City of Lake Elmo
3800 Laverne Avenue North

7PM REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
AGENDA

April 1, 2008
A. CALL TO ORDER

B. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

C. ATTENDANCE: Johnston, DeLapp, Johnson, Park, Smith

D. APPROVAL OF AGENDA: (The approved agenda is the order in which the City
Council will do its business.)

E. ORDER OF BUSINESS: (This is the way that the city council runs its meetings
so everyone attending the meeting or watching the meeting understands how the
city council does its public business.)

F. GROUND RULE: (These are the rules of behavior that the city council adopted
for doing its public business.)

G. APPROVE MINUTES:
1. Consider approval of March 18, 2008 minutes

H. PUBLIC COMMENTS/INQUIRIES: In order to be sure that anyone wishing to
speak to the city council is treated the same way, meeting attendees wishing to
address the city council on any items NOT on the regular agenda may speak for
up to three minutes.

CONSENT AGENDA: Items are placed on the consent agenda by city staff and
the Mayor because they are not anticipated to generate discussion. Items may be
removed at City Council’s request.

2. Approve Resolution no. 2008-016 payments of claims.
3. Consider septic system variance for Eason, 7934 Hill Trail N.; Resolution
2008-017
J. REGULAR AGENDA:

4. Consider and select the development scenarios for the Village AUAR and
order the AUAR; Resolution No. 2008-018



5. Consider a resolution of support for HF3997 and SF 3703 concerning solid
waste landfill being sited in high risk areas; Resolution No. 2008-019

K. REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS:
(These are verbal updates and do not have to be formally added to the agenda.)

o Mayor and Council Members
e Administrator

L. ADJOURN



City of Lake Elmo
City Council Meeting Minutes

March 18, 2008
Mayor Johnston called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
PRESENT: Mayor Johnston, Council Members DeLapp, Johnson, Park

Also Present: City Administrator Hoyt, Finance Director Bouthilet, City Attorney Filla,
City Engineer Griffin, Planning Director Klatt and City Clerk Lumby

APPROVAL OF AGENDA:

MOTION: Council Member Johnson moved approval of the March 18, 2008 agenda as
presented. Council Member Park seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

ORDER OF BUSINESS:

APPROVE MINUTES:
The minutes of March 4, 2008 were approved by conseasus.

PUBLIC COMMENTS/INQUIRIES:

Pete Groth, 115 Myrtle St., Stillwater, read the newspaper article of the proposed Village
plan and suggested the new homes in the Village be built in a cloverleaf style, hooked
onto a ceniral septic system and encourage passive solar.

Ann Bucheck, 2301 Legion Avenue, reported that over 70 people had submitted forms to
the City Council on the development scenarios. She read the statement on the form: 1)
the AUAR required for future development of the O1d Village Area should be performed
on a maximum of 600 new units; 2) Do not spend our money on consulting fees for
additional AUAR’s studying higher densities; 3) Please refresh yourselves on the guiding
principles for development of the Old Village area; 4) please represent the citizens of
Lake Elmo and the residents of the Old Village Area on this matter, not the Met Council
or the developers; 5) change your recent plan to run a sewer line from 10" Street to 30"
Street along Lake Elmo Avenue. It is simply wrong to instal] this sewer line along a
developed and mature route that doesn’t want or need the system. Find a better solution.

CONSENT AGENDA:

MOTION: Council Member Johnson moved to approve the ltems 2, 3, and 5 of the
consent agenda as presented. Council Member Park seconded the motion. The motion
passed unanimousty.

o Approve Resolution No. 2008-014 approving disbursements in the amount of
$182,709.65
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o Approve Resolution No. 2008-015 granting permission to the Lake Elmo Jaycees
to conduct charitable gambling in the City.

o Schedule the consideration of the Village AUAR development scenarios for the
April 1% City Council meeting as directed at 3-11-08 workshop

Appoint Brenda Anderson. First Alternate to the Planning Commission to fill out Deb
Lyzenga's term (expires 12/31/08) due to her resignation

Council Member DeLapp recognized Deb Lyzenga for her exceptional service to the City
by serving on the Planning Commission.

MOTION: Council Member DeLapp moved 1o approve the appointment of Brenda
Anderson, First Alternate to the Planming Commission to fill out Deb Lyzenga’s term
(expires 12/31/08) due to Deb Lyzenga's resignation. Council Member Johnson
seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

REGULAR AGENDA:

Authorization of computer hardware and software license purchases and approval of joint
nowers agreement for the City of Roseville extension of MIS services and support to the
City of Lake Elmo

Project Assistant, Carol Kriegler, asked the Council to authorize the purchase of 14
desktop and 3 laptop computers which will allow for the replacement of all City
computers. The recommendation was based upon a competitive process for proposals for
providing hardware, software, instaliation and maintenance services. In addition, the
council was asked to authorize the purchase of several software application licenses and
to approve a Joint Powers Agreement for the City of Roseville Extension of MIS Services
and Support so the city can join this public network. The budgeted funding sources for
the IT hardware and software is part of the 2004A capital bonds for the capital items and
the service and maintenance are budgeted in the 2008 general fund.

MOTION: Councilmember Johnson moved to approve:

1) authorization of expenditures in the amount noi [0 exceed 822,000 for items related fo
computer hardware purchases out of the 2008 CIP and 1o amend the 2009 CIP 1o
$23,000 for IT hardware needs in 2008. Council Member DelLapp seconded the motion.
The motion passed unanimously.

2) expenditures in the amount not fo exceed §16,000 for software application licenses

and amend the 2008 CIP to §18,000 for IT sofiware needs in 2008. Council Member
DeLapp seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.
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3) the Joint Powers Agreement for the City of Roseville Extension of MIS Services and
Support to the City of Lake Elmo to allow for shared and approve the expenditure of the
associated cost in the amount of $16,570.00 for installation, maintenance and service
from the general fund operating budget.

Council Member DeLapp seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Consider approval of the Lake Elmo Comprehensive Park Plan

City Administrator Hoyt explained the proposed Comprehensive Park Plan was revised
based on comments received from the council on February 19, 2008. The Park
Commission and the Planning Commission approved this plan earlier this year.

Council Member DeLapp submitted a statement that he believed added clarity and
context to the Plan that he wanted inserted as an appendix to the plan. Delapp also
provided some additional technicai changes for the staff to consider in finalizing the plan.

MOTION: Council Member Johnson moved to approve the Comprehensive Park Plan
with the proposed change 1o accept Council Member DeLapp's statement added as an
appendix and staff to review the technical enhancemenis if they fit into the plan which
were submitted by Council member DeLapp. Council Member Park seconded the
motion. The motion passed unanimously.

REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS:

Administrator Hoyt announced that the rules of order will be brought back to the council
after the April 8" partiamentary procedure workshop.

Mayor Johnston adjourned the meeting at 8:03 p.m.
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City Council

Date: 04/01/08
CONSENT

ftem: 2

Resolution 2008-016

ITEM: Approve resolution No. 2008-016 approving disbursements in the amount of $65,279.09.
SUBMITTED BY: Tom Bouthilet, Finance Director

REVIEWED BY: Susan Hoyt, City Administrator

SUMMARY AND ACTION REQUESTED: The City Council is being asked to approve disbursements in
the amount of $65,279.09



CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 2008-016
RESOLUTION APPROVING CLAIMS

BE IT RESOLVED THAT Claim Numbers 452, 453, DD1608 through DDI1618,
32361 through 322371, were used for Staff Payroll dated March 27, 2008; 32372 through
32409 were used for Accounts Payable, in the total amount of $65,279.09 are hereby

approved.

ADOPTED, by the Lake Elmo City Council on the First day of April, 2008.

Dean Johnston
Mayor

ATTEST:

Susan Hoyt
City Administrator
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City Council

Date: 4/1/08
Consent
Resolution 2008-17
ftem:

ITEM: Consider an application from Phil and Michele Eason for a side yard
setback and structure setback variance to permit the construction of a new
on-site septic system at 7934 Hill Trall North - R1 zoning - PID 05-29-21-
44-0028.

SUBMITTED BY: Kyle Klatt, Planning Direcior

REVIEWED BY: Susan Hoyt, City Administrator
#Planning Commission

SUMMARY AND ACTION REQUESTED

The City Councll is being asked to consider a request from #hil and Michele Eason to construct a
new on-site septic system at 7934 Hill Trail North with the following setbacks:

o 15 feet from a primary structure
o 2 feet from a side property line
o 6 feet from another side property line

The variances noted above have been requested because the existing system is failing and there
are no other suitable locations on the ot to construct a new system. Any other location would
place a new drain field much closer to Lake Demotreville and in a location that is inappropriate
hased on soil conditions and other factors.

For variance appiications, the burden is on the applicant to demonstrate why this situation is
unigue and necessitates flexibility to code requirements. To make this case, a variance can only
be granted by the city when strict enforcement of the code would cause undue hardship on a
property owner. “Hardship” is broken down into the following three components:

a. The proposed use of the property and associated structures in question cannot
be established under the conditions aliowed by the city’s zoning regulations and
no other reasonable allernative use exists;

b. The plight of the landowner is due to the physical conditions unique fo the fand,
structure, or building involved and are not applicable to other lands, structures, or
buildings in the same zoning district; and

c. The unique conditions of the site were not caused or accepled by the landowner
after the effective date of the city's zoning regulations.

In reviewing the request against the three criteria listed above, staff determined all criteria were
met as a septic system would be necessary to utilize the home on the site and the current
property owner did not create the nonconformities. The request was aiso deemed to be
reasonable as the addition of the septic system would have no impact on adjacent properties.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:
»  The DNR does not have any concerns with the appiication as submitted.



= Staff has expressed some concern that a retaining wall that is depicted on the
certificate of survey could interfere with the installation of a new septic system. Since
this wall is located in only a small fraction of the proposed drain field's total area, this
issue may be addressed as a condition of approval.

= The City Engineer submitted a review letter prior to the Planning Commission
meeting. The letter contains comments that should be incorporated as part of the
approval for this project. Some of the concerns concerning the mapping and general
information have been addressed already since the Planning Department does have
this information on file.

PLANNING COMMISSION REPORT

The Planning Commission conducted a public hearing regarding this request at its March 24,
2008 meeting. During the hearing the applicant explained that the only portion of the site that is
located outside of any required septic system setbacks is where a driveway has been in use for
many years. No other persons spoke at the hearing.

RECOMMENDATION:

Approval is recommended as follows because the request meets the requirements for granting a
variance and has been recommended for approval by the Planning Commission:

1.

it is recommended hat the City Council approve the side yard setback and principal structure
setback variance request by Phil and Michele Eason to construct a new on-site septic system
at 7934 Hill Trall North based on the following:

a.

That the proposed use of the property and associated structures in question cannot be
established under the conditions aliowed by the city's zoning regulations and no other
reasonable alternative use exists;

That the plight of the landowner is due to the physical conditions unigue to the land,
structure, or building involved and are not applicable to other lands, structures, or
puildings in the same zoning district; and

That the unique conditions of the site were not caused or accepted by the landowner
after the effective date of the city's zoning regulations.

With the following conditions:

a) The exireme southwestern portion of the drain field shall be adjusted to accommodate

the location of a retaining wall as depicted on the submitted site plan and certificate of
survey if it interferes with the installation and function of the septic system.

b} The instaliation of the septic system shall address all applicable comments from the City

Engineer in a review ietter to the City dated March 21, 2008

SUGGESTED MOTION FOR CONSIDERATION:

Motion:

Motion to approve Resolution No. 2008-17 granting a variance to allow the placement of
a new septic site in a nonconforming location for the home at 7834 Hill Trail North with
conditions.



ORDER OF BUSINESS:

= dRtreduchion Susan Hoyt, City Administrator
- Reportbystaff. .. e Kyle Klatt, Planning Director
- Questions from the Council .........co.cocoiici e, Mayor & Council Members
- Questions/Comments from the applicant................. SRR Mayor facilitates
- Questions/Comments from the public..........ocoiiv e Mayor facilitates
- Call for 2 Motion

{required for further discussion; does not

imply approval of the motion.........co e, Mayor facilitates
- DISCUSSION Lo ettt Mayor facilitates
= ACHON ON MIOHON s Council

ATTACHMENTS (13):
1. Resolution No. 2008-17
Staff Report
Area Map
Application Form
Legal Description
Applicant's Narrative(2 pages)
Letter from Adjacent Property Owner

e I T G

Certificaie of Survey

9. Survey with Septic System Location

10. Aerial Photegraph

11. Comments From: City Engineer, Acting Building Official
12. Percolation Report {Dated 8-18-16)



CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 2008-17

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A VARIANCE TO CONSTRUCT A SEPTIC SYSTEM THAT
ENCROACHES INTO A REQUIRED SETBACK FROM 4 PRINCIPAL STRUCTURE AND
SIDE PROPERTY LINE

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Elmo is a municipal corporation organized and existing
under the jaws of the State of Minnesota; and

WHEREAS, Phil and Michele Eason, 7934 Hill Trail North (the “Applicant”), has
submitted an application to the City of Lake Elmo (the “City”) for a Variance to construct a new
septic system that encroaches into the required setback from a principal structure and required
side yard setback from a property line, a copy of which is on file with the City; and

WHEREAS, notice has been published, mailed and posted pursuant to the Lake Elmo
Zoning Ordinance, Section 154.017; and

WHEREAS, the Lake Elmo Planning Commission held a public hearing on said matter
on March 2, 2008; and

WHEREAS, the Lake Elmo Planning Commission has submitted its report and
recommendation to the City Council as part of a Staff Memorandum dated April 1, 2008; and

WHERIEAS, the City Council considered said matter at its April 1, 2008 meeting.
NOW, THEREFORE, based on the testimony elicited and information received, the
Board of Adjustment makes the following:
FINDINGS

1} That the procedures for obtaining said Variance are found in the Lake Elmo Zoning
Ordinance, Section 154.017.

