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Please read: Since the City Council does not have time to discuss every point presented, it may appear that
decisions are preconceived. However, staff provides background information to the City
Couhcil on each agenda item in advance; and decisions are based on this information and
experience. In addition, some items may have been discussed at previous council mestings,
If you are aware of information that has not been discussed, please fill out a “Request to
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Agenda ,
City Council Meeting Convenes  7:00 PM
Pledge of Allegiance
1. Agenda
2. Minutes: August 2, 2005

3. PUBLIC INOUIRIESANFORMATIONAL: Public Inquiries/Informational is an opportunity for citizens to
bring the Council’s attention any items not currently on the

A. PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL: agenda. In addressing the Council, please state your name and
address for the record, and a brief summary of the specific item
being addressed to the Council. To allow adequate time for
each person wishing to address the Council, we ask that
individuals limit their comments to three (3) minutes. Written
documents may be distributed to the Council prior to the
meeting or as bench copies, to allow a more timely presentation.

4, CONSENT AGENDA Those items listed under the Consent Calendar are considered to
. ) be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one
A. Resolution No, 2005-083: Approving motion under a Consent Calendar format. There will be no
Claims separate discussion of these items unless a Council member so

requests, in which event, the item will be removed from the
general order of business and considered separately in its normal

sequence on the agenda.

B. Escrow Reduction:Tapestry

5. FINANCE Tom Bouthilet Star
A. Monthly Operating Report
6. NEW BUSINESS
A.

7. MAINTENANCE/PARIC/FIRE/BUILDING:

A, Update on Building Activities:Jim
MecNamara
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8. CITY ENGINEER’S REPORT:
A. Stonegate Street Vacation

B. Ordinance No. 97-161:Kiondike Stop 7~
Sign

C. Resolution No. 2005-084: Approves Plans
for Hilltop Avenue '

D. Resolution No. 2005-085: Approve Plans
Watermain Interconnect Phase III

Tom Prew

2, Apoeew<

9. PLANNING, LAND USE & ZONING:

A. Resolution No. 2005-086: Amended OP
Concept Plan — Deer Glen

B. Resolution No. 2005-087:0P
Development Stage Plan, CUP and Preliminary
Plat — Discover Crossing

C. Section 520 Site Pian Amendment: Village
North Office Park

D. Resolution No, 2005-688:Variance to Lot
Size - Hardy

E. Resolution No. 2005-089:Comprehensive
Plan

C. Dillerud

10. CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT:
A,

11. CITY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT:

A. oup Vict-tit  (Commtioie ssp T,
3

12. CITY COUNCIL REPORTS:

. Mayor Johnston:

"Council Member Conlin
Council Member DeLapp
Council Member Johnson
Council Member Smith

=oAwp

August 24, 6 p.m.:Brimeyer/Rafferty
Performance Evaluation

7:30 p.m. Budget Workshop

D MEWR




LAKE ELMO CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
JULY 19, 2005

1. AGENDA
2. MINUTES: July 5, 2005 (Postponed)
3. PUBLIC INQUIRIES/INFORMATIONAL.:
A. PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL:
(1) Huff'N Puff Proclamation, Liquor License
(2) Regional Park Strategic Planning Team
(a.) Invite appointed reps to report to Council on Park Reserve
Comprehensive Plan
(b.) Letter of Support Requested for Trail Tunnels under
Highway 5
(c.) Reserve vs. Active Park
(3) Report on Senior Housing: Community Improvement Members
(4) Update on Time Extension with the Metropolitan Council
4. CONSENT AGENDA
A, Resolution No. 2005-072: Approving Claims
B. Resolution No. 2005-073; Partial Payment to Chris Riley
C. Request extension of Plat:Meehan
5. FINANCE:
A. Monthly Operating Report
B. Resolution No. 2005-074: Authorizing Issuance and Sale of G.O. Water
Revenue Bonds
6. NEW BUSINESS:
A. Council Compensation
7. MAINTENANCE/PARK/FIRE/BUILDING:
A. Update on Fire Dept. Activities: Chief Malmquist — National Night Out
B, Update on Building Activities: Jim McNamara
8. CITY ENGINEER’S REPORT:
A. Speed on Klondike Avenue and Stop S1gn on Klondike at 32" Street
B. Escrow Reduction:Cardinal View
9. PLANNING, LAND USE & ZONING:
A. PUBLIC HEARING: Vacation of Stonegate Streets; Resolution No.
2005-075 (Not Adopted)
B. Resolution No. 2005-076: Approving bulldlng an accessory structure
forward of a primary structure: Yang, 9425 45% Street
C. PUD Concept Plan — Serenity in Lake Elmo; Resolution No. 2005-077
D. Site Plan Review, Link Recreational, 9200 Hudson Blvd.
E. OP Concept Plan— Lake Elmo Development Co.; Resolution No.2005-078
F. 0Old Village Coordinator
10. CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT:
A. Penalty for Violation of “No Parking”
11. CITY ADMINISTRATOR’ S REPORT:
A. New City Logo (Postponed)
12. CITY COUNCIL REPORTS:
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Mayor Johnston called the Council meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. in the Council
chambers. PRESENT: Johnston, Conlin, Smith, Johnston, Delapp, City Engineer Prew,
City Attorney Filla, Building Official Jim McNamara, Fire Chief Malmquist, Planner
Dillerud, Finance Director Tom Bouthilet.

1. AGENDA
Move Public Hearing: Vacation of Stonegate Streets to 3b,
ADD 9F Discussion on O1d Village Coordinator, 11b Update on Time Extension by Met
Council, and 3¢. Schedule Special City Council meeting to discuss issues raised by the
Met Council.
M/S/P DeLapp/Smith - to approve the July 19, 2005 City Council agenda, as amended.
(Motion passed 5-0).

