09/24/2010 14:52 4440 231st AVE 40 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

380 09/23/2010 09:28 19511 East Front BLVD NE 99 651 Smoke scare, odor of smoke 

379 09/23/2010 05:57 19300 Viking BLVD NE 40 322 Motor vehicle accident with injuries 

378 09/22/2010 22:23 21063 Okinawa ST NE 12 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

377 09/22/2010 19:54 2859 200 AVE NE 12 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

376 09/22/2010 16:37 23700 Hwy 65 NE 99 561 Unauthorized burning 

375 09/21/2010 12:46 18164 65 HWY NE 40 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

374 09/20/2010 15:59 19926 Buchanan ST NE 40 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

373 09/20/2010 12:44 24355 65 HWY NE 40 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

372 09/19/2010 18:03 22835 Taylor ST NE 21 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

371 09/18/2010 19:10 18931 Vickers ST NE 11 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

370 09/18/2010 16:53 1128 216 AVE NE 21 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

369 09/18/2010 13:53 4440 231 LN NE 21 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

368 09/18/2010 13:03 21067 Taylor ST NE 21 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

367 09/17/2010 14:00 21210 Polk STS NE 99 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

366 09/17/2010 01:57 21383 Ulysses ST NE 22 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

365 09/16/2010 20:46 2614 183 AVE NE 12 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

364 09/16/2010 18:21 1116 243 LN NE 22 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

361 09/15/2010 23:01 981 181 AVE NE 99 421 Chemical hazard (no spill or leak) 

363 09/15/2010 18:59 1835 Viking BLVD NE 99 733 Smoke detector activation due to malfunction 

362 09/15/2010 12:45 18409 Lakeview Point DR NE 40 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

360 09/14/2010 12:53 1545 209 AVE NE 40 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

359 09/12/2010 22:22 20701 Naples ST NE 11 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

358 09/12/2010 14:23 Fawn Lake DR 21 322 Motor vehicle accident with injuries 

357 09/12/2010 11:42 18164 65 HWY NE 11 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

356 09/11/2010 21:50 19137 Greenbrook DR NE 88 561 Unauthorized burning 

355 09/11/2010 21:00 2653 185th Lane LN NE 11 134 Water vehicle fire 

354 09/09/2010 18:13 18164 Hwy 65 HWY NE 12 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

353 09/09/2010 15:56 Hwy 65 HWY 40 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

352 09/08/2010 17:04 18164 65 HWY NE 12 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

351 09/08/2010 08:24 18316 Everglade ST NE 40 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

350 09/06/2010 20:03 5455 193 AVE NE 12 365 Watercraft rescue 

349 09/06/2010 02:47 21400 65 HWY NE 21 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

348 09/04/2010 15:51 536 218 AVE NE 21 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

347 09/03/2010 21:34 22531 Jewell ST NE 21 321 EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury 

346 09/03/2010 11:52 3832 213 AVE 99 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

345 09/03/2010 00:07 18164 65 HWY NE 12 611 Dispatched and cancelled en route 

Total  47

 

 

Search Criteria

Dates From 09/01/2010 To 09/30/2010 

Service EAST BETHEL 

Incident Address All 

Staff All 

Apparatus All 

Station All 

Alarm Type All 

Zone/District All 

 

 Report Description 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 G.1 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
City Hall Roof Repair 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider awarding roof repair proposal to All Elements, Inc. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
The roof over the conference room and the back half of City Hall is more than 25 years old.  As 
such, it has exceeded it useful life.  And, there are a number of places where the roof leaks, have 
caused damage to ceiling tiles in this room and has stained the carpet. 
 
Replacement of this roof segment was proposed as part of the remodel of City Hall in 2007.  
However, the cost exceeded the budget amounts available to expand City Hall and upgrade 
technology. 
 
With the damage to the conference room, staff solicited quotes from several roofing contractors 
for the repair of this roof.  Both contractors, after an on-site review, indicated that repairs would 
not be an efficient corrective method.  A City staff member with expertise in this area of 
construction agreed with the assessment.  All suggested that replacement of the roof with PVC 
roofing materials would be the least expensive alternative and would provide for a membrane 
with a full warranty of 15 years to include repair and replacement of the roof and coverage for 
any consequential damages as a result of improper installation or material defects, as compared 
to EPDM which provides for a 10 year warranty labor and materials only. 
 