2) That all the submission requirements of said 154.017 have been met by the Applicant.

3) That the proposed Variance is to construct a new septic system that encroaches into the
required setback from a principal structure and required side yard setback from a property



line. The resulting setbacks from the Variance would be 15 feet from the principal
structure, six feet from a side property line, and two feet from another property line.

4) That the Variance will be located on property legally described as Lots two hundred
seventeen (217) through two hundred twenty-six (226), both inclusive, Lane’s
Demontreville Country Club, together with that part of vacated Mack Avenue lying South
of and abutting said lots two hundred seventeen (217) through two hundred twenty-three
(223) inclusive and also together with that part of the Southwesterly one-half of vacated
West Shore Lane lying Northeasterly of and abutting lot two hundred twenty-six (226),
all according to the plat thereof on file with and of record in the office of the Registrar of
Deeds, Washington County, Minnesota.

5) That certain conditions as detailed in Section 154.017 do exist, and the proposed use of
the property and associated structures in question cannot be established under the
conditions allowed by the city's zoning regulations and no other reasonable alternative use
exists. [n particular, the design and location of the septic system was established by a
professional septic system design company. Their review identified the proposed location
as the only viable location for the system on this site given the location of the house and
its close proximity to Lake Denontreville. All other locations would place the septic
system closer to the Lake or in conflict with other improvements on the lot. The City’s
building inspector, who is a certified septic inspector, has reviewed the site and concurs
with this finding.

6) That the plight of the landowner is due to the physical conditions unique to the land,
structure, or building involved and are not applicable to other lands, structures, or
buildings in the same zoning district. The site is unique for a number of reasons,
including its odd shape, the placement of the primary structure at the far western edge of
the parcel, the close proximity of Lake Demontreville to the improvements on the site,
and the relatively small size of this parcel compared to surrounding lots.

7) The unique conditions of the site were not caused or accepted by the landowner after the
effective date of the city's zoning regulations. The physical layout of the plaited lot and
the topography on the lot were not created by the landowner. The current septic design
was compliant for a system designed nearly 40 years ago; current standards would not
allow for the construction of a new system without the requested variances.

CONCLUSIONS AND DECISION

1. Based on the foregoing, the Applicants’ application for a Variance is granted, provided the
following conditions is met:

a) The extreme southwestern portion of the drain field shall be adjusted to accommodate the
location of a retaining wall as depicted on the submitted site plan and certificate of survey
if it interferes with the installation and function of the septic system.



b) The installation of the septic system shall address all applicable comments from the City
Engineer in a review letter to the City dated March 21, 2008.

2. The City may revoke a Variance if any conditions established by the City Council as part of

granting the Variance request are violated.

Passed and duly adopted this 1% day of April 2008 by the City Council of the City of Lake Elmo
Minnesota.

>

Dean A. Johnston, Mayor
ATTEST:

Susan Hoyt, City Administrator



City of Lake Elmo Planning Department
Variance Review

To: City Council

From: Kyle Klatt, Director of Planning
Meeting Date:  4-1-08

Applicant:  Phil and Michele Eason
Location: 7934 Hill Trail North
Current Zoning: R1 - One Family Residential

Introductory Information

Request:

Background:

The applicant is seeking approval of a variance to allow the placement of a new septic
site in a nonconforming location for the home at 7934 Hill Trail North. Specifically, the
replacement septic system will be set back two feet from the southern (side) property
line, six feet from the western (side) property line and 15 feet from the primary
residential structure on the site. The City Code requires a new septic system to be set
back a minimum of 20 feet from a building and 10 feet from any property lines.

The applicants have provided a description of their request for a variance as a part of the
application materials submitted to the City. The house at 7934 Hill Trail North was
built in 1976 (according to the permit on file) and the septic field was redone in 1984.
This system is beginning to fail and will require replacement to comply with current
design requirements for a new drain field.

The site under consideration is located within Lane’s Demontrville County Club
Addition along Hill Trail North. It is an odd-shaped parcel with five distinct property
sides and frontage along Lake Demontreville. For the purposes of determining the
required setbacks on the parcel, the Zoning Ordinance defines the border along the
public street as the front property line, the border with the Lake as the rear property line
(opposite the front) and all others as side property lines. The other lot feature of
importance on this site is the Ordinary High Water Level (OHWL), which is depicted on
the attached site plan at an elevation of 928.5. The City’s regulatory OHWL is actually
929.3, which in this case should not have an impact on the applicant’s plans since the
site survey shows that the drain field will be located well beyond the required 75-foot
setback.

The applicant house is located in the far western portion of the property, with
approximately 40 to 50 feet between the structure and the Ordinary High Water Level.



Fariance Reviow: Eason

Stafi’ Report: 4 1-08

Applicable
Codes:

Page 2

A fairly significant portion of the platted lot lies below the OHWL, which along with
the other improvements to the site, greatly restricts the suitable locations for a septic
system on the property.

Section 51.002 Individual and Community Waster Water Treatment Systems
Adopts Minnesota Rules Chapter 7080 by reference with exceptions. The Rules
contain the design requirements and setbacks for Individua!l Sewage Treatment
Systems.

Section 150.255 Shoreland District. Subd 4. Placement. Design and Height of Structures

States that on-site sewage systems must be setback a minimum of 75 feet from the
OHW of recreational Development classified lakes.

Findings & General Site Qverview

Site Data:

Existing Zoning — R-1 (One Family Residential)

Land Use Guidance — NC (Neighborhood Conservation District)
Parcel size — 0.65 acres (using provided shoreline information)
Property Identification Number (PID): 05-29-21-44-0028

Application Review:

Applicable
Code
Definitions:

HARDSHIP. The proposed use of the property and associated structures in question
cannot be established under the conditions allowed by the city's zoning regulations and
no other reasonable alternative use exists; that the plight of the landowner is due to the
physical conditions unique to the land, structure, or building involved and are not
applicable to other lands, structures, or buildings in the same zoning district; and that
these unique conditions of the site were not caused or accepted by the landowner after
the effective date of the city's zoning regulations.

INDIVIDUAL SEWAGE DISPOSAL SYSTEM. A septic tank, seepage tile
sewage disposal system, or other sewage treatment device.

INDIVIDUAL SEWAGE TREATMENT SYSTEM. An on-site sewage treatment
system connecting to a single dwelling or other establishment, consisting of soil
treatment unit, septic tank, and any associated pumping and piping systems.

SEPTIC TANK. A sound, durable, watertight sewage tank designed and
constructed to receive the discharge of sewage from a building sewer, separate solids

from liquids, digest organic matter, and store liquids through a period of detention.

STANDARD SYSTEM. An individual sewage treatment system employing a

S bind Dse Varicnees 7938 JHETRDN - Bason Rop 0 Fason Septie Variarice S-1-05 doc



Farianee Review! Euson
Stagi Repart: 4-1-08

Variance
Review:

S band e Varfonees -

Page 3

building sewer, sewage tank, and the soil treatment system commonly known as a dram
field or leach field.

VARIANCE. A modification of a specific permitted development standard required
to allow an alternative development standard not stated as acceptable in the official
control, but only as applied to a particular property for the purpose of alleviating a
hardship as defined in Section 300.06, Subd. 3. Economic considerations along shall
not constitute a hardship. [sic]

With a failing septic system, the applicants have few options other than to replace the
existing system with a new one. Given the non-conforming size of their parcel and the
fact that this is a lake frontage lot, there are few suitable sites on the property that could
be utilized for a replacement system. A review of the City’s variance criteria follows,
focusing on the information submitted by the applicants. By code, a variance can only
be granted where the city finds the request can successfully address the three criteria as
outlined below for the septic system.

1. The proposed use of the property and associated structures in question cannot be
established under the conditions allowed by the city's zoning regulations and no
other reasonable alternative use exists;

The design and location of the septic system was established by a professional septic
system design company. Their review identified the proposed location as the only
viable location for the system on this site given the location of the house and its close
proximity to Lake Demontreville. All other locations would place the septic system
closer to the Lake or in conflict with other improvements on the lot. The City’s
building inspector, who is a certified septic inspector, has reviewed the site and
concurs with this finding. As such, staff finds the request is reasonable given that
wastewater management must be provided for the home. This criteria is met.

2. The plight of the landovwner is due to the physical conditions unigue to the land,
structure, or building involved and are not applicable to other lands, structures, or
buildings in the same zoning district;

The applicants’ site us unigue for a number of reasons, inciuding its odd shape, the
placement of the primary structure at the far western edge of the parcel, the close
proximity of Lake Demontreville to the improvements on the site, and the relatively
small size of this parcel compared to surrounding lots. This criteria is met.

3. The unique conditions of the site were not caused or accepted by the landowner after
the effective date of the city's zoning regulations.

The physical layout of the platted lot and the topography on the lot were not created
by the landowner. The current septic design was compliant for a system designed
nearly 40 years ago; current standards would not allow for the construction of a new
system without the requested variances. Staff finds this criteria is also satisfied.

AL LI TN < Pasen Rep CC Fason Sepiie Perfaneg - 1-085.dw
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Variance
Conclusions:

Resident
Concerns:

Additional
Information:

Conclusion

Page 4

Based on our analysis of the review criteria in City Code, staff recommends approval of
the septic variance request for 7934 Hill Trail North.

The property owner that borders the applicants’ property to the south and west (who
would be the closest to the proposed drain field) has submitted a letter stating her
willingness to grant an easement to allow the septic system to be built to the edge of her
property. Please note that the granting of an easement does not change the need for side
yard setback variances since an easement would not change the location of the property
lines.

" The Department of Natural Resources has provided a statement that it does not have
any comments concerning the proposed variance. Staff has not received any
correspondence from the Valley Branch Watershed District.

Staff has expressed some concern that a retaining wall that is depicted on the
certificate of survey could interfere with the installation of a new septic system.
Since this wall is located in only a small fraction of the proposed drain field’s total
area, this issue may be addressed as a condition of approval,

@ The City Engineer has submitted a review with comments that should be
incorporated into the final action by the City.

Commission
Options:

No Lo Uwe Varianees 7

The applicant is seeking approval of a 5-foot variance from the required 20-foot setback
from a principal structure in addition to an 8-foot and 4-foot variance from the required
10-foot side property line setback to allow the placement of a septic system in a
nonconforming location.

The Planning Commission must examined the proposed variance to determine whether
it meets all conditions of approval outlined by city code. The Planning Commission
considered the following options:

A) Recommend that the Council approve the requested variance based on the
applicants’ submission and findings of fact.

B) Recommend that the Council deny the requested variance based on the
applicants’ submission and findings of fact.

C) Table the request and ask for additional information.

The deadline for a Council decision on this item is April 29, 2008 which can be
extended an additional 60-day if needed.

Q34 I TREN - Eason-Kop OO Fason Seaiic Darianee =108 doc
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Fariance Review; Eason

. Page 5
Stapf Report; 4-1-08

Recommended | Staff recommended option A: Approval of the requested variance with the following
Action: | conditions:

I. The extreme southwestern portion of the drain field shall be adjusted to
accommodate the location of a retaining wall as depicted on the submitted site
plan and certificate of survey if it interferes with the installation and function of
the septic system.

b

The installation of the septic system shall address all applicable comments from
the City Engineer in a review letter to the City dated March 21, 2008.