2, MINUTES: July 5, 2005 (Postponed)

3. PUBLIC INQUIRIES/INFORMATIONAL:
A. PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL:

(1) Huff’N Puff Proclamation, Liquor License

MAYOR JOHNSTON PROCLAIMED THE SECOND WEEK OF AUGUST, 2005 AS
HUFF’N PUFF DAYS IN LAKE ELMO AND URGE ALL CITIZENS OF OUR
COMMUNITY TO GIVE FULL REGARD TO THE PAST AND CONTINUING
SERVICES OF THE LAKE ELMO JAYCEES

M/S/P JTohnson/Conlin — to proclaim August 11-14, 2005 as Huff’N Puff Days, to
approve an on-sale non-intoxicating malt liquor license for this annual festival based on
approval of the Washington County Sherif{ and to waive the fees for the liquor license
and for the ballfield lights. (Motion passed 5-0.)

(2) Regional Park Strategic Planning Team
(a.) Invite appointed reps to report to Council on Park Reserve
Comprehensive Plan

Margaret Carlson, Technical Advisory Committee representative, summarized items
being discussed at the Regional Park Planning strategic meetings, such as, park access
points proposed park development plan concepts, passive activities, restoration of Big
Woods Remnant North of Farmstead. Washington County will hold a Public Hearing on
August 13 at 9 a.m.

John Elholm, Washington County Park Staff, said they want to see the public process
happen and receive input on items proposed. The purpose of the park is to restore the
natural resources expetience. There will be a draft Comprehensive Park Plan document in
late September and to the Washington County Board in December.
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(b.) Letter of Support Requested for Trail Tunnels under
Highway 5

The City Planner explained this application will be screened by the Met Council and the
intent is to provide a safe trail across Highway 5 and the railroad tracks connected to the
Lake Eltmo Park Reserve. Such a project would be federally funded by the
Transportation Equity Act. Council members Conlin, DeLapp and Smith thought it was
premature and the request for Trail tunnels under Highway 5 should be sent to the Parks
Commission for its review. Mayor Johnston said he routinely sees people safely use the
tunnel under Highway 36 to the Gateway Trail. Council Member Johnson said she didn’t
have enough background information and wanted this to go to the Parks Commission.

M/S/ Smith/DeLapp - to send to the Parks Commission for review. The Parks Chair
pointed out that it would be too late to meet the deadline of August 19™ for the grant
application.

The Council asked the staff to write a more generic letter with less detail on the
construction of the two tunnels.
Council member Smith and DeLapp withdrew their motion.

M/S/P Conlin/DeLapp ~ to table letter of support and direct staff to write a more generic
letter intoned to connect Regional Park to the Gateway Trail for the Council to consider
at the August 2 Council meeting. (Motion passed 5-0.)

(c.) Reserve vs. Active Park
Council will discuss this later.

(3) Report on Senior Housing: Community Improvement Members
Brenda Anderson said the Community Improvement Commission will be handing out
Senior Housing survey at the Washington County Fair and the survey is on the City
website. Anderson said the survey provides a nice base for feedback which will lead to
reasonable senior housing goals for the City.

4. Update on Time Extension with the Metropolitan Council
The City Planner reported that the Metropolitan Council staff has prepared a draft
resolution approving the extension of time for Lake Elmo to submit its amended
Comprehensive Plan, including a number of conditions requiring certain City actions,
City staff first saw the draft on the morning of the day at which the Met Council
Community Development Committee was scheduled to provide a recommendation
regarding the draft. He and Mayor Johnston met with Met Council staff and the Regional
Administrator early the afternoon of the meeting and convinced them to not place the
conditions of the extension on the Community Development agenda. The Committee
met at 4:00 p.m. that day, and the Met Council staff did as agreed. Mayor Johnston,
Council Member Smith and Council member DeLapp attended the Committee meeting.
The Comnmittee agreed with staff and sent the extension to the July 27 Met Council Board
meeting with a recommendation to approve. The Planner reported that he and Met
Council staff will continue to work on the issues of the conditions.
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An emergency meeting was suggested by Mayor Johnston because this goes to the Board
one week from this Wednesday.

4, CONSENT AGENDA:
A. Resolution No. 2005-072: Approving Claims

M/S/P DelLapp/Johnson - to adopt Resolution No. 2005-072, Approving claim numbers
268, 269, DD463 through DD474, 27578 through 27605, which were used for stafl’
payroll dated July 7, 2005, claims 27606 through 27659, in the total amount of
$439,796.04. (Motion passed 5-0).

B. Resolution No. 2005-073; Partial Payment to Chris Riley
In his memo dated July 14, 2005, the City Engineer reported the entire pipe is now in on
the Water System Interconnect — Phase I project. Final connections and clean-up are
underway. The Engineer recommended approval of Partial Payment No. 2.

M/S/P DeLapp/Johnson — to adopt Resolution No. 2005-073, Approving Partial Payment
No. 2 to Chris Riley Utilities, Inc. in the amount of $56,169.34 for work improvements to
the Water System Interconnect Project — Phase I, verified by the City Engineer in his
memo dated July 14, 2005. (Motion passed 5-0).

C. Request Extension of Plat:Meehan
Torre Pines was given preliminary plat approval July 1998, and final plat approval for all
but three lots in September 1998. The City was informed at that time that the final pat for
these lots would not be done at this time. The Meehans are requesting another one-year
extension. Our code allows for this extension, but requires Council approval on a yearly
basis. : :

M/S/P DeLapp/Johnson — to grant the Meehan’s a one-year extension of the Final Plat of
Totre Pines, specifically the parcel now shown as Lot 15. (Motion passed 5-0).

5. FINANCE
A . Monthly Operating Report
The Finance Director provided the Council with the Monthly Operating Report-Revenue.