The proposed membrane is a poly vinyl chloride (PVC) material that is recognized as a superior 
product to the rubber roofing materials used over the past decades.  It is flame retardant, Ultra 
Violet (UV) ray resistant and meets all Factory Mutual Ratings.  These ratings are the industry 
standard for this type of roofing products and assemblies.  It is rated by Underwriters 
Laboratories (UL) as Class A material, the highest rating for flame retardant roofing materials. 
 
The (PVC) installation is prefabricated one piece to the exact size of the structure.  No on site 
seaming or welding is required.  Work will be completed within four weeks of contract 
execution. 
 
At the August 18, 2010 Council meeting, Council asked for quotes on replacement with a rubber 
roof material.  Staff requested several quotes for this type of installation. 
 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



The proposals include: 
 
PVC Roofing Materials 
All Elements, Inc  $22,058.00 (Permit fees, not included in proposal, will be  
1440 James Road    $226.58) 
Rogers, MN 55374 
 
In-Motion, LLC  $29,900.00 (Permit fees, not included in proposal, will be 
P.O. Box 257     $305.00) 
New Richmond, WI 54017 
 
Rubber Roofing Materials 
Berwald Roofing  $29,967.00 (Permit fees, not included in the proposal, will be 
2440 N Charles St.    $305.67) 
North St. Paul, MN 55109 
 
Walker Roofing  $19,600.00 (Permit fees, not included in the proposal, will be 
2274 Cap Rd.     $202.00) 
St. Paul, MN 55114 
 
Gas piping remove/replace 
Vogel Sheetmetal  $2,279.00 (Permit fees, not included in the proposal, will be 
10864 Lansing Ave. N   $55.00) 
Stillwater, MN 55082 
 
Sowada & Barna Plumbing $2,955.00 (Permit fees, not included in the proposal, will be 
P.O. Box 188     $55.00) 
East Bethel, MN 55011 
 
The City’s Building Capital Fund has $56,000 in available funding for these type projects. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
As noted above. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is seeking direction to proceed with award of the roofing replacement for City Hall to All 
Elements, Inc in an amount not to exceed $22,284.58. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 



  
 
 
 
 
 

 
MEMO 
 
 
 
 
 
 
To: Douglas Sell, City Administrator  
 East Bethel 
 
From: Elwyn Tinklenberg, Principal 
 The Tinklenberg Group 
 
Date: October 7, 2010 
 
Re: Consulting Services Agreement Update and Amendment Request 
 
The City of East Bethel and The Tinklenberg Group entered into a consulting services agreement 
in February 2010.  The tasks associated with that agreement focused on assisting the City in their 
pursuit of federal funding for transportation and recreational trail improvements.  More 
specifically this work involved drafting and submitting funding applications as part of the FY2011 
Appropriations Bill to House and Senate congressional leadership. 
 
As provided in previous correspondence to the City, the Appropriations Bill has been drafted in 
both House and Senate Committees and the final version of the bill awaits passage.  Despite the 
fact that East Bethel’s projects were included in both Senator Klobuchar’s and Senator Franken’s 
preliminary project lists, they did not remain in the final draft of the bill.  Successful projects in 
Minnesota were extremely limited, particularly in the 6th Congressional District.   
 
The Tinklenberg Group has continued to monitor upcoming new funding initiatives and programs 
at both federal and state levels.  Examples of these sources include interchange solicitation 
programs through the Minnesota Department of Transportation and the delayed federal 
Reauthorization Bill.  While initial requests for Reauthorization funds were due July 2009 and 
East Bethel did not submit applications, it is uncertain whether congress will re-open the 
application process due to the significant lapse in time and economic changes that have taken 
place over the past fifteen months.  If in fact the process is opened up again, the City would have 
an opportunity to apply.  To that end, The Tinklenberg Group has been monitoring the timing 
and program criteria relative to alternative funding sources and their applicability to East 
Bethel’s needs.  
 