Denial Motion | To deny the requested variances, you may use the following motion as a guide:

Template:
Move to recommend denial of the variance application for 7934 Hill Trail North
based on the following findings: (cite your own findings)

Approval | To approve the requested variances as recommended by staff, you may use the
Motion | following motion as a guide:
Template (as ‘
recommended | Move to recommend approval of the variances for the septic system as outlined in
by staff): | the staff report for 7934 Hill Trail North based on the findings listed in the staff
report and as articulated tonight, subject to the conditions recommended by staff.
(use staff’s findings provided above or cite your own)

Conditions:

I The extreme southwestern portion of the drain field shall be adjusted to
accommodate the location of a retaining wall as depicted on the submitted site
plan and certificate of survey if it interferes with the installation and function of
the septic system.

o

The installation of the septic system shall address all applicable comments from
the City Engineer in a review letter to the City dated March 21, 2008.

ce:  Phil and Michele Eason, 7934 Hill Trail North

S L Love ariancey 7934 DTN < Fason-Regr CO Faseir Septic Dariaiee 40008 doe
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City of Lake Elmo

DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FORM 5@
M Comprehensive Plan Amendment ‘}Z_l\’ariance * (See below) ] Residential Subdivision
= Zoning District Amendment ' Sketeh/Concept Plarr
© Text Amendment : : "] Residential Subdivision
[ 7] Minor Subdivision Preliminary/Final Plat > i
[ Lot Line Adjustment o oi-10Lots ECHE v
] Conditional Use Permit (CUPY) | O 11-20Lots o LVED
] Flood Plain C.UP. D Site & Building Plan Review O 21 Lots or More £t 24 2&&&
. o) Ll
[} Excavating & Grading Permit [] Vacation ] PUD ] Appesl
v i -~ i~ e . A Wil
\PPLICANT: S0 ok Setsely Eadr 7924 Wil Toas] A Lake L s ST SEPS2
[(Name) {Mailing Address) (Zip)
FELEPHONES: (57-¥39-3993 fir 2 -er7-853¢ (72 -750 '«QQM
{Home} {Work) {Mobile} (Fax)
EE OWNER:
(Name) {Malling Address) {Zip}
[ELEPHONES:
(Home} (Work) {Mabile) (Fax}

Property Location (Address and Complete (Long) Legal Deseription): 7934 Hill Trail N. Lake Elmo. MN
55042. Lots two hundred seventeen (217) through two hundred twenty-six (226), both inclusive, Lane’s
Demontreville Country Club. together with that part of vacated Mack Avenue lying south of and abutting said
lots two hundred seventeen (217) through two hundred twenty-three (223) inclusive and also together with that
part of the southwesterly one half of vacated West Shore Lane lying northeasterly of and abutting lot two
hundred twenty-six (226). all according to the plat thereof on filed and of record in the office of the register of
Deeds, Washington County, Minnesota.

Detailed reason for reguest: Due to the poor condition of the existing septic system and the limited lot size we
are requesting a hardship variance o locate a pew drain field within Sifteen feet of the house as opposed 1o 2
recommended twenty feet. Please see letter attached to this form.

»ARIANCE REQUESTS: As outlined in Section 301.060 C. of the {ake Elmo Municipal Code, the Applicant must
Jemonsirate a hardship before a yariance can be granted. The hardship related to this application is as follows:

O o i svod & /1Yl Y W) 92 by fo Lokt Gmenttre e cumel T 64"/.;7/732&]9
ﬂcl sl il £ vcg/? 47 “ﬁ fdﬂw/ Se. /}yc (et Chesr {"M'ﬁ/ ol vt (X i | EeTel it

2Lt el S ety TIE i botcl L hien 2lS 'ff/‘;idc?/ Ao bo sepmed /S
.ﬁw e fpuchk AL L}r;mm/ 72 20" ‘
In signing this apptication, I hereby acknowledge that I have read and fully understand the applicable provisions of the

Zoning and Subdivision Ordinances and current administrative procedures. 1 further acknowledse the fee explanation as
outlined in the application; procedures and hereby agree 1o pay all statements received from the City pertaining 1o

additional application expense.

/2 Vor _— ([T 2 /K ) besm 1

Signature/of Appﬁnt / Date Sigﬁgtur’e of Applicant Date

[ ol vl Y

it
""kawicw%

11772007 City of Lake Elmo * 3800 Laverne Avenue Notth = Lalee Eimo = 55042 « 651-777-5510 Fax 631-777-96135

izing



EXHIBIT "A"

Legal Description
TAagen

File No. 5-37073

Lots Two hundred seventeen (217) through Two hundred twenty-six (226), both inclusive, Lane’s
DeMontreville Country Club, together with that part of vacated Mack Avenue lying South of and
abutiing said Lots Two hundred seventeen (217) through Two hundred twenty-three (223) inclusive and
also together with that part of the Southwesterly one-half of vacated West Shore Lane lying
Northeasterly of and abutting Lot Two hundred twenty-six (226), all according to the plat thereof on file
and of record in the office of the Register of Deeds, Washington County, Minnesota.

T ECORD
ENTERED IN TRANSFER R O OTA
WASHINGTON CO%N%Y, [\g\%j\é)j,

Ce o +E, AUDTTOR-TREASURER
d i -

MOLLY F. O'BO_UF{K
BY ('%{UKXM’ IR ——7y DEPUTY
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City of Lake Elmo 5 /‘_5_»],0_-}',-;.#""
3800 Laverne Ave. North 2 /O
Lake Elmo, MN 55042

Subject: Variance for septic system at 7934 Hill Trail N.

At this time our septic system is beginning to fail. It has been necessary to pump the
system approximately every 6 months. The septic system drain field was redone in 1984,
which makes the newest improvement 23 years old. The current system consists of only
one tank and a 23-year-old drain field.

We purchased this home and property in the fall of 2005; the previous owner hired Barry
Brown to examine the condition of the existing septic system and design a new systen.
Upon purchasing the home, we obtained several bids for replacement of the existing
septic system that was designed by Barry Brown. After reviewing the proposed design
with Joe Chaves —septic contractor, he pointed out that the design would not be allowed
by Lake Elmo due to the coming too close to the house.

At this time, we asked Jim McNamara — Lake Elmo City Building Official along with our
septic system contractor Joe Chaves to review our property and what changes needed to
be made in order to meet 07 closely comply with the Lake Elmo septic system ordinances.
The result of this meeting is the attached design dated 8-18-06.

Therefore we would like to apply for a variance that would allow this system t0 be 15
feet from the house. The existing lot with its proximity to Lake Demontreviile is very
limited for space to put a new drain-field. The proposed design utilizes the space
available to support a septic system of appropriate size.

We appreciate your time t0 review this request.
Phil and Michele Eason

7934 Hill Trail N.
Lake Elmo, MN 55042

RECEIVE



City of Lake Elmo 3/14/08
3800 Laverne Ave. North
Lake Elmo, MN 55042

Subject: Hardship Variance for septic system at 7934 Hill Trail N.

We are applying for a hardship variance to install a new septic system that will be within
15 feet from our house. There are several reasons why we are applying for this variance.

1. At this time our septic system is beginning to fail. It has been necessary to pump
the system approximately every 6 months. The septic system drain field was
redone in 1984, which makes the newest improvement 23 years old. The current
system consists of only one tank and a 23-year-old drain field.

Our home is located on Lake Demontreville. Currently, the shoreline is

approximately 80 feet from the backside of our house. This leaves no room for a

drain field to be located on the backside of the house.

Our parcel is an odd shape and the existing drain field is in the front yard on the

west end (south west corner of lot). Therefore, we need to fill the existing septic

tank and locate the new drain field in a limited area on theeast end of the front
yard (south east corner of lot). In order to have an adequate size drain field we
will need to locate the drain field closer to the house.

4. Ihave enclosed a signed letter from our neighbor: Loree K. Kalliainen, 7920 Hill
Trail N.Lake Elmo, MN 55042 who owns the lot that borders our parcel on the
south and east sides to allow a 10 ft. utility easement. This will allow us to build
the drain field close to the lot lines with crossing our property line.

5. This new septic will be very inconspicuous and will it in very nicely with the
surrounding landscape. It will pose no interference with our neighbors.

6. I have discussed the construction of our new septic system with our immediate
neighbors to the south and east of our property. I have received no objections to
building a new system. The closest home which is to the east of our parcel will be
at least 50 feet away from the drain field, Our parcel is separated from both of our
immediate neighbors by stand of trees to the south and a 20 foot strip of land
going to the lake and 20 feet of trees to the East.

2

(%)

Therefore we would like to apply for a hardship variance that would allow this system to
be withinl5 feet from the house. The existing lot with its proximity to Lake
Demontreville is very limited for space to put a new drain-field. The proposed design
utilizes the space available to support a septic system of appropriate size.

We appreciate your time to review this request.
Phil and Michele Eason

7934 Hill Trail N.
Lake Elmo, MN 55042



Loree K. Kalliainen February 7, 2008
7920 Hill Trail N.
Lake Elmo, MN 55042

Lake Elmo City Council:

I live at Hill Trail N. and my property borders the Eason property (7934 Hill Trail N.
Lake Elmo, MN 55042) for the full length to the south and west of their property. I will
allow a utility easement of 10 feet to the south and 10 feet to the west of the Eason

property (7934 Hill Trail N. Lake Elmo, MN 55042) so that the proposed septic system
can be built on the edge of the Eason property, but not over the property line.

Signed:

Lorgs K. Kalliginen, 1
\fﬂw '
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444 Cedar Street, Suite 1500
Saint Paul, MN 55101-2140

ENGINEERS ~ ARCHITECTS » PLANNERS {651) 292-4400

{651) 292-0083 Fax
www. thda.com

MEMORANDUM
To:  ~ Kyle Klatt, Planning Director ~ ~~ "Reference: 7934 Hill Trail North
Copies To: Variance Request
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota
: Proj. No.: 14078.001
From: Ryan Stempski, P.E. Routing:
Date: March 21, 2008
Kyle,

[ have reviewed the variance request for 7934 Hill Trail North and have the following comments:

1. Applicant should submit a design of the proposed on-site sewage treatment system, including soil
reports from the proposed drainfield site and layout of the proposed septic system. Impacts to the
existing retaining wall and trees must be shown and described.

2. Update the Site Plan and Certificate of Survey to show the proposed 10-foot septic easement to the
 west of the Eason parcel. Documentation of the recorded easements must be provided to the City of
- Lake Elmo prior to construction. The Site Plan should show the entire Eason parcel to confirm other
locations are not feasible to the lake setbacks.
3. The Eason’s variance request letter, dated March 14, 2008, seems to be inconsistent with east and
west directions. The applicant should clarify this discrepancy and include north arrows on all

drawings.

4, Planning or Building Department should confirm all municipal code drainfield setbacks to structures
and property lines for this location.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (651} 292-4487.

Ryan

An Employee Owned Company Promating Affirmative Action and Equal Oppartunily



MEMO
. RE: Septic variance for 7934 Hill Trail North.
The present septic system at the above address is a failing system and must be replaced.

Speaking with Mr. Barry Brown, the septic system designer, a bed type system has been
designed to replace the failing system. While reviewing the proposed design it became
obvious to me that this type of system will make the best use of the area the new septic
will occupy.

During my inspection of the property it became obvious that the location for the new
septic system was the only area on the property that would allow a sysiem to be placed.
The location of the house in regard to lake DeMontreville, did not allow the system to be
placed near the north and west yard, and to the south the existing drainfield area.

Although setback variances are required, none of the requested variances are unusual or
overly concerning to me. These type of septic system setback variances have been
approved in the past and should serve the property well - and until city sewer is provided
for the area.

Minnesota chapter 7080 (7080.0170) allows for Jocal units of government to vary from
setback distances if required.

a

Karl Horning
MPCA Cert. # R7489



651-F35=7321

ROGER DIEDRICH

ADDENDUM

SOIL TESTING AND DESIGN FOR SEPTIC SYSTEMS
S OCATION: 7934 Hill Trail, Lake Elmo

2\l | USE OF BUILDING: 3-bedroom home

A design for a pressure bed was made in June of 2005 for this lot. I met with Jim
McNamara, from the City of Lake Elmo, at this location before making the design. We
agreed that it is obvious that there will need to be variances to both the lot line set backs
and the house set back to install this system. 1 originally designed a very large bed for
this drain field because it appears that it will be the last standard system to be used on this
lot. Tt now appears that we need to downsize the bed to be within an agrecable distance
from the house. The drawing shows that the rectangle at the south side of the lot is 40’
wide. The drawing also shows that the house comes into this rectangle approximately
two feet. If we allow five feet for the maximum that the house encroaches on this
rectangle, we would have 357 left. If the bed could be built starting at the south lot line, a
twenty foot wide pressure bed could be installed with 157 setback to the house. The
variance would have to be from 20 to 15° for the house setback. The distance that the
bed must be kept from the south lot line will determine the width of the bed. Ihave
redesigned the bed to be 18’ x 36” rather than its original 25° width. This allows for a
standard sized bed for a three-bedroom house using a 1.27 soil sizing factor and standard
7080 pressure bed sizing. .

The permit for this system should be applied for so that the variances can be -
discussed. A new pressure distribution sheet may need to be completed when the actual
bed size is determined.

The absorption width is designed to be at least 10 feet from the lot line and °
possibly 10 feet with variance from the house or any building with footings. The well is
located on the north side of the house at least 50 feet from any part of this system. The
high water mark for the lake is just over 100 feet from the pressure bed.