B. Resolution No. 2005-074: Authorizing Issuance and Sale of G.O. Water
Revenue Bonds '

The Finance Director provided Resolution No. 2005-074 authorizing issuance, awarding
sale, prescribing the firm and details and providing for the payment of $4,600.000 '
General Obligation Water Revenue Bonds Series 2005A. Pursuant to Minnesota Statute,
Section 444.075 and Chapter 475 the City is authorized to issue and sell the bonds to pay
the costs of public infrastructure improvements and to pledge the payments of the bonds
net revenues from charges for service, use and availability of the utility. Per Moody’s
Investors Service, the City’s Credit Rating is maintained as a double A3.
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M/S/P DeLapp/Tohnson — to adopt Resolution No. 2005-074 Authorizing the issuance
and awarding the sale of General Obligation Water Revenue Bonds in the amount of
$4,600,000. (Motion passed 5-0.) :

6. NEW BUSINESS:
A. Council Compensation

The Finance Director provided a Council Compensation Comparison outlining Mayor
and Council compensation for cities of similar population. The report indicated that the
average pay for the Mayor’s position is $3,982 and for Council positions at $3,184, The
Council has not received a compensation increase in over 5 years, and the Finance
Director suggested that the Council consider an adjustment to their compensation plan.
Attorney Filla clarified that the inerease goes into effect J anuary 1 following the next
City election, '

Council member DeLapp and Conlin suggested exploring reimbursement for the
Planning Commission and Parks Commission,

M/S/P Johnson/Johnston — to direct the Staff to draft an ordinance for the next council
meeting as recommended by the City Attorney for council review effective J anuary 1,
2007, bringing the Mayor’s compensation up to $3,783 yearly and council member’s
compensation up to $3,025. (Motion passed 5-0.)

7. MAINTENANCE/PARK/FIRE/BUILDING: :
A. Update on Fire Dept. Activitics: Chief Malmquist — National Night Out

Captain Brad Winkels reported the Fire Department will participate in National Night -
Out by visiting neighborhood block parties and giving out fire prevention handouts. The
two sites already scheduled are Green Acres and Tablyn Park. If you are interested in
having the LEFD attend a block party, residents should contact Captain Mike Tremain.
The LEFD will attend Firefighter Day at the Washington County Fair and will host a
pancake breakfast during Huff ‘N Puff Days.

M/S/ Conlin/DeLapp - to change the start time to 6 p.m. for the August 2™ Council
meeting and that the agenda structure will hold only necessary items.

M/S/F Smith/Johnson - to amend the motion to hold a regular Council meeting at 7
p.m., Monday (August 1% and hold a Counci] meeting on Tuesday, 7 p.m., for the
scheduled public hearing. (Motion Failed 2-3:Johnston, J ohnson, Conlin)

M/8/P Conlin/DeLapp - to change the start time to 6 p.m. for the August 2™ Council
meeting and that the agenda structure will hold only necessary items. (Motion passed 4-1:
Smith didn’t think the Council could get a council meeting done within two hours when
the National Night Out activities occurs between 5-6:30 p.m.)
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B. Update on Building Activities: Jim McNamara

The Building Official reported that the house located at 8961 37" Street has been
completely removed by Washington County.

8. CITY ENGINEER’S REPORT:
A. Speed on Klondike Avenue and Stop Sign on Klondike at 32™ Street

Residents that live on Klondike Avenue appeared before the Public Health and Safety
Committee requesting the speed limit be reduced to 20 MPH on their road for safety
reasons. The Committee also recommended that the Administrator contact the law
enforcement for some planned directed patrol activities, The residents also requested
consideration of a stop sign on Klondike at 32" Street.

The City Engineer and the Public Works Superintendent reported the speed limit could be
reduced to 25 MPH posted. The Engineer recommended placing an advisory speed of 20
mph at the first curve south of the intersection. The engineer did not recommend any
change to the traffic control at the intersection of Klondike Avenue and 32™ Street. There
are two stop signs on 32™ street and a Yield on Klondike Avenue.

A resident stated that Klondike Avenue has an entrance to the Lake Elmo Park Reserve
for walkers and bikers, and many cars take the road thinking it will lead them to the park.
There is a sign that says “No Lake Access” but it contains no reference to the park.

M/S/ DeLapp/Johnson - to accept City Engineet’s report recommending decreasing the
speed limit to 25 mph on Klondike Avenue and placing an advisory speed of 20 miles per
hour at the first curve south of the intersection.

Council member DeLapp suggested an additional stop sign in response to residents
concerns over the enforceability of the new speed limit. ' ‘

M/S/P DeLapp/Johnston — to amend the motion to include an additional stop sign to the
intersection Klondike and 32™ Street. (Motion passed 4-1: Johnson)

M/S/P DeLapp/Johnson — to accept the City Engineer’s report recommending decreasing
the speed limit o 25 mph on Klondike Avenue and placing advisory speed of 20 miles
per hour on the first curve south of the intersection and place an additional stop sign to
the intersection Klondike and 32 Street. (Motion passed 5-0).

The City Engineer will bring back a resolution for Council approval and look into the
possibility of designating other streets in this neighborhood 25 mph if they meet the
criteria.

The Public Works Supervisor cautioned the Council that adding a third stop sign creates

false sense of security. He noted that there will be residents into the Council complaining
about the installation of the third stop sign.
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Council member Smith suggested installing a “no access to Park Reserve sign” and look
into the, “Slow, Neighbothood” signs that are installed in yards of other cities.

B. Escrow Reduction:Cardinal View
The developers of Cardinal View have completed substantial portions of the required plat
improvements. The City Engineer has certified by his J uly 14 memo that the required
development security can be reduced from $106,965 to $57,968.75.