 1 



The consulting services agreement referenced above expired August 31, 2010 and funds remain 
within that contract’s “not to exceed” amount.  It is The Tinklenberg Group’s belief that 
continuing to remain apprised of various funding opportunities is critical to the City and that 
these efforts should remain ongoing. 
 
The Tinklenberg Group requests the City of East Bethel consider a contract amendment that 
would extend these activities through December 31, 2010, within the existing “not to exceed” 
amount.  It is anticipated that timing of state applications will be known very soon, and the plan 
for addressing Reauthorization revealed more clearly as the mid-term elections near and 
conclude. 
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City of East Bethel  
Transportation and Recreational Trails  

Funding and Coordination Contract Amendment  
Effective October 1, 2010  

 
This Contract Amendment serves to extend consulting services provided by The Tinklenberg 
Group to the City of East Bethel as they relate to identifying federal and state funding sources for 
transportation and trail improvements.  
 
The terms associated with cost as defined in the Consulting Services Agreement dated February 
1, 2010, and approved by the City, remain in effect and apply through December 31, 2010. 
 
Tasks associated with extended services shall focus on the following, and are described in 
greater detail in the attached memorandum dated October 7, 2010: 
 

• Monitor new federal and state funding initiatives and programs that could be applied to 
transportation projects and needs in the City of East Bethel; 

 
• Continue to monitor the federal Reauthorization Bill timing and processes to determine 

East Bethel’s eligibility to apply; 
 

• Continue communication and outreach activities with congressional leadership and staff 
regarding City projects and opportunities; 

 
• Attend various political events as requested by the City; draft and/or update project 

materials as appropriate for distribution and discussion. 
 
Signing below reflects both parties agreement to the terms included within; work shall continue 
upon parties’ signatures. 
 
Representing the City of East Bethel   Representing The Tinklenberg Group 
 
Name: _________________________________  Name:___________________________ 
 
Signature: ______________________________  Signature:________________________ 
 
Title: __________________________________  Title:_____________________________ 
 
Date: __________________________________  Date:____________________________ 

 3 



 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Date: 
October 20, 2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item Number: 
Item 8.0 G.2 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Agenda Item: 
The Tinklenberg Group Services 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Requested Action: 
Consider extending the contract agreement with The Tinklenberg Group through December 31, 
2010 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Background Information: 
In February 2010, the City of East Bethel and The Tinklenberg Group entered into a consulting 
services agreement. The tasks of the agreement focused on assisting the City in our pursuit of 
federal funding for transportation and recreational trail improvements.   
 
The Tinklenberg Group drafted and submitted funding applications as part of the FY2011 
Appropriations Bill to House and Senate congressional leadership. There is currently an 
allocation of $250,000 for the corridor study on Congressman Franken’s request list. Also, there 
is currently an allocation of $250,000 for the corridor study and $500,000 for the trail study on 
Senator Klobuchar’s request list.   
 
The current consulting services agreement was effect through August 31, 2010. Total cost not to 
exceed was $25,000, including expenses. As of August 31, 2010, the remaining allocated funds 
are $2,773.51.    
 
It is The Tinklenberg Group’s belief that continuing to remain informed of various funding 
opportunities is critical to the City and that these efforts should remain ongoing. 
 
The Tinklenberg Group has requested the City of East Bethel consider a contract amendment that 
would extend these activities through December 31, 2010, within the existing “not to exceed” 
amount.  The Tinklenberg Group anticipates that timing of state applications will be known very 
soon, and the plan for addressing Reauthorization revealed more clearly as the mid-term 
elections near and concludes. 
 
Attachments: 
 1. The Tinklenberg Group Memo 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
Fiscal Impact: 
As noted above. 

City of East Bethel 
City Council 
Agenda Information 



* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Recommendation(s): 
Staff is recommending City Council consider extending the contract agreement with The 
Tinklenberg Group through December 31, 2010, within the existing not to exceed amount of 
$25,000.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
City Council Action 
 
Motion by:_______________    Second by:_______________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Vote Yes:_____     Vote No:_____ 
 
No Action Required:_____ 
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