All wastewater treatment sites are to be cordoned off prior to the start of any
construction activity on the property. No construction traffic or grading permitted in
drain field areas. All proposed wastewater treatment sites are to be protected with a
visual barrier to prevent construction traffic from encroaching into the test area and
possibly causing irreversible soil damage with réspect to on-site wastewater treatment
and absorption. A septic system permit will not be issued until the tested area is
surrounded with snow or silt fence.

. This design was prepared in accordance to Washington County Ordinance #128
and should be presented to the City of Lake Elmo for inspection as soon as possible. All




soil samples shall be left in place uniil this inspection and all stakes shall be left in place
until the system is installed.

BARRY BROWN
LICENSE #1772



. STANDARD SYSTEM @E§E@N
INDIVIDUAL SEWAGE TREATMENT SYSTEM

PUBLIC HEALTH & ENVIRONMENT
14949 62" Street Notth, PO Box 6, Stillwater MN 55082-0006
‘ 651[430—6683 OR 651-430-6655 FAX 65 1143%73@

OwnerjsName {<,—@d;(/b’ Docedrich I it
Job Site Address (ief 3¢I . I"L;, l Ty‘ﬁ g‘ I
Coyor T [ I £l

UseofBuliding S 1 4, &m L hose
Number of Bedrooms 3 ‘ _

| Design Flow Rate Lll 3 Pere Rate <, 2 5 Landslﬁgegé 7[_%64 <o/, Percent

Two Required Tanls Sizes / 600 Gallons /020 Gallons | Lift Station Tanlk Sizs /oo Gallons
Type of System (stzndard; at grade, or rockless pipe add 20% Pm SSpre L A | '

System Size _ =< ]o SquargFest 3¢, ' -LinealFest P -@@%}hdﬁh .

Depth of rock below pipe / 2" _ Depth of rock zbove pipe ) : _
MiNimwurm Depﬂl of Trench 5« 4 Taches | MAXimum Depth of Trench 3¢ o . Inches
From Existing Grade /27 4T SE. Gorner From Eaisting Grade |

Recommended Numbsr of&@eé%' {z »i;w s < Rmmmended Length of '&aﬁahes 3¢ !

Treach Spacing Measured Center to Conter /. Leved S ﬂe&cms 3 g - _ Fegt

{

Ry Ol Sy Condion 7, Ly o7 30 67108 i 215"

IF PRESSURE DISTRIBUTION IS USED, COMPLETE THE PRESSURE DISTRIBUTION SHEET ATT ACHED.

. This Design punst ke secomusaied by 2 site plan that cleasly shows the looation of ihe area tested and approve by &e following.
Usemwﬁesw!em&muﬁm&mc&mwm&famﬁhm '

1 )
2.  Show ALL prepenty boundasies, sights-of-way, easements, wellands. ifxzezes..azy, an enlarged detnil of the kouse site may

Also be required.
Show locatian of house, garage, driveway apd all other ImprovVeRtenis enisting or propesed.

Show loeaticn znd layout of sewege realment syﬁem.
Show location of water supply (well ahd/or wmmt.mty supply Hze).
Dimension all sethacks and sepavation distances.

A

This system has he.a designed by a Pollution Control Agency (PCA) Certified Professional.

Designer Name, @z.gsfaw Borouse) : PCA Cetification # f972
ddress_J0d 11 endfliee D2 wp»gféw &5/af  Phome#__6I1=737-T7227]

Date__ & & M-0L —

QUBiare/Ssptic/Sepile Sorny2005 Srasdasd Design fhest 12380480
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PRESSURE DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM

Geotextile fabric

Select number of perforated laterals 5

-

Select perforation spacing = ___~ ft

Since perforations should not be placed closer than 1 foot to
the edge of the rock layer (see diagram), subtract 2 feet from
the rock layer length.

2

o

—R-a“ﬁ/f;‘m 28 = 3d

Determine the number of spaces between perforations.
Divide the length (3) by perforation spacing {2) and round
down to nearest whole number.

Perforation spacing = _3 o g+3 fi=_{] spaces

Number of perforations is equal to one plus the number of
perforation spaces(4). Check figure E-4 fo assure the number of
perforations per lateral guarantees <10% discharge varigtion.

[ | spaces+1=_12 perforations/lateral

A. Total number of perforations = perforations per lateral (5)
times numbes of laterals (1)

17T perfs/latx 5 lat=_Leo perforations

" B. Calculate the square footage per perforation.

Recormameded value is 6-10 sqft/ pexf. Does not apply to ai-grades.

Rack bed area = rock width (ft) x rock length (f)
[T _gx 36 fi=__t1{2 sqft

Square foot per perforation = Rock bed area + number of perfs (6)

bt 2sqft+__ L0 perfs=_ /O sqit/perf

Determine required flow rate by multiplying the total number of

perforations (6A) by flow per perforation (see figure E-6)

(o0 perfsx 74 gpm/perfs = 45 gpm

If Jaterals are connected to header pipe as shown on upper
example, to select minimum required lateral diameter; enter

figure E-4 with perforation spacing (2) and number of perforations

per lateral (5) Select minimum diameter for
perforated lateral = _/. 5 _ inches.

Perf Sizing 3/16" - 1/4"
Perf Spacing 1.5 5'

E-4 Moimum cllowcbls number of 1/4-inch perforafions

parlalerol fo guozanice <10% dischaige vadiation

perforafion

spacing
{izeh Yinch | 1.25inch | 1.5inch | 20inch
25 8 14 18 i)
30 8 13 17 2
33 7 12 16 2
A0 7 1 15 2
50 6 10 14 2

E-&: Perforafion Discharge in gpm

head

perforation diameter
(inches)

(feeh | 3/16 7132 | 1/4
1.0@ 042 | 056 | 074
2.00 059 | 0.80 | 1.04
50 0.94 | 1.26 1.65

a ysa 1.0 foot for single-family homss.

b yse 2.0 feet for anything else.

e E-1: Mentioid bocated ot Efid of System

9. T perforated lateral system is atached to manifold pipe near B e ot Sy
the center, lower diagram, parforated lateral length (3) and
number of perforations per lateral (5) will be approximately one
half of that in step 8. Using these values, select minimum
diameter for perforated lateral = inches.
'~—f hereby certify that I ha:r!,e completed this work in accordance with applicable ordinances, rules and laws.

<

/\'-.

fA

(license #)

.}(:CJZ;LL}: ;}\I?’ rlf{k,:"_—?'“i Froremat (Signamre} / /?a

o
D4+ 526 (ate)




@ Pressure d‘iasm"bm@m
See pressurg distyibution work sheet

Trom A @@Eﬂw@@@ pump capacity: 1= He gpm

745 10D

eelecderd §0
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p-4 = :—aiuo.n:am
5. Cirde mren = 7 B8 x radius i festx radius in feet bt —
314x fEax = saft )
sqft Radius

2. Calculate gallons per inch
mmam?Bgaﬂﬁnspﬂmbﬁzfonmfvnhme,ﬁmefmemu}ﬁplywmﬁA,BmQ
times the conversion facﬁnanﬁdividebyﬂindmspafommmlmlmﬁgaﬂmpam

Areax 75+12= sqft x75+12in/ft=__ 23 gallon per inch
Legal Tamnk:
3. Calcnlate total tank volume : 500 o or
A. Depth from bottom of inlet pipe o tank botiom 4 m | gallons
B Tord tank volume = depth from bottom of inlet pipe to tank botiom (34) x gal/in 2) 160% the Daily flow
= i mx 232 _gifin=_dgogo gl or
Alternating Puimps
4 Caimﬂaﬁ:guﬂmns&nmverpump(wﬁh 2.3 inches of water covering pump)
{Pum%andblnckheigh&(imh}-rﬁnch} x gallon/inch ' 4k EsniSe R Glms gl
(/& m2imx_23 gifin=_t6o gellon e
hedeors | Cimsi| Cosh Casll) GmsW
5. Calculate total pumpout voiume 7 ;o] W R
A. Select pump size for 4-5 dees per day. Gaﬂonperdqsemgpd{seeﬁgswﬁ—l) 3 2 | % | W | die
/ deses pex day = S35 gpd= 2/ dosesf/day=_ {/3 gellons ) g0 | B | W | wles
B. Calculate drainback - § ™y &l B nhe
1. Determine total pipe length, 49 feet : s | m] w | | ool
2. Determine liquid volmmne of pipe, + L7 gal per fi {ce2 figure E-20) 1 W | & | 0§ Rob
3. Dxambackquanﬁiym_fia_,ﬁ(SM}xL{_?mgalpa-&(sm)m 8 oo | & | 4 | e
C. Total pump out vohume = dese volume (5A) + drainback (5H3) '
ji3  eala_ 1 gal=_ /22 Tomligallon B0 Voo of LiggidinBige |
6. Float separation distance (using total pumpout volume} Yipe Dizneler Gallams per foot
Total t vohmme (5C) + gal/inch 2) , s
20 gal= 27  galfin=_ $.Z imch 1 0045
' ibH 0478
v. Calculate volume for alarm (typicaily 2 o0 3 inches) 15 Cgfi
Alarm depth G xc gallon/Iech @) =__2_inx A3 gifimy=_Lb__gal @) ( ?;
. | 25 0
2. Calcuiate iotal gallon = gallons ever (4}+gaﬂmmnﬂ5€)+gﬁmsalamm . 3 038
bo "sal+__ 120 g+ ‘Hoé  gAl= L 20 gallons I 4 068

5. Total Tank Depth = toial gallon (8) = gaflon/imch )
bl gats=__ 23 _gallmm_czl&_ﬁﬂ

inlef =
Recommended: e
Calculate reserve capacity (75% the daily flow) SR
Daily flow x 75= Lt x T5=_33f gallons mnpw%e
1 hercly certify that 1 have completed this work in acoozdance with 2pph bie ordinances, rudes and laws. -
lva«;u,? [‘,} | Mnerns __ (igrature) [77L  Gicense® 06-4‘2‘6’5’ {date) r
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Percolation Test

Location: 1434 Hll Trail ) la be £ Loy

Test hole pumber: P- |

Diameter of hole: __{ inches
Depth to the bottom of hole: __/§ __jnches

Depth, inches

o718

soil texture

SAn D (F/ﬂ.ﬁ)

Percolation test by Barty Brown Reoistration # 4213 License # 1772

Dateof test __ 0 &-03-05

Timze Timne Measurerment | Drop in Percolation | Remarks |
interval inches water level | mate min. /in.
minwies ' inches

By b g

3:20:30 | 4:30 7 / 4.8

3.21;m £

13: 260 S ew 7 ; e o

3:26:8 g :

3:21:% NYTAY 1 i AR

3:32 '@ §

32700 S0 Ki / 5.0

Percolation rate: 525 minutes per inch
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City Council

Date: 4.1.08
REGULAR

ftem: L{ .
Resolution 2008-18

ITEM: Order to the AUAR and define the development scenarios to be evaluated as
part of the Alternative Urban Areawide Review (AUAR}) process for the Village
and

SUBMITTED BY: Susan Hoyt, City Administrator

Ciara Schiichting, Consuiting Planner, Bonestroo

REVIEWED BY: Village AUAR Advisory Panel

Kyie Kiatt, Pianning Director
Jerry Filla, City Attarney

SUMMARY AND ACTION REQUESTED:

The city council is being asked to make the following the decisions:

1} To order the preparation of the AUAR

This action will set in motion the environmental review process for the Village. The
Environmental Quality Board defines required steps to proceed with an AUAR. Mn Rules
requires the City Council to officially order the preparation of the AUAR. When the Council
orders the AUAR, Mn Rules requires that the order identifies the AUAR study boundary and the
development scenarios, as discussed below:

a. Pefine the AUAR Boundary — The Village AUAR boundary is shown in Attachment 1,
Exhibit A

b. Define the AUAR Development Scenarios — MN Rules requires that the City Council
define the location (maps), type (residential, commercial, efc.}, and intensity (housing
unit numbers and square footages of commercialfinstitutional uses) of development for
each scenario.

The Council must choose the development scenarios consistent with the Village
masterplan to be evaluated as part of the Alternative Urban Areawide Review (AUAR)
process or environmental review of the Village area.

In April 2007 the city council accepted the Village Masterplan. At the same meeting the
city council stated that it wanted to evaluate a housing range from 600 housing units to
1,600 housing units. An AUAR cannot study a range, but must study specific land use
maps. Therefore, the council endorsed bringing three scenarios (600 units, 1,000 units,
and 1,600 units) to the advisory panel and to the public for comment because each
scenario would cover the range of housing units discussed.

2} To amend the proposal for the AUAR to cover the cost of doing addifional development

scenarios beyond the two scenarios that are included in the original proposal with the
consultant, if additional scenarios bevond the comprehensive plan and one masterplan
scenario are selected to study.

The costis $ 11, 720 per additional scenaric. The funds for the additionai costs are budgeted in
the 2008 CIP for the Village. The cost of the AUAR will be reimbursed by the properly owners
and developers. The current coniract for the AUAR is for § § 216,250.