M/S/P DeL.app/Conlin - to approve the reduction of the Development Security
requirement for Cardinal View from $106,965 to $57,968.75 based on the
recommendation of the City Engineer in his memo dated July 14, 2005, (Motion passed
5-0.)

9. PLANNING, LAND USE & ZONING:
A. PUBLIC HEARING: Vacation of Stonegate Streets: Resolution
No, 2005-075
The City Planner reported that during the public hearings on the Land Use Plan before
the Planning Commission residents of the Stonegate neighborhood submitted a petition
requesting City vacation of certain street stubs that were platted with the Stonegate
subdivision. The Stonegate residents’ petition includes signatures from 60 discrete
addresses, including 100% of the property owners actually abutting 8th Street, Jewel and
Julep stub streets.

The Planner explained, while not required by Statute, it has been the past pracﬁce of the
Council to request the recommendation of the Planning Commission regarding street
vacation petitions with potential Comprehensive Plan implications,

In his memo dated July 14, 2005, the City Engineer reviewed the petition to vacate the
three stub streets in the Stonegate subdivision and did not feel this was in the best long
term interest of the City for reasons stated,

Mayor Johnston opened up the public hearing at 8:13 p.m.

Tom Kreimer, 772 Jewel Avenue, asked staff to prepare an ordinance to vacate streets,
Streets going into high density developments, He didn’t agree with the City Engineer
that it was premature to vacate these streets. He said that the residents of Stonegate have
been using 10™ Street for the last 10 years, and it has worked for them. He said that the
existing cul-de-sacs can stay the way they are. He observed that it will be casier for
crime 1o enter the neighborhood when connected to an Interstate through the street stubs,

Wayne Prowse, 697 Julep Avenue N., stated he never anticipated this high density
development around Stonegate and is looking for some relief from surrounding housing
developments. He was told there would be senior housing and a buffer to protect the
Stonegate development. Stonegate residents are trying to maintain the rural character,
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Rick Schallhorn, 418 Julep Avenue N., stated there is a 100 percent consensus among the
Stonegate residents to vacate. He suggested that whatever new development comes in
can get access through its own streets. He said he cannot understand any reason to not
vacate.

William Roettger, 568 Julep Avenue N., stated his concern with commercial and high
density development adjacent to Stonegate which will not be safe, He said that kids
cannot ride their bikes because people will be using the streets as a short cut and that
speed will be a safety issue if the stubs arc connected.

Joel Ofsthan, 650 Julep Avenue N., stated that they have kids that ride bikes in the street.
They have a safe neighborhood now, and that they won’t know who is driving through
their neighborhood because their streets would be used as a shorteut to get to Regional
Park.

Todd Ptacek, 812 Julep Avenue N., stated the engineers report was against what the
Planning Commission recommended. There will be another 800-1000 residents passing
through the Stonegate neighborhood to 10" street. The residents ask to terminate the cul-
de-sacs, not vacate. He asked why the Council can’t honor their request to vacate as it
did for the residents on 55" Street.

Curt Monteith, 331 Julep Avenue N., asked the City to please vacate streets. He said if
the stub streets were opened it would allow more traffic in the Stonegate development
with increased speed and may create a possible need for stoplights. The neighborhood
won’t recognize the cars traveling through the development and mailboxes would be
vandalized. '

Fred Pomerji, 687 Jewel Avenue N., stated that if Stonegate is opened to CSAH19 we are
going to have a mess. He said he likes to walk his dogs in peace and quiet; children will
be hurt; and, there will be more debris to be picked up. He said they know their family is
safe now, but they would have high stress with more traffic.

Craig Rossow, 483 Julep Avenue N., thanked Council and the Planning Commission for
their work. He asked if there is a difference between termination and vacatiorn. He said
he is in the school bus business and there would be no challenge turning school buses
around in the cul-de-sacs.

Mayor Johnston closed the public hearing at 8:35 p.m.

Attorney Filla indicated there is no difference between terminations versus vacation of a
street, A City can retain utility easements even with vacation. Filla recommended drafting
a resolution for Council approval describing the legal details.

Mayor Johnston and Council member Smith said the decision has to be made on safety

and the vacation request should go through the logical process and sent to the Planning
Commission for their review and to hear the opinion of the Fire Department. Council
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member Smith said that she stood behind the residents' request, but that there is a process
that needs to be followed. Smith said you can’t compare this vacation request with the
55% Street vacation because the landownet/City Council promised 55" Street would be
closed north of Carriage Station,

Council member Conlin questioned prolonging the decision because they said all
necessary information had been presented.

Council member DeLapp said he firmly supported closing the temporary cul-de-sacs in
Stonegate when one-half of 250 residents in area have requested a vacation. He said he
could not imagine how anyone could consider subjecting these people to a large
expansion of traffic from future adjacent urban development.

M/S/ DeLapp/Conlin - to direct the staff to prepare a resolution for the August 16" |
Council meeting to vacate stub streets in Stonegate as presented by the City Planner in
order to prevent any greater level of urbanization.

M/S/P Johnston/Smith - to amend the motion to request the Planning Commission review
the vacatlon petitions of Stonegate stub streets and bring back recommendation to the
August 16" Council Meeting., (Motion passed 5-0.)

Council member Johnson indicated she doesn’t see any concerns in supporting this
vacation and would like to see the resolution.

M/S/P DeLapp/Conlin - to direct the staff to prepare a resolution to vacate stub streets in
Stonegate as presented by the City Planner in order to prevent any greater level of
urbanization within Stonegate. The Resolution should be available at the August 16T
Council meeting after the Planning Comimission has reviewed the vacation request.
{Motion passed 5-0).