The purpose of the AUAR is o gather information to determine the environmental impacts and how to
address these impacts so any negative impacts can be avoided or minimized and addressed in the
planning process for the future development of the Village. This is being done prior to any specific
development plans from private property owners/developers. The masterplan team of Engstrom and
Close Associates first recommended the AUAR process as a follow up to the masterplan in November,
2006. The AUAR will identify the positive and the negative environmental impacts that are generated
by the different development scenarios being studied. This provides the city council with information to
help determine what works and what doesn't work and to prepare a plan to mitigate for these effects.

The formal AUAR process is governed by the regulations of the Environmental Quality Board, which
includes technical information gathering, a 30-day comment period on the Draft AUAR and Mitigation
Plan, a time to revise the AUAR and Mitigation Plan to address these comments, and a final AUAR 10-
day comment period for agencies to register objections and for additionat public comments. Lake Elmo
has adopted a more inclusive AUAR process that affords additional input from the Village Advisory
Panel and public throughout the process. The Village AUAR process is anticipated {o be compieted by
the end of 2008 (see process chart later in this report).

THE VILLAGE MASTERPLAN

The Village Masterplan began as a mechanism to accommodate some of the future sewered growth
required by the Metropolitan Council as part of the 2005 MOU and Comprehensive Plan. it

is the foundation for all of the development scenarios, and was prepared by Engstrom and Close
Landscape Architects from August, 2006 through April, 2007.

The plan was developed around 13 land use principles summarized: 1) provoke a sense of place, 2)
balance the natural and built systems, 3) broaden the mix of local goods and services, 4) provide a
variety of housing choices, 5) invest in quality public space, 6} preserve and enhance natural and
cuitural resources, 7) improve connectivity, 8) build partnerships, 9) foster public safely, 10) forward a
vision that can be implemented, 11} become a great model, 12) lead by design, 13) minimize the impact
on existing residences and businesses.

The Village planning team met with communily members and major property owners and hosted public
open houses to receive input to the plan as well as studied the related land characteristics and future
uses fo fit these needs. The city council accepted the Masterplan cormposite land use plan on April,
2007 and the recommendation that up to 1, 600 housing units {including apartments and
condominiums) be studied as a maximum for future development,



DEVELOPMENT SCENARIOS

Comparison of the Proposed Village Master Pian Scenarios

Composile Village Land Use | Scenario A Scenario B Scenario C Saurce:

Masterplan

Total acreage within the 1,129 acres 1,125 acres 1,129 acres Bonestroo

Village

Parks and Cpen Space 47% 47% 47% Village Masterpian prapared by

{current and futura) Engstrom and Close Landscape
Architecis

Existing Village Built Area 14% 14% 14% Village Masterplan

New Commercialfinstitutional | 7% 7% 7% Village Masterpian

New residential 32% 32% 2% Village Masterplan
{A} Comp plan

New Housing Units 800 (A) 1,008 (B) 1,600 (B}

{B Village Masterptan includes
{apYcondo counted as units)

Comprehensive plan scenario. This future land use plan has been effectively replaced by the vision

presented in the Village masterplan for future development of the Village regardless of how many new

housing units are part of the fufure development. Nevertheless, under the AUAR Environmental Quality
Board regulations, the city's comprehensive pian land use map for the Village is a required scenario to

be studied. The city attorney has determined the new housing units required in the comprehensive pian
for the Village is 206 new units due to the number of actual existing housing unils. (Attachment 7). This
rnumber is required to be used in evaluating the cormprehensive plan impacts. However, the
implementation of any new development scenario will require amending the comprehensive plan. If the
600 new housing units become the selected development scenario, this will be the new housing unit
number in the amended comprehensive plan.

Amendments to the current comprehensive plan.
After the AUAR process is completed and the city obtains financial information regarding development
scenarios, the city will select a preferred development scenario and will amend the comprehensive
plan to reflect this scenario. This process, along with zoning, will likely modify various elements in the
plan such as the amount of commercial area.

The comprehensive plan amendment will change what is in the current comprehensive plan for the
Village. This is within the city’s authority to do as long as the city maintains the performance
requirements set out in the MOU regarding: 24,000 population and 6,500 new RECs by 2030.
{Attachment 7, attorney letter).




AUAR PROCESS

The AUAR process before and after ordering the AUAR, which includes selecting the development

scenarios

ACTIVITY RESPONSIBLE PARTY APPROXIMATE DATE
Order AUAR City Council April 1, 2008
Technical Evaluation — Prepare the Draft AUAR & AUAR Consultant Team April - May 2008

Mitigation Plan

Review of information

Advisory Panel, Agencies, City
Coungil

June - July 2008

Authorize distribution of AUAR and Mitigation Plan | City Council July/August 2008
for 3¢ Bay Comment Period
Receive comments, respond to comments, revise AUAR | AUAR Consultant Team August/September 2008

& Mitigation Plan to address comments

Review revised AUAR and Mitigation Plan

Advisory Panel, Agencies, City
Council

September/ October 2008

Authorize distribution of the fina! AUAR and City Council October/Novernber 2008
Mitigation Plan for the 10 day objection period
Receive objections (if any) formal objection process EQB, objecting agency, City Varies

would begin

Council, AUAR Consultant
Team

Receive additional public commenis

City Coungcil

November/December 2008

Adopt final AUAR and Mitigation Plan

City Council

November/December 2008

ADVISORY PANEL AND PUBLIC INPUT

Village Advisory Panel input on the proposed development scenarios (Attachment 5)

The Village Advisory Panel received background on the development scenarios and the land use
composition included in each of them. The Advisory Panel is comprised of two members of the
Environmental Commission, the Chair and the Vice Chair of the Park and Planning Commission and
five landowners. The consensus of the Advisory Panel was to study all three development scenarios
proposed te gather information including the 1,600 units to see what the negative impacts are from -
such a development scenario so the city can make an informed decision. One participant expressed
disagreement with the general consensus and favored eliminating the 1,000 and 1,600 unit
development scenarios because the market demand would not be there by 2030 among other reasons.
Advisory panel members were also free to express their individual opinions through other public means
like the public open house and comment sheets and emaiis.

Public input received to date {Attachment &)

The city held an open house on February 28, 2008 on the proposed development scenarios. The open
house was widely publicized through fiiers and in the newspaper. Approximately 80 people attended
the open house where people submitted written comments and verbal comments. In addition, the city
received comments through avarcomments@lakeelmo.org; forms submitted by citizens, letters and
comments at city council public inquiry. A summary of the verbal comments received at the open
house and copies of the written comments received are attached. (Attachment 6)




ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

What does the decision mean?

This decision means that the city wili study the potential environmental impacts or affects from
the development scenarios being studied and how to make sure that any negative impacts will
be avoided or minimized by planning to take care of these.

For a specific example, an AUAR will evaluate how much will traffic increase and what will
result from the new development at Highway 5 and Manning Avenue or at Lake Elmo Avenue
and Highway 5. The resuit might show an increase of traffic that requires a traffic signal to be
installed when a new residential or mixed use development goes in at this location in the future.
The city wouid, then, require this traffic signal as part of any development approvals and ata
cost to the developer.

After the Draft AUAR & Mitigation Plan is prepared, the information will be reviewed by the
Village AUAR Advisory Pane! and agencies prior to the City Council making its second formal
decision during the AUAR process (the first formal decision is o “order” the preparation of the
AUAR). The Council's second decision is to authorize distribution of the Draft AUAR and
Mitigation Plan for the formal 30-day public comment period.

What doesn't the decision mean?

This decision does not mean that any one of these scenarios will actually be implemented. The
development scenarios are the way that the future development will be studied. It means that
they will be evaluated from an environmental perspective to determine the environmental
impacts.

This analysis wili not provide any financial information including no analysis of the financial
relationship between the number of housing units developers are planned to an build and the
pubiic and private amenities that developers’ will finance with a project.

is the city reguired io develop one of these scenatios that is studied?

-]

No, the city can gather the information and determine what is good and bad about the various
scenarios and develop and adopt a plan for how to mitigate (avoid or minimize) any potential
negative environmental impacts. This wili give the ity information on why and why not to
pursue certain development scenarios,

if the city chooses to study 600, 1,000 and 1,600 new housing units for environmental
purposes, the city can eliminate any scenario that goes through the financial analysis and
planning process, it can determine that 800 units or 1,200 units are the appropriate number
with which to proceed.

# = Housing Units
i500] 800 1,000 1,200 1,400 1,600,

What if the city wanis to add a scenario after the AUAR is ardered? Completed?

The city can add a development scenaric during this AUAR process. This wili add increased costs and
delay the pracess in order to evaluate an additional scenario. An AUAR can be amended/updated after
it has been compileted. 1t must go through the AUAR process again to do this,



Is there a required timeling for the AUAR document to be completed?

Mn Rules places a 120 day timeline from the date the AUAR is ordered to the date the Final AUAR and
Mitigation Plan is adopted. The City Councii has the authority to extend the time limit and the process
adopted by the city anticipates a longer time frame than the 120 days. Since no specific development
project (i.e., request for site plan approval, subdivision approval, etc.) has been submitted for review
through the AUAR process, the City Council can extend the time limit on its own. I a specific
development project had been submitted and its schedule was affected by the AUAR schedule, the City
Council and the project proposer would have to come to an agreement on extending the 120 day
timeline, It is anticipated that the city will complete the entire AUAR process in December, 2008.

When dees the AUAR document require changes; updates?

Mn Rules identifies the following specific circumstances that require updating the environmental review:

= Five years have passed since the City adopted the original environmental analysis
document and pian for mitigation or the latest revision. This item does not apply if all
development within the area has been given final approval by the City.

= A comprehensive plan amendment is proposed that would allow an increase in development
over the levels assumed in the environmental analysis document.

= Total development within the area would exceed the maximum levels assumed in the
environmental analysis document.

= Development within any subarea delineated in the environmental analysis document would
exceed the maximum levels assumed for that subarea in the document.

= A substantial change is proposed in public facilities intended to service development in the
area that may result in increased adverse impacts on the environment.

e Development or construction of public facilities will occur on a schedule other than that
assumed in the environmental analysis document or plan for mitigation so as to substantially
increase the likelihood or magnitude of potential adverse environmental impacts or to
substantially postpone the implementation of identified mitigation measures.

s New information demonstrates that important assumptions or background conditions used in
the analysis presented in the environmental analysis document are substantially in error and
that environmental impacts have consequently been substantially underestimated.

= The City determines that other substantial changes have occurred that may affect the
potential for, or magnitude of, adverse envireonmental impacts.

Who is paying for the AUAR? Other activities related to Village planning?

Developers and major property owners will be charged fees to cover the cost of the AUAR. This was
raised at the Advisory Panel. The city will look at an ordinance and begin to determine when and how
to charge for this activity. Overall, The costs associated with some of the Viilage Masterplan and all of
the Village infrastructure, environmentai and financial planning including communications and legal
information are eligible to be charged to the developers and sewer system users with interest on the
loaned funds rather than charged to general taxpayers. These reimbursed costs will include interest for
the funds loaned to the Village planning eifort. To date the city has expended $650,000 on the Village
project.



CONTEXT OF THE AUAR IN THE VILLAGE PLANNING
The Village planning and decision making process (Attachments 2 and 3)

The AUAR does not deal with financial information or policies, It is purely an environmental planning document
that will be incorporated into the city's land use controls through the comprehensive plan and zoning code that is
ultimately adopted for the Village. Essentially, three elements are involved in the Village Development process. 1)
land use planning including the AUAR, 2) engineering and 3) financial pianning.

This is a tentative timeline for the Village planning and development. Any fufure step may be shorter or fonger. This
process assumes that the city is in the position of managing the development rather than reacting to development
proposals that developers submit for city consideration and approval. The timelines in the MOU are being met as
efficiently as possible given the housing market and the local decision making steps necessary to accomplish the goals.

January i
2008 55
Memo of Comp plan Develop and | 1-94 to 30" AUAR Financial AUAR Order AUAR | Complete
under- accept Street process feasibility Developmen AUAR
standing Village forcemain underway analysis of { Scenarios fadopt
w Metro Masterplan sewer sewer mitigation
Councif project system plans for the

design demonstrate scenarnos

5 feasible

Financiai Analyses Select a Develop and adopt Deveiop and adopi a | Deveiop and adopt

Develop capital

Infrastructure cosls

feasible into the

of Development deveiopment financial polficies for | Village Village zoning code | improvement plan
Scenarios o scenarip that meets | paying for comprehensive plan | and subdivision for the timing of
determine cosis of environmental, development — amgndment to requirements and pubiic improvemenls
each development financiat and the focus on policies for | reflect the chosen design elemenis to for the long term
scenario. Including fand use planning new develapment development reflect selected implementation and
the mitigation, principles in the but make sure the scenario development the firancing of
amenities and Viliage Masterplan fiscal systemis scenario public improvements

and amenilies

development
according to the
plan.

and housing
market will
support the cost
of consiruction.

responsibility.

to be born by future and not
developers. isolated

Fall 220089 (1 “Marcéh 2010 (1) 12010 and beyond:
Get formal QOrder forcemain Begin Negotiate Develop Begin new Revisit fiscal
developer to the Village to coaslruction of development infrastructure io Village policies, annually
commitment to serve new forcemain to the agreemenis with | support development revisit the capital
provide financiat deveiopment, if Village. deveiopers for devetopment in along the east improvement
guarantees for financial new new Village as side of the plan for liming
sewer to the commitments are development part of Village future public
Village and new made up front developer's improvemenis

and revisit land
use conlrols
through zoning
when needed to
clarify and
improve

{1)

This is subject to change depending upon the develcpers’ ability to pay up front for the infrastructure and guarantee
housing markei {o cover costs.




DECISION TO BE MADE:

The city councll created a mechanism for absorbing the required growth for the city until 2030 and to
accommodate regional sewer. Part of the plan is to provide development and redevelopment in the
Village area. This is a comprehensive and complex process that has put the city in control of the future
land use planning, development and redevelopment of the Village. This next planning stepis a
detailed environmental review that will keep the process moving forward by gathering critical
information to help the city council determine what the positive and negative impacts are associated
with different development scenarios and how to manage these impacts. This requires ordering the
AUAR and selecting the development scenarios to be evaluated in this process.

The Council's decision should be made with the understanding that the city council is interested in
gathering information on various development scenarios for the Village based upon the Masterplan for
environmental analysis. This information will help the city protect any positive natural features and to
negate any development scenarios {or porticns of development scenarios) that may have negative
impacts. |t is further understood that the city council is not endorsing any one of these specific
development scenarios as the preferred development scenario to be impiemented through the
comprehensive plan amendment process because this decision would be premature at this time.

» |f the city council wanis {o explore the range of new housing uniis in the Village based upon the
information™ in the comprehensive plan (600 units) and the recorded public citizen input
strangly supporting this option and in the Village Masterplan {1,000 to 1,600 units, which
includes some apartment/condos units), it is recommended that the city councll approve
studying the scenarios that include: 1) 600 new housing units; 2) 1,060 new housing units; and
3} 1,600 new housing units because it is more cost efficient to gather the information now to be
able to make future informed decisions about the preferred land use scenario in the Village with
this information on hand.

o |f additional scenarios beyond two are to be studies, the city council should amend the coniract
with Bonestroo to add $ 11, 720 per
additional development scenario and that this be charged back to the developers/property
owners through a future fee structure to be developed in the coming months.

o [tis recommended that the city council approve an anticipated completion date of December,
2008 for the purpose of being on record as to when the city expects to complete the AUAR
process.

"This is not the legal apinion of required housing in the comp plan, which is based upaon the existing housing unit count of
194 rather than 500 existing housing units .

SUGGESTED MOTION FOR CONSIDERATION

Move resolution 2008-018

ORDER OF BUSINESS
e Introduction Susan Hovt, City Administrator
o Presentation/Report Ciara Schlichting, Consultant, Bonestroo
s Questions to presenter Mayor and Councilmembers

{3 minutes/round robin)
« Questions from the public to the council Mayor facllitates
{3 minutes/round robin)

o Call for 2 motion Mayor and Councilmembers
o Discussion Mayor facilitates

(3 minutes/round robin)
o Action City Council



ATTACHMENTS:

1.

Resclution 2008-018 for consideration
» Resoluticn Exhibit A: AUAR Boundary
= Resolution Exhibit B: Three Village Masterplan AUAR development scenaric options
o Resolution Exhibit B: Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map {required development
scenario)
Tirneline for Viliage activities to date
Decision making chart {December, 2007)
Letter from Bonestroo regarding additional deveiopment scenarios
Advisory Panel meeting notes
Public input
a. open house summary of verbal comments received
b. transiated (typed) handwritten comments {from comment sheets)
c. written comments received

Letter from attorney on comprehensive plan sewerad housing unit count



CITY OF LAKE ELMO

RESOLUTION NO. 2008-018

A RESOLUTION ORDERING AN ALTERNATIVE URBAN AREAWIDE REVIEW OF

WHEREAS,

A

THE LAKE ELMO VILLAGE AREA

There is an approximate 1,129-acre area in the City of Lake Elmo, located within
portions of Sections 11, 12, 13, 14, and 23 within Township 29 North, Range 21
West in Washington County, Minnesota, as depicted on the attached Exhibit A,
The property is known as the Lake Elmo Village (“Subject Property™).

The urbanization of the Subject Property will require environmental review in
accordance with the Minnesota Environmental Review Program.

The Minnesota Environmental Review Program rules provide for an Alternative
Urban Areawide Review (“AUAR”™), as an appropriate form of environmental
review for proposed plans for the Subject Property.

The City of Lake Elmo will be the Responsible Governmental Unit (“"RGU”) for
purposes of the AUAR.

The AUAR shall address the geographic area and development specified in
Scenarios A, B, C, and D as depicted on the attached Exhibit B, which scenarios
and Exhibit B are hereby incorporated by reference.

The City of Lake Elmo has adopted a comprehensive plan that includes the
elements set forth in Mn. Rules 4410.3610. subpart 1 items A to C.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE I'T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lake Elmo:

1.

2.

DATED this

That pursuant to Minnesota Rules 4410.3610 subp. 3, an AUAR of the Subject
Property is ordered and shall be prepared to meet all applicable requirements set
forth in Minnesota Statutes Chapter 116D and Minnesota Rules Chapter 4410.

That the City of Lake Elmo as the RGU shall prepare and distribute the AUAR.

Bonestroo, Inc. or its agents, is designated to prepare a draft of the AUAR for
approval by the City, in accordance with Minnesota Rules 4410.3610.

day of , 2008




CITY OF LAKE ELMO

Dean Johnston, Mayor

ATTEST:

Sharon Lumby, City Clerk
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Exhibit B

Village Masterplan AUAR Development Scenarios (A, B, & C)

Village Masterplan- Composite
N —

Land Use Map

Existing Old Village
City Fabric

Potenlial Future
Redavelopment
(Existing Developed
Parcels)

Hew Mixed Use
Development

HNew Civic/nstitutional
Developmenl

Hew Residantial
Developmenl

Buflar Zone!
Open Space

New Parks/
Open Space

i Existing Parks/
‘ l Open Space

Harse Farm

([Masterplan Composite Land Use Acres | Scenario A - 600 | Scenario B -1,000 | Scenario C - 1,600
New Mixed Use ’ 72.46 - - -

* Mixed Use (Non-Residential') 16.46 acres -| 200,000 ® 200,000 ft® 200,000 ft*

* Mixed Use (Residential) 56.0 acres - 100 units 200 units 400 units
New Residential 308.55 450 units 700 units 1015 units
Potential Future Redevelopment 44 52 - -

* Non-Residential' 250,000 ft* 250,000 ft* 250,000 ft*

* Residential 50 units 100 units 185 units
New Civic/Institutional Development 16.47| 200,000 ft? 200,000 ft? 200,000 ft*
Buffer Zone, Open Space 226.02] No development | No development No development
Existing Old Village City Fabric 305.67| No development | No development No development
Existing Open Space 45.29| No development | No development No development
Horse Farm 74.10[ No development | No development No development
New Parks/Open Space 35.35| No development | No development No development
Total Residential Units 600 units 1,000 units 1,600 units
Total Square Footages of Non-Residential Uses 650,000 ft* 650,000 ft’ 650,000 ft*

" Non-residential includes 300,000 ft* of commercial and 150,000 ft* of office use




Exhibit B

Required Lake Elmo Comprehensive Plan
AUAR Development Scenario (Scenario D)

P

Medium Density/ Mixed Use
Residential
ALy I

High Density Residential

Existing Village!

Public/Semi Public

- Low Density Residential

PRELIMINARY VILLAGE AREA
FUTURE LAND USE
Lake Elmo Comprehansive Plan 2005 - 2030

tnnaton of Llsdity Vig Do devaiiy W18
B .

Wi cametny TKDA

Land Use
[0
[ jwmunns
(o
TR gt v
o

Village Future Land Use Designation Acres

Housing Units Commercial/Office (f)  Institutional (it?)

Village Residential High Density (VR/HD) 7 102 B

Village Residential Low Density (VR/LD) 77 339 - =

Village Residential Mixed Use/Medium Density (VR MU/MD) 86 465 450,000

Village Residential Public/Semi Public (VR P/S) 43 - - 200,000
Village Residential Green Belt (VR GB) 717 -

No designation (existing Village Area)' 199 % = =

Total 1,129 906 450,000 200,000

" Refers to the "white" areas on the Village Area Future Land Use Map



Early 2005 - 2006

June, 2005
August 3, 2006
March 14, 2006
April 18, 2008
June 6, 2006

June 20, 2006
October 24, 2006
November 1, 2006
December 5, 2006

December 12, 2008

January 2, 2007
January 2, 2007
January 8, 2007
January 20, 2007
January 23, 2007
February 6, 2007
February 6, 2007

February 6, 2007
February 6, 2007
February 20, 2007
February 27, 2007

March 6, 2007
March 6, 2007

March 12, 2007
March 19, 2007
Mareh 20, 2007
Mid-March, 2007
March 21

March 28

Aprit 3, 2007

April 3, 2007

Aprii 10, 2007
Aprit 17, 2007

Aprit 17, 2007

May 1, 2007
June 7, 2007

Mid - June, 2007

July 26, 2007

City council meetings and workshops on the Village are televised.

Public Meeting Dates
Related to the Village Plan and Related Activities
As of March 14, 2008

Comprehensive Plan
process identified the timing
of development/sewer in

the Village.
REQ for Village
City Council
City Council
Public Open House
City Council
City Councit
City Councit
City Council
City Council
City Council

City Council
City Council
City Council
City Council
City Council
City Council
City Council

City Council
City Gouncll
City Council
City Council

City Council
City Council

Planning Commission

Park Commission
City Council
Citywide mailing
Public Open House
Public Open House
City Council

City Council

City Council
City Counci

City Council

City Council

Public project meeting
Public project mailing

AUAR Advisory panel

Series of meetings by the city council and the
planning commission on an updated 2030
comprehensive plan..

City Council

Interview for Village Team

Planning Team presented recommendations
Presented masterplan and received comments
Accepted Village Masterplan phase |

Proceed with Masterplan phase il

Update on the staius of the plan

Hire project director

Approve sewer service area

St. Croix Valley Family Center discussion

{new Village)

Update on the Village masterplan

Financial advisor on Village plan financing options
SCV Family Center Discussion

Infrastructure workshop

Financial workshop on financing infrastructure
Approve alignment for sewer from 1-94 to 30" 7
Endorse process for reviewing the AUAR
proposais

Endorse proceeding with EAW on 1-94 to 30™
Trunk Project

Schedule public hearing to extend land use
moratorium on new Village

Approve proposal for financial planning for utility
infrastructure

Presentation of Alternative Urban Areawide
Review {AUAR) proposals

Final masterplan presentation at workshop
Authorize preliminary design for Village trunk
sewer (connector)

Final masterplan presentation

rinal masterplan presentation

Verbal update on Village planning

Announcing Village open houses

Presentation on final masterplan and public input
Presentation on final masterplan and public input
Public hearing to extend the new Village
development moratorium and action

Approve distribution of the EAW trunk sanitary
sewer project

Workshop on Masterpian and AUAR

Accept the Village masterplan

(composite land use map)

Officially accept the AUAR proposat and move
forward with appointments

Receive uEdate on the interim zoning ordinance
1-94 to 30" infrastructure project — presentation to
project area parsons and public

Mailing to project persons and participants in
6/7/07 meeting with project summary of questions
The AUAR purpose and process



August 7, 2007

August 7, 2007

August 23, 2007
September 4, 2007

September 12, 2007
Week of September 10
Week of October 8
October 18, 2007
Qctober 18, 2007

October 30, 2007
November 5, 1007

November 5, 2007

November 27, 2007
December 4, 2007

February 4, 2007
February 13, 2008

February 28, 2008

April 1, 2008

City councii meetings and workshops on the Village are televised.

Public Meeting Dates
Related to the Village Plan and Related Activities
As of March 14, 2008

City Council

City Council

AUAR advisory panel
City Council

City Council
Citywide mailing
Citywide mailing
City Council
Public meeting

City Council

City Council

City Council

City Council
City Council

City Council

Advisory Panel AUAR
Fublic Open House on
AUAR development
scenarios

Scheduled ~ City Council

Declaration of negative environmental impact for
the Village sanitary sewer extension (I-94 to 30"
Street)

Authorize additional area in new Village to be in
development moratorium

Current conditions in the Village

Request by Todd Williams to attend non public
agency meetings on the Village AUAR
Waorkshop on AUAR - current conditions
Newsletter with 1-94 to 30" Street project update
Mailing on 1-94 to 30" St update meeting

on 10-18-07

Engineering update on the 1-94 to 30" St
infrastructure project

Engineering update on the 1-94 to 30" St
infrastructure project

First workshop on financing sewer

Request a legal opinion on the number of new
housing units required in the Village according to
the comprehensive plan

Authorize the reconfiguration for the 1-94 to 30™
Street Trunk sewer from a combination
forcemain/gravity to a forcemain only sewer
Second workshop on financial planning for sewer
Receive legal opinion on the number of new
housing units for the Village required in the
comprehensive plan

Endorse four development scenarios to move to
the Advisory Panel and the public for comment
Review development scenarios

OakLand Junior High 6:30 to 8:30

(All city mailing, display ads in local papers)

Consideration of deveiopment scenarios and
ordering the AUAR



Completed

In Process

Future Planning

implementation

ROAD MAP FOR DECISION MAKING

ENGINEERING AND FINANCIAL

Study Preliminary Financlal
Feaslbliity of Sanitary Sewer -3
¥ Provide Feedbach on Assumptions
¥ Conceptuat Understanding

Y

Obtain Firm Financlai Commitments
from Developers for Sanktary Sewer
and Other Development Fees

.