B. Resolution No. 2005-076: Approving building an accessory structure forward
of a primary structure: Yang, 9425 45" Street

Daya and Rody Yang, 9425 45™ Street, has requested approvai to place a 22 foot by 24
foot detached garage in front of the primary structure in accordance with plans staff dated
July 15, 2005 and based on the physical condition of the lot. The garage structure would
be located 81 feet from Lake Jane Trail and screened from view to Lake Jane Trail and
any neighbors by dense woods in all directions.

M/S/P DeLapp/Smith - to adopt Resolution No. 2005-076 approving placement ofa
garage structure nearer a public street than the principal structure at 9425 45" Street N.
per plans staff dated July 15, 2005 provided the structure remains permanently screened
by the existing trees from 45™ Street, (Motion passed 5-0.)
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C. PUD Concept Plan - Serenity in Lake Elmo; Resolution No. 2005-077

Todd Foster, Heritage Development, summarized his application for a Planned Unit
Development consisting of 44 residential lots on a parcel of land located on the east side
of Lake Elmo Avenue and west of Fields of St. Croix 2™ Addition. '

The City Planner reported the Planning Commission recommended denial of this
application because the parcel lies within the Village Area Development Moratorium and
the Concept Plan PUD does not comply with the City’s Village Area Plan. :

Mr. Foster said he has no way to achieve the higher density and would be open to
solutions in order for them to move ahead.

M/S/P Del.app/Johnston — to table this application of Heritage Development for Serenity
in Lake Elmo with the expressed approval of Todd Foster, the developer, until the Old
Village coordinator completes the tasks assigned. (Motion passed 5-0.)

D. Site Plan Review, Link Recreational, 9200 Hudson Blvd.
The City Planner reported the new owner of the former Dolan marine site has made
application to construct exterior site improvements. He reported that the use of the site
(boat sales/service) will not change and is a permitted use in the GB district, and that no
structure additions are proposed.

Attorney Filla indicated the moratorium ordinance does not provide for the removal of
any site from the Moratorium. He noted there is a difference between the current zoning
(GB) of the current comp plan to future zoning of (LB). If this application is an
expansion of the physical business, then it would be a potentially legal non conforming
use, and the City should not take it off the development moratorium.

The City Planner reported that it is his finding that the applicant is not proposing
expansion of the use or buildings.

M/S/P DeLapp/Smith — to adopt Resolution No. 2005-077, A Resolution Approving the
520 Site Plan for Link Recreational. (Motion passed 5-0.)

E. OP Concept Plan — Lake Elmo Development Co.; Resolution No.2005-
078

The City Planner reported the Lake Elmo Development Company is proposing to develop
a 155 acre site in the southwest quadrant of Highway 36 and Manning Avenue with up to
62 single family dwelling lots. He reported that on July 18", the parks commission
recommended a 4 acre neighborhood park and trails system be dedicated; with the trail to
be constructed by the developer to City specifications and credit for the construction
against the developer’s park dedication fees. '
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Mayor Johnston and Council member Delapp voiced concern on the end use of the 23
acre exclusion owned by the applicant, but excluded from the OP Plan.

Council member DeLapp asked the applicant to solicit comments from the Minnesota
Land Trust regarding the location, design and quality of the proposed Preserved Open
Space. FHe said that the first process of any concept plan is to locate the 50% of property
with the highest environmental and scenic value to be preserved. '

M/S/P Conlin/Johnson - to adopt Resolution No. 2005-078, A Resolution Approving the
OF Concept Plan for Lake Elmo Development per plans staff dated June 8, 2005, based
on the Findings and subject to the conditions recommended by the Planning Commission,
and to include condition: The applicant shall provide written documentation from the
Minnesota Land Trust regarding the location, design, and quality of the proposed
Preserved Open Space concurrent with the Development Stage Plan, and Condition: The
applicant shall be required to submit a sketch plan depicting future uses and layout of the
23 acres owned by the applicant, but excluded from the OP Plan and approval shall be
based on City Council satisfaction with the design of the sketch plan. (Motion passed 5-
0.)

EF. Old Village Coordinator -
As directed by the Council, the City Planner reported that he prepared a list of tasks for a
Village Area Coordinator to complete expanded and more detailed Village Planning and
Plan implementation strategy responsive to the Village Area plan that was earlier
completed by the Village Commission and recommended as a Comprehensive Plan
amendment by the Planning Commission. This RFQ Task List was sent to Dewey
Thorbeck, author of the Village Area Plan and Robert Engstrom Companies. The
Council will hold a workshop to review responses to the Task List for a Village Area
Coordinator,

10, CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT:
A. Penalty for Violation of “No Parking”

Attorney Filla reported he needs to talk to the District Court about increasing the fines
because all tickets end up in district court. Filla will talk to the Sheriff’s Department
regarding changing the regulations to start towing vehicles. This issue will be brought
back to the Council at a future date.

M/S/P Conlin/Smith — to schedule an emergency meeting on Friday, July 22, 4 p.m. to
address most recent Met Council’s requests. (Motion passed 5-0.)

11. CITY ADMINISTRATOR’ S REPORT:
A. New City Logo — Postponed due to the late hout.

12. CITY COUNCIL REPORTS: - Postponed due to the late hour.

Council adjourn the meeting at 12:10

Respectfully submitted by Sharon Lumby, City Clerk
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Resolution No. 2005-072 Approve Claims

Resolution No. 2005-073 Partial Payment to Chris Riley

Resolution No. 2005-074 Authorizing Issuance and sale of G.O. Water Revenue Bonds
Resolution No, 20035-075 Vacation of Stone Streets (Not Adopted)

Resolution No. 2005-076 Approve accessory structure, Yang, 9425 45t Street
Resolution No. 2005-077 Serenity in Lake Elmo PUD Concept Plan

Resolution No. 2005-078 OP Concept Plan Lake Elmo Development Co.
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LAKE ELMO CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
AUGUST 2, 2005

(Meeting time was changed due to National Night Out)

1. AGENDA

2. MINUTES: July 19, 2005

3. PUBLIC INQUIRIES/INFORMATIONAL:

4, CONSENT AGENDA:

Resolution No. 2005-080: Approving Claims

Ordinance No. 97-160, Council Compensation

Purchase of 955 John Deere Tractor Replacement — Parks Dept.