Award Bids
for Sewer Trunk 1-94 10 30th

¥

Issue Bonds
for Sewer Trunk }-94 to 30th

¥

Award Contract
for Sewer Trunk 1-94 10 30th

!

Sewaer installed to New Davelopment

!

L4 . o

LAND USE

-

AUAR Environmental Review
Determine Land Use Options 1o Study
v Comp Plan
v Other
Estimated Completion Fali, 2008
Includes public participation process

hd

Accept Deveiopment
Applications
Timing depends on housing market

Sewer instalied in existing Viliage by 2038
on profeci-by-profect basis, as epproved by Council

¥

Development Approval
Process
Each develepment request goss
through City epproval process

[&
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2% Bonestroo

DSU Planning & Design
January 21, 2008

Susan Hoyt

City Administrator

City of Lake Elmo

3800 LaVerne Avenue North
Lake Elmo, MN 55402

Re: Village AUAR ..
City of Lake Elmo -
Bonestroo File No.: 000038-06001-0

Dzar Susan;

We have completed the first phase of the AUAR process. The overall purpose of the first phase of the
process was to gather, analyze, and share backgreund information with various stakeholders to determine
the appropriate scope of the AUAR analysis.  In addition to information gathered through the first phase of
the AUAR process, the City Attorney provided an analysis of the requirements set forth in the adopied
Comprehensive Plan and | provide a similar analysis, which is described in this letter, Lastly, the City has
been contacted by Lakeview Hospital representatives that desire to locate hospital near Stillwater
Boulevard and Manning Avenue. Collectively, this information prompts reconsideration of the AUAR
development scenarios and potentially collecting additional traffic information. Itis noted that proposed
revisions to the AUAR scope and cost estimate for adding the hospital to the AUAR are being transmitted to

you under separate cover.

DEVELOPMENT SCENARIO OPTIONS

The Environmental Quality Board {EQB) requires that an AUAR include at least one scenario thatis

consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan. The scope of our existing AUAR work program includes

the review of two (2) development scenarios: a scenario consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan

and a scenaric biased on the Village Master Plan. At the beginning of the AUAR process, the Coundi

provided initial guidance regarding the twa (2) AUAR development scenarios, - The Coundii requested that a

range of 600 ~ 1,600 residential units be reviewed through the AUAR process, It is recommended that two 3
additional development scenarios that accomsmodate 1,000 residential units be reviewed through the

process. It is important to remember that a "preferred” scenario is not selected through. AUAR process.

St, Paul

5t. Cloud
Ruchester
Milwaulkes
Chicage
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Comprehensive Plan. The Comprehensive plan states that 1,100 sewered housing units will be
accommodated within the Village. The City Engineer determined that there are 198 existing housing units
in the Village. By subtracting the number of existing units from the number of anticipated units, the net
resuft is 902 units. The City Attomey provided a legal opinion regarding the requirements of the
Comprehensive Plan. He determined that the Comprehensive Plan requires 906 new hausing units in the
Village. It is noted that since providing the number of existing housing units to the City Attorney, the City
Engineer determined that four (4) additional existing housing units are located on the second story of mixed
use buildings in the Viflage.

Given my analysis of the Comprehensive Plan, | recommend that a development scenario including 1,000
residential units be reviewed through the AUAR process. This scenaric would be presented as the scenario
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Village Master Plan. The Village Master Plan was created and the concept was accepted by the City
Coundil. In order for the ¢ity to adequately assess its options for implementing the village vision, itis
recommended that a development scenario be added that addresses the housing unit requirements in the
adopted Comprehensive Plan within the context of the Master Plan. This development scenario could
include approximately 1,600 residential units that would be accommodated in @ mannes consistent with the
Master Plan, rather than the Village Area Future Land Use Plan included in the Comprehensive Plan.

CosT ESTIMATE

Our existing work program and budget is based on reviewing two scenarios for the cost of $219,250. The
estimated cost to add each additional scenario to the AUAR is $11,720 per scenario. This cost estimate is
generally based on increasing the cost of the remaining work program by 5% for each additional scenario.
The two exceptions 1o the 5% cost increase assumption are related 1o Tasks 201 and 317.

s Task 201, preparing the development scenario alternatives, was gstimated to cost $4,000 to
prepare two scenarios (or $2,000 per scenario). The astimated cost to prepare each additional
scenario is also $2,000 (rather than a 5% increase of $200 per scenario, which would not be
adequate budget to prepare the additional scenario}.

s Task 317, the traffic impact analysis, was estimated to cost $29,000 for two scenarios. The
estimated cost for each additional scenario is $2,300, which is an 8% increase per scenario. The
cost estimate includes the necessary data analysis, trip generation, level of service analysis,
mitigation, graphics, and documentation.

A table showing the revised cost estimate js included on the next page. Two scenarios are included in the
existing scope and each additionat scenario would increase the cost by $11,720 {i.e.., the table shows the
cost of adding one additional scenario - adding two would increase the original cost by $23,440). An
additional City Council workshop was added to the work program to provide the City Council additional
time to review the development scenarios after they are prepared {Task 209).

We learned that it was the opinion of some stakeholders that the PM peak traffic hour in Lake Elmo was
later than the time period studied, It is our opinion that additional trafiic count data is not necessary given
the results of the pravious counts and input from Washington County. If the City would ke to obtain traffic
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count data for the six intersections for the 5:30 p.m. — 6:3¢ p.m. of 6 p.m. — 7 p.m. time period, the cost

would he an additienat $1,300.

Citiy of Lakie Eimo Village AUAT

Revised Cast Estimate
21-ian-08
T LOst BsHmate
Previous Costiy  per Add
Estimate Stenarip
Phase 1: Backgraund flesearch and Analysis {Tasks 101 - 108} § 33850
Sask 103 Revised Peak Peridd Tratfit Counts i
Phase 1 Subtotal § 23,850 -
Phasa 2: Development Scenarlo Alternatives
Task  Description .
Task 201 Prepate Development Scenaric Altemnatives 4,000 2,000
Tasks 202-208 Development Scenario Review Process 13,000 650
Task 200 Additiana! COWrsp - Davelopment Scenario Revisw - -
Phasa ? Subtotal § 17000 2,650
Phase 3: AUAR Process
Jask  Description
fask 301 Open HoussiCC Mig 1+ AlL AUAR - 5,000 32 150
Tasks 302-325 Prepate Drzfi AUAR & Mitigation Plan 200 43 5,110
Tasks 378-333 Drafl AUAR Reviews Process 24,600 |3 1,230
Tasks 334-337 Prepare Final AUAR & Mitigation Pizn 11.000 BRO
Tasks 338342 Final AUAR & Mitigstion Plan Raview Progess 13,600 830
Phase 3 Subtotal $ 164,400 i § 9,070
Project Management/lohn Shasdiow speclal counset 14,000
Grand Total s a92s0fEs 11720

SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENT SCENARIO OPTIONS

We are presenting four (4} development scenario options for the City to consider reviewing through the
AUAR process. These options are summarized below. Itis noted that the square footages for potential
commercial, office, and institutional uses shown below are based on the composite jand use map and were
calcutated by Bruce Jacobsen with Close Landscape Architects.

Ahternative 1
v 500 residential units

= 300,000 SF Commercial
= 150,000 SF Office

200,000 SF Institutional

Alternative 2

& 1,600 residential units
R 300,000 SF Commerdial
s 150,000 SF Cffice

& 200,000 SF institutional

Alternative 3 ~ Comprehensive Plan
s 1000 residential units
= Non-residential within the Mixed Use Catagory
{zpproximately 40 acres) - need to define

Alternative 4

= 1000 residential units
a 300,000 SF Commercial
s - 150,000 SF Office

=4

200,000 5F lnstitutional
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Lake Fimo Village AUAR

We are open to modifying any aspect of the existing and proposed work program o achiave & better result
for the City. | would be happy to attend the February 4, 2008 City Coundil Work Session to discuss the
development scenario options.

Sincerely,

Ciara Schlithting, AICP



The AUAR Advisory Panel met on February 13, 2008 to review and discuss the Village Master Plan development scenario
options to evaluate through the Alternative Urban Areawide Review (AUAR). The Panel received a lot of land use information
and had a robust discussion regarding all three scenarios based on the Village Master Plan (600, 1,000, 1,600 housing units).
The Panel nearly came to 100% consensus in determining that evaluating ali three scenarios through the AUAR process has
value since the AUAR data will allow the city to determine bath the positive and negative impacts from each scenario, which
will assist the city in making decisions about how to develop in the future. One Panel member felt that 600 units was mare
desirable and reflected market realities.

This meeting summary includes a list of meeting attendees, the agenda, and a summary of the Advisory Panel's discussion.

Attendees:

Advisory Panel:

Fred Banister - Environmental Commission

Todd Bruchu - Parks Commission Vice Chair

Paul Bruggeman - Lake Elmo Development Group (Steve Gaffney in place of)
Margaret Carlson, Environmental Commission Chair, Convener for the evening
john Dobbs, Land Owner (Steve Bona in place of)

Neil Krueger - Land Cwner

Jennifer Pelletier - Planning Commission Vice Chair

Todd Ptacek - Planning Commission Chair

Pater Schiltgen - Land Owner

David Steele - Parks Commission Chais

judith Screaton — Land Owner {David Screaton in place of)

City Staff

Susan Hoyt — City Administrator, City of Lake Elmo
Kelli Matzek — Assistant City Planner, City of Lake Elmo
Kyle Kiatt — Planring Director, City of Lake Elmo

Jerry Filla — City Attorney, City of Lake Eimo

City’s Consultant:
Ciara Schlichting ~ Bonestrao
Lisa Fay — Benestroo

Audience/Other Attendees:
Bruce Maus, Lakeview Hospital Representative
Other, did not sign in

Page 1



AGENDA

1. Welcome and Introductions

The meeting opened with welcome and intraductions led by Margaret Carlson, Convener for the evening and Chair of the
Environmental Commission

2. village Planning Update

City (Susan Hoyt) presentation (Village Road Map for Decision Making)

3. Review Advisory Pane! Role

Bonestroo presentation (presentation is posted on the city's Village AUAR website)

4. Recap of AUAR process to date

Bonestroo presentation (presentation is posted on the city's Village AUAR website)

5. Overview of Village Master Plan Development Scenario Options

Bonestroo presentation (presentation is posted on the city's Village AUAR website)

6. Overview of Comprehensive Plan Development Scenario

Bonestroo presentation (presentation is posted on the city's Village AUAR website)

7. Next Steps
February 28, 2008 — Public Cpan House

March {date TBD) — Select the Development Scenarios to be reviewed in AUAR and officially order the AUAR to be prepared.

8. Questions and Discussion among the Advisery Panel Members
Please note that the follawing is intended to capture the main points discussed during the Advisory Fanel Meeting on February 13 and it is
possible that the notes below are not comprehensive. Errors, omissions, or other corrections should be forwarded to Kellii Matzek, Assistant

Clty Planner. As much as possible, the speaker is identified in the text below. Where the speaker is unknown, Jt is indicated by a series of
gashes © -----

Questions, Comments & Discussion

Bruchy; Should the Advisary Panel members have the principles outlined in the Master Plan?

Hoyt:  City considering how best to distribute that information. Possibly on web site.

Banister: How did we get off on the existing village housing unit count in comp plan? Don't know?
Hoyt:  Ciara, why does the City have to analyze the comp plan?

Schlichting: MN Rules reguire it.

Hoyt: Map matters, Can't just put housing units anywhere,

Page 2



Schiichting: In describing each scenario, must describe type of use and density. And provide a map to show where they are located.
Pelietier: Between now and open house, are we supposed to think about traffic, soils, water, etc. lots of work?
Schlichting: We (Bonestroo) will analyze the impacts in the AUAR, You don't have to.

Hoyt: That's why wa need the scenarios. So the AUAR has something to analyze. Until we know how the development is going 1o look in
the maps, we can't do that. Then the analysis will show the impacts and we can figure out what mitigation will be required.