Purchase of Kabota Mower Replacement — Parks Dep

Agreement with Ramsey Center of Arts — Verbal

Letter Supporting Washington County TEA-21 Fun

building a safe trail crossing of Hwy 5 and the Railroz
G. Resolution No. 2005-081:Final Payment to T

Project

FINANCE:

NEW BUSINESS:

MAINTENANCE/PARK/FIRE/BUILDING:

CITY ENGINEER’S REPORT: :

A. PUBLIC HEARING: 2005 Str

HEOOE R

Application for
acks

N

A. Logo-New City Id
- B, Village Are

Wednesday, DELETE: go-New City Identity
M/S/P DeLapp/Johnson — to approve the August 2™ City Council minutes, as amended.
{Motion passed 5-0.)

2. MINUTES: Jjuly 19, 2005
M/S/P Johnson/Conlin — to approve the July 19" City Council Minutes, as amended.
(Motion passed 5-0).

3. PUBLICINQUIRIES/INFORMATIONAL:
Joan Ziertman explained that at the July 5™ Council meeting the City staff was directed to
provide more information, such as, 1. Square foot Area of addition, 2. Topography map,
3. Drainfield size (altered) and by whom, 4.Has a court date been set, and 5. Certificate
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of Occupancy for garage addition. Mrs, Ziertman said they have not received any of the
requested information.

Attorney Filla said a court date has not been set. Administrator Rafferty said he will have
this information for the Ziertmans this week.

4., CONSENT AGENDA:
A. Resolution No. 2005-080: Approving Claims

M/S/P Conlin/Johnson — to adopt Resolution No. 2005-080, approving claim numbers
270, 271, 272, DD475 through DD484, 27660 through 27672, that were used for Staff
Payroll dated July 19, 2005, claims 27673 through 27721, in the total amount of

$115,331.69. (Motion passed 5-0).

B. Ordinance No. 97-160: Council Compensation .

sealed bid auction for a minimum price of $1'
Venture/State Contract Bid. Th

d $40 000 for this purchase,

a 5600 Turbo Work Machine with a
proximately $47,607.69 and to sell the
a minimum price of $10,000, as recommended by

-t with the Maintenance Advisory Commission in

e the 1998 Kobota Mower. MAC recommended the
Public Works Department téplace the Kabota Mower with a Toro Z590-D Mower. This
is a Cooperative Purchasing Venture/State Contract bid. The 20035 CIP is budgeted
$15,000 for this purchase.

M/S/P Conlin/fohnson — to approve the purchase of a Toro Z5%90-D Mower at an

approximate cost of $10,622.25 and to trade in the 1998 Kabota Mower, per the
recommendation of the Maintenance Advisory Committee. (Motion passed 5-0).
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E. Agreement with Ramsey Center of Arts — Verbal (Taken off for
discussion)

The City Administrator explained that the City Attorney drafted a Premises Lease
Agreement with the Ramsey Center of the Arts. The Administrator said he just received
changes to the lease on Tuesday from RCFA.

M/S/P Johnson/Conlin — to authorize the City Administrator to finalize the Premises
Lease Agreement with the Ramsey Center for the Arts with input from the City Attorney
and to authorize the Mayor to sign the lease agreement. (Motion passed 5-0).

F. Letter Supporting Washington County TEA-21 Funding Application for
Building a Safe Trail Crossing of Hwy 5 and the Railroad Tracks

John Elholm,
Application for a

M/S/P Conlin/Johnson — to approve the draft letter from the Cj
Washington County Senior Planner regarding support of
safe crossing of Highway 5 and the Railroad Tracks in Lak

Bud Talcott, Hill Trail resident, pointed ou
curb by him (8051 Hill Trail) that can be

: | 005~O§1, A Resolution Approving
Change Order No. 2 and Final chifsky and Sons for the Hill Trail
North and 50" Street North g

memo dated July 29, 20095.

A. PUBLIC HEARING: 2005 Street Repair — Hilltop Avenue: Resolution
No. 2005-082 Order Plans and Specs

The City Engineer made a presentation of the proposed Hilltop Avenue street repairs.

The Public Hearing Notice was published in the Lake Elmd Leader on July 22" and July
29" 2005. All affected property owners were notified of the public hearing.

Mayor Johnston opened up the public hearing at 7:09 p.m.
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Dennis Schultz, 5471 Hilltop Avenue, stated he was against narrowing the street because
people park on the street when they have company. He said he was in favor of the center
island and would be willing to maintain the landscaping. He pointed out there is a
dumpster on the road in front of the Rivard house preventing two way traffic.

Clifton Livingston, 5131 Hilltop Avenue, said he is opposed to a narrow street and it
would not slow people down. He said by taking right-of-way to make a narrower sireet
would also mean water sprinklers would have to be moved.

Sue Kleiter-Semlak and Steven Semlak, 5230 Hilltop Avenue, stated they were opposed
to narrowing the street. They said they liked the wide street because it offered off street
parking and permitted people to walk on the road. He said the speedets are the school bus
and UPS drivers and the residenis. They suggested installing a speed bump for slowing
down speed. Mr. Semlak said he doesn’t like the idea of the b
Engineer responded that speed bumps make winter plowing difi

overlay did not last as long as intended. The City
year warranty period.

David Lang, 5451 Hilltop Avenue, stated
said the underground sprinklers in the right-
the assessments would be spread o

ngineer i
inter.

8 A
Dave Bendel, 5480 Hilltop. A¥enue N., said he was opposed to an island in the cul-de-sac
and that he liked the wide street. He spoke for Randy Post who agreed to no island in the

cul-de-sac. He said he was in favor of posting a lower speed limit.

David Seifert, 5171 Hilltop Avenue, said he was opposed to narrowing the street because
it would not solve speeding. He pointed out this street was not posted and asked for a
speed limit sign.

Chuck Stickler, 5261 Hilltop Avenue, said he would be in favor of narrowing the street if
the speed limit was lowered and the project would include a sidewalk. He said he called
about the speeders and the Washington County Deputies did speed checks and found it
was the local residents. He suggested installing temporary speed bumps.
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Brenda Forciea, 5200 Hilltop Avenue, said she walks her children to the bus stop becanse
the cars are flying down the street. She said if the street was narrowed she would want a
path or sidewalk for safety reasons,

Mayor Johnston closed the public hearing at 7:47 p.m.

Council member DeL.app stated even though he supports a center island in the cul-de-sac
and a narrower street, he would support what the residents want,

M/S/P Johnson/Johnston — to adopt Resolution No. 2005-082, A Resolution Ordering

Improvement and Preparation of Plans for the 2005 Street Repairs — Hilltop Avenue with
no changes, such as narrowing the street and adding an island at the end of the cul-de-sac.
(Motion passed 5-0).

B. Verbal Update City Water Project
The City Engineer reported the pipes are in for Phase I, Ph
surveys, up to Farms of Lake Elmo, are being complete

der construction and

9. PLANNING.LAND USE & ZONING:

10. CITY ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT:

that would provide plannin
standards to directing future
met with Dewey Thorbeek.

services

M/S/P DeLapp/Johnson - to set a meeting date of August 3rd to interview firms for
Master Planner/Coordinator for the Old Village Plan. (Motion passed 5-0).

11. CITY COUNCIL REPORTS:
Mayor Johnston reported he attended the Washington County Board meeting where the
Board approved the lease and improvement agreement of the Lake Elmo branch of the
Washington County library, reopening sometime in November.

Council member Johnson reported there are three locations in the City, Green Acres,
Hamlet on Sunfish, and Tablyn Park, scheduled for National Night Out. She announced
that Huff'N Puff Days, the official City celebration, will be held August 11-14%,
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Council member Smith stated the Xcel Fly Ash meetings on a new disposal site have
come to an end and Lake Elmo is not a high property site. There were Council members
representing Lake Elmo at these meetings. The City Planner’s recommendation was to
find ways to recycle and reuse the material.

Council member Smith thanked the Lake Elmo Fire Fighters, Washington County Deputy
Kyle Olson, and Public Works Supervisor Mike Bouthilet for their involvement at the
Marquess Lane neighborhood party.

The Council adjourned the meeting at 8 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by Sharon Lumby, City Clerk

Resolution No. 2005-080 Approve Claims
Resolution No. 2005-081 Final Payment to T.A. Schifsky
Trail Project
Resolution No. 2005-082 Order Plans and Specs Hillg

Ordinance No. 97-160¢ Council Compensation
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CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 2005-083
RESOLUTION APPROVING CLAIMS

BE IT RESOLVED THAT Claim Numbers 273, 274, DD485 through DD496,
27722 through 27756, were used for Staff Payroll dated August 4m, 2005; claims 27757
through 27810, in the total amount of $139,696.47 are hereby approved.

ADOPTED, by the Lake Elmo City Council on the 16" day of August, 2005.

Dean A. Johnston

Mayor
ATTEST:

Martin J. Rafferty
City Administrator
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Lake Elmo Agenda Section: CONSENT AGENDA No 4B.
City Council
August 16,
2005

Agenda Item: Escrow Reduction - Tapestry

Background Information for August 16, 2005:

The developers of Tapestry at Charlotte’s Grove have completed portions of the required plat improvements.
The City Engineer has certified by his August 9, 2005 Memo that the required development security can be
reduced from $2,530,287.50 to $1,396,500.00

Action Items: Person responsible:
Motion to approverduction of the Dvleopment Seuirty rewuirede
m for Tapestry at Charlotte’s Grove from $2,530,287.50 to
$1,396,500.00 based on the recommendation of the City Engnieer.

Attachments:
1. City Engineer’s Memo of August 9, 2005




1500 Pipar Jafiray Plaza
P I \ D E\ W ﬁﬁ 444 Cedar Street

Salnt Paul, N 55101-2140
ENGINEERS = ARCHITEGTS « PL ANNERS Rﬁg s
géw i i (651) 292-4400
(651) 292-0083 Fax
MEMORANDUM ks com
To: Chuck Dillerud Reference:  Escrow Reduction #2
Copies To: _St. Croix Farms LLC Tapestry
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota
" Project No. 13267.000
A<
From: Thomas D. Prew, P. E/W ™ Routing:
Date: August 9, 2005

The developer is continuing work. The first section of street to the model homes should be paved by next
week.

I would recommend that escrow be reduced to the amounts listed below:

Item Original Amount Work Remaining
Site Grading/ Turf Establishment $10,000.00 $10,000.00
Storm Sewer $10,000.00 $10,000.00
Sanitary Sewer and Drainfield $767,900.00 $550,000.00
Watermain $489,300.00 $175,000.00
Streets $645,530.00 $550,000.00
Street Signs $1,000.00 $1,000.00
Landscaping $100,500.00 $100,500.00
Subtotat $2,024,230.00 $1,396,500.00
125% Security $2,530,287.50 $1,745,625.00

An Empioyag Owned Gompariy Promoting Affirmative Action and Equal Oppertunity
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Lake Elmo Agenda Section: Building/Fire/Maintenance
City Council
Aug. 16, 2005

No. 7A.