Pelletier; So we're not deciding between now and the apen house what we want to iook at?
Schlichting: Council is asking for comments on the 3 options - €00, 1000, and 1600 units.
Hoyt: Panel can provide input on how those units will look on the land.

Krueger: More intellectual, not factual?

Schlichting: Yes,

Krueger. Are there case studies we can look at? Are there some examples in these ranges that we could look &t so we can form some
opinions?

Schlichting: Each AUAR has such specific impacts that it is hard to compare with other AUARS that fooked at the same aumber of units.

Hoyt: Issue is what is the Advisory Panel to comment on? What are we asking them? See map. Shouid the housing be disiributed
differently? Is that what we're asking?

Schiichting: Map shows one scenario based on the Master Plan. City Council wants to look at several scenario options from the Master
Plan. Does the panel agree? Panel can also comment on the allocation of units, number of units, other development, etc.

Hoyt: Numbers from master plan? City Council asking public to comment on all 3 options for Master Plan.

Schlichting: That's why meeting next week. A lot to digest. s this enough mixed use?

Pete Schiltgen: Doesn't make sense. Would think it shauld be open ended. Environmental analysis should say we can put units here, etc.
Schlichting: Need those scenarios to see what the capadity of the land is. Need to analyze the differences.

Hoyt: Master Plan is trying to deal with what land uses make sense and where they should go.

Schiligen: 1000 acres of properties. Experts should say what it can support...not advisory panel or people.

Steve Bona: | agree with Pete. Wouldn't you base the study on the maximum and then back up from there? If you find out teaffic,
wetlands, et, fine, then Council would go with what works. We can't say how many units are going to work, what the market will bear,
st Can kind of tell where we'd fike to see it. Other cities ook at max first and ther decide i they want the max or need to back off.
Schiichting: Many AUARs do include the max. In the past we have done some AUARs that oaly look at one scenario. But found that really
the City ended up looking at something less after the AUAR was completed. And then didn't have the info to see what the roads, ete,
would look like.

Klatt; Units came into play. How many units could work to pay for the sewer?

Hoyt: Conservatively ran a 600 and 1000 unit. Showed it could be feasible. Financing piece comes after the AUAR is completed.

Kiatt: Don't have enough of the pieces.
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- Comes down to hard cost per lot. Developer can't do it if the numbers don't work. Can't just pick a unit number if the financial
numbers won't work.

Klatt: 2 opticns, min and max and then figure out middle ground.
Schiltgen: When should AUAR be done?

Schlichting: We expect Fall of this year,

Schiltgen: What will we give them?

Schiichting: Draft AUAR to come cut in spring/summer,

Hoyt: What is in the document, is that what you want to know?
Schiligen: What will you give them?

Schlichting: At end of AUAR, will have development optiens, impact info, mitigation. Council adopts the AUAR document but does not
select a scenario.

Hoyt: Thay will have what traffic improvements are needed, what stormwater management needs to be, etc.

Schiltger: Developers already know this.

Hoyt: But City wants to know the environmental piece as 8 whole.

Schiltgen: 1t will be run by the developers, Isn’t going to be parks, playgrounds because that doesn't pay forit.

Klatt, Environmental review and specific proposals. Benefit looking at big picture instead of by each project. Do one big review, have to
make some assumptions and work with those numbers. Not much different from doing land use planning, comp planning. We will be
ahead with environmental analysis.

Carison; How are Comp Plan housing unit numbers derived? Why didn't we just use 7947

Attorney:  City attorney looked at the Comprehensive Plan requirements and determined that 906 units are required given that oniy 194
existing units are in the village and the comprehensive plan used 500.  Why they used 500 to be existing - don't know..

Steele; Enormous amount of work. Scenarios. What do we think? | have no idea. What do you want us to answer?

Schlichting: We want to get your input in each of the scenarios — how units are allocated. Can glean aliocation of units from the Master
Pian. We don't ive in the community, you are the sounding board — does this make sense in terms of the Master Plan? s there value in
fooking at more than one scenario? Should there be more than one scenario? How do the units get aliocated?

Steele:  Range. We should look at low, high and in between. Nothing else to say.

Schtichting: That's what we’re leoking for.

---: Do we have to look at comp plan?

Schiichting: Yes.

Hoyt: That is confusing. Have to do 906 units and the green border because that's the Comprehensive Plan scenario. The Comprehensive
plan is required, but the City Council has gone past that and accepted the Master Plan vision as how they want the village to develop. The

6090, 1000, 1600 unit scenarios are all based on the Master Plan composite land use map.

Bona: Won't he able to compare the 906 units to high and low end of the range.
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---: but what makes sense is 558-...

Hoyt: We can't do that because of the previous errer in counting existing village housing units. Says 1100 sewered units in the comp plaa.
Assumed 500 existing would gat sewer and that 600 new would get sewer. But it requires 1100 sewered units. Al property owners in
green area can't develop. Master Plan looks different than the Comprehensive Pian. Required o analyze the comp plan, so we have to pay
forit. Dowedo 37

Schlichting: The recommendation from the City Council was to have the 3 options. We're locking for input from the panel.

Attorney: Comp plan wilf change after the AUAR process. Will be amended to accommodate the Master Pian. There will not be that much
green space around the Old Village.

Hoyt: There will be a ot of green space, but it won't necessarily look like it is portrayad on the map.

Schiltgen: Reminds me of past experience on another panel, How make a decision — constants, variables, farm story. Try it and see 1 it
works.

pelletier: Seems we have 2 different lines of thinking. Middle of the road approach. And see what the envirenmental impacts are. Or do
the range | want the least number of units. Community has a lot of environmental issues. But town has a desire to remain rural and there
are some legitimate environmental factors that should play into a decision. Appreciate that developers have to make mangy.

Bona: Hf go down the middle and found couldn’t support it. Can't go back?

Schlichting: Would have to amend the AUAR. I developer proposes less than what was analyzed then don't have to redo. |f comes in for
more, then you have to amend it.

Pelletier: Is there & purpose if we analyze the info and developers say it can’t work?

Schlichting: Not part of the AUAR, you want the AUAR to provide flexibility for future decision making regarding the appropriate number of
units for the village. i city just locks at 1000 units and finds it's not enough density to get the amenities you would have te update the
AUAR to analyze the impacts of 2 scenario that includes more than 1000 units.

Carison: Some of this is already done because know some of what isn't going to work.

Hoyt: Can we average the difference? 1000 would be a good number Jennifer seems to be saying.

Schlichting: Shoutd really fook at the range. Need the middle because at end of the AUAR process if you've only done the high and low
ends of she range, can't know readily how the impacts would differ in the middle. Opinien is that the ends of the range plus the middle
gives better information,

Steel: Is there an advantage to doing the middle? Is there a downside at all?

Schlichting: Mo downside.

Peiletier: Just move forward and do all 37

Krueger: Been at this for 10 years. Experts telling us what the City can bear with sewer. Need to lock at the land. Can we add another
1600 in the next 20 years? Don't think so. Market conditions will nat dictate that in the next 20 years. Too many people too many units,
Why study that? Not even possible. Why look at that? Community wants the units kept low. Agree with Pete. Have to have a plan but
going too high doesn’t make sense. People and market will not support 1600,

Steele: Since the number is already in play. Then we should look at it.

Hoyt: 1tis in the Master Plan.
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Schlichting: City Council supports evaluating the range of 60C 1o 1,600 units.

Steele: Has it been identified as possible?

Schlichting : Yes, in Master Plan.

Hoyt: See higher number of units because absorbed in mixed use development.

- Old village is 10% of Lake Elmo. Why only locking at that area?

Schlichting: One community has done an AUAR of their entire city. Typically, they select growth areas and focus on that.
- why can’t we add another 407

Hoyt: Comp plan is not the way to implement development. Big area. Makes sense to environmentally review it. Will have similar process
in southesn areas. Some other processes don't require the environmental analysis.

- 3 scenarios gives us more info. Too big and numbess retreat too. Need to look at scenarios so we have the infe. Doesn't lock us into
deing 1600 but good to have the information.

Schiichting: Wa don't vote, but can we come to consensus?
(Al Hut one member came to consensus to study all three Master Plan options through the AUAR process)

Krueger: No. Dissenting opinion. General population doesn't want to see 1600 units so why look at it? And probably not geing to do it.
Why look at?

Banister: Should look at it because don't know what housing wiil look fike.
Kruegar: if we plan for 1600, people will come. if we build it they will come.
Steste: Do you feel it makes it more fikely for council te approve 16007
Krueger: | think waste of time because community can't support it.

---: Good to have the info, if people ask for it.

Krueger: Who will ask for it?

- Don't know. €an't say, but good to have the infarmation. Helpful for city and developers. Amenities, etc. facts may ferret out that
1600 not doable but think we need to look at it because it's in the Master Plan.

- Do we have an open checkbook?

Hoyt: $11,000 per each scenario. Money is budgeted. City Council will ask if the add info wili be helpful as they move forward and make
decisions.

Pelietier: Intuitive reason why they chose the range? What philosophy went inte unit count?

Hayt: Considered some time ago and then again last week. City Council feels 1600 is high, but it is in the Master Plan. 600 has been
talked about in comp plan. The feeling is probably somewhere in between so they want to look at that. I'm paraphrasing for the City
Council though. They generally want the info, is what I'm feeling and hearing.

Schiltgen: Neat says don't study it. Not going io go away just because don’t want to look at it.

---: Boundary is fixed?
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Hoyt: Yes. And will become even more fixed after the AUAR is completed and a comprehensive plan amendment is processed.
Steele: Do you need a motion?

Schlichting: Na,

Bona: What would be discussed next week?

Schlichting: Ben't know that we need to meet i we've come te consensus.

Hoyt: Advisory Panal's decision.

Pelietier: Next step. Do you provide your environmental opinion and we provide aur input on what is in the document?

Schlichting: Yes. You will get the background info again and the draft AUAR analysis - that will be the next discussicn of the impacts
identified and the proposed mitigaticn.

Steale: What will happen at open house?

Schlichting: There will be boards, comp plan, Master Plan, background info, comment sheets to fill out, informal discussion,
Steele; Looking for public feedback?

Pelletier: Any other environmental infa?

Schlichting: No, have to wait for Councii to order the analysis.

Moyt: Next step is to actually evaluate it. Lakeview hospital has expressed interest. Not at a point where they can be included in this
process. Currently in discussion,

Schlichting: Would warrant & new discussion with Advisory Panel.

Hoyt; Would ask them to essentially do an AUAR on their own.

Krueger: Suggestion. Publicize the number of units contemplating looking at.

-2 Increase in land area by 3 times.

Hoyt: Have to be clear not increasing land area. Density.

Carlson: Other questions or comments?

Schlichting: (summarized next steps — upcoming City Council meeting, open house).
Hoyt: i you have suggestions or ideas for input, send emait.

Carlson: (closed meeting.)

Notes taken by Lisa Fay, Bonestroo.
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City Council

Date: 4.1.08
REGULAR

em: %
RESOLUTION 2008-19

ITEM: Consider & resolution supporting legislation regarding the siting of landfills in
areas at high risk to groundwater contamination

SUBMITTED BY: Susan Hoyt, City Administrator

SUMMARY AND ACTION REQUESTED: The city council is being asked to consider supporting
legislation sponsored in the House by Representative Bunn, HF3997, and in the Senate by
Senator Saltizman, SF3707, that prohibits siting new landfills in areas with high risk for
groundwater contamination. The legislation is making its way through the legislature at this time.
This would directly impact the proposed location of the Excel Energy Fly Ash faciiity in West
Lakeland. This support is consistent with the city of Lake EImo's concemns related to the
Washington County Landfill's location on geologically sensitive material.

SUGGESTED MOTION FOR CONSIDERATION

Move to approve Resolution 2008-189.

ORDER OF BUSINESS:

e Introduction Susan Hoyt, City Administrator
e Questions Mayor and Councilmembers
+ Questions from the public to the council Mayor facilitates
»  Call for a motion Mayor and Councilmembers
» Discussion Mayor and Councilmembers
«  Action City Council
ATTACHMENT;

1 Resolution 2008-19



RESCLUTION 2008-19

CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

A RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF HF 3297 AND SF 3703 CONCERNING SOLID WASTE
LANDFILL BEING SITED IN HIGH RISK AREAS

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Elmo that is charged with protecting the public health and safety of
its citizens,; and

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Elmo is required to protect the quality of the groundwater for
drinking and other purposes; and

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Elmo has concerns about the threat to public health and safety
from siting landfills in areas that are high risk to groundwater contamination; and

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Elmo has concerns regarding the proposed landfill that has been
proposed in West Lakeland Township of Washingten County; and

WHEREAS, Represeniative Bunn has authored a bill in the House (HF 3997} and Senator
Saltzman has authored a bill in the senate (SF 3703) that wouid prevent future
solid waste landfilis from being sited where geologic conditions are such that
there is a high risk of ground water contamination; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Lake Eimo,
expresses its support for the proposed legisiation HF 3997 and SF 3707.