Agenda Item: Building Department Monthly Update

Background Information:

(A) Update July Construction Activities.
(B) Miscellaneous

Action Items:
Informational. No action needed.

Person responsible:
J. McNamara

Attachments:
Summary Building Report for July




Summary Building Report

Summary Plumbing Report

[ July-2005 Year 10 Date
Permits Permits
Issued Valuation Issued Valuation
New Residential 0 $0.00 {|INew Residential 7 3,131,458.00
New Commercial 0 $0.00 H{New Commercial 7 2,600,000.00
Other Residential 25 $297,203.00 i Other Residential 190 2,983,810.00
Other Commercial 3 $3,500.00 , Other Commercial 21 514,578.00
Total 28 $300,703.00 |} Total 225 $9,229,846.00
Total Building Fees Collected | $12,425.82 Total Building Fees Collected $141,513.79 |

Summary PlumbingrReport

Plumbing 3 $47,800.00 {Plumbing 35 $563,078.00
Total Plumbing Fees Collected | $351.00 Total Plumbing Fees Collected $2,911.50 |
Summary HVAC Report Summary HVAC Report
HVAC 4 $22.652.00 JHVAC _ 48 $477,812.00
Total HVAC Fees Collected | $302.00 Total HVAC Fees Collected $4,622.90
Summary Grand Total Fees $13,078.82 Surmmary Grand Total Fees $149,048.19
Surcharge Fee Paid to State $139.27 Surcharge Fee Paid to State $4,547.28
SAC Fees Paid to Met Council $0.00 b SAC Fees Paid to Met Council $1,450.00
WAC Fees Paid to Oakdale $0.00 {WAC Fees Paid to Oakdale $500.00
Misc. Expenses $0.00 Misc. Expenses $0.00
Total Fees Retained | $12,939.55 Total Fees Retained $142,550.91
Credit Fees to Bldg Credit Fees to Bldg $116,511.36
Credit Fees to Water $0.00 | Credit Fees to Water $12,300.00

Credit Fees to Sewer

|Credit Fees to Sewer

$800.00
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City of Lake Elmo
Building Department

Plumbing Permit Detail Summary

July 91, 2605 Through July 31, 2005

Permit # Description of Work Date Issued Valuation
4666 commercial plumbing alter 7i7/2005 20,000
4668 Naw Commercial 7/8/2005 14,000
4692 install 7/29/2005 13,800
Number of Permits 3 Total Valuation = 47,800

Thursday, August 11, 2005 Page 1 of 1




City of Lake Elmo
Building Department

HVAC Permit Detail Summary

July 01, 20086 Through July 31, 2005

Permit # Description of Work Date Issued Valuation
4562 alr cenditioning 711/2005 2,852
4658 New Commercial 7/8/2005 10,000
4672 air conditioning 7/11/2005 2,400
4678 alter resd hvac 7/18/2005 7,400
Number of Permits 4 Total Valuation = 22,652
Thursday, August 11, 2005 Page 1 of 1
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City of Lake Elmo

Building Department
Plumbing Permit Fees
July 01, 2005 Through July 31, 2005
Date Permit # Permit Fee Surcharge
7r1{2005 4666 $200.00 $0.50
718/2005 4668 $150.00 $0.50
T129/2005 4692 $0.00 $0.00
Totals: $350.00 $1.00
$351.00

Grand Total of Plumbing Fees Collected:




City of Lake Elmo
Building Department

HVAC Permit Fees

July 01, 2005 Through July 31, 2005

Date Pernit # Permit Fee Surcharge
711/2005 4662 $50.C0 $0.50
7/8/2005 4668 $150.00 $0.50
7/11/2005 4672 $50.00 $0.50
7/18/2005 4678 $50.00 $0.50
Totals; $300.00 $2.00

Grand Total of HVAC Fees Collected: $302.00
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_TKDA

ENGINEERS = ARCHITEGTS * PLANNERS 1500 Piper Jaffray Plaza
444 Gedar Street
Salnt Paul, MN 55101-2140

(651) 2924400
(651) 202-0083 Fax
www.tkda,com

August 12, 2005

Honerable Mayor and City Council
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota

Re: Stonegate Street Vacations
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota
TKDA Project No. 13267.000

Dear Mayor and City Couneil;

We have surveyed the cul-de-sacs at Jewel Avenue and Julep Court to determine how to structure the
vacations. If these drawings are acceptable to the City Council, the staff will prepare the legal work to
accomplish it.

Jewel Avenue

The residential lots on Jewe] Avenue end 20 feet short of the south plat boundary. Between the lots and
the boundary is 20 feet of platted City Park property.

We can vacate the south 5 fect of the road, however; the property would revert to the City. I'm not sure
this accomplishes what the residents and the City Council had in mind.

We cannot vacate the property in front of the residential lots unless we would remove 2 portion of the
paved part of the cul-de-sac. The paved portion of the cul-de-sac is used by the public and should not be
removed. This is not recommended.

This vacation should be discussed further.

Julep Court

As shown on the map, we can vacate 5 feet of street right-of-way without mmpacting the paved portion of
ihe cul-de-sac. The staff recommends a 5-foot vacation in this location,

8th Street

There are no issues with this vacation. It would run from the west tight-of-way line of Julep Avenue to
the west plat boundary.

Stacerely,

Dipnas A i

Thomas Prew, P. E.
City Engineer

TDP:art
Enclosures

An Empicyse Owned Company Promoting Affirmative Action and Equal Oppartuniy

TOTAL P.@3
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CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA
ORDINANCE NO. 97-161
AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE INSTALLATION OF A STOP SIGN
AT THE INTERSECTION OF KLONDIKE AVENUE NORTH AND 32ND STREET
(North Bound)

WHEREAS, the City has received a request for a traffic control sign at the
intersection of Klondike Avenue North and 32nd Street.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Lake Elmo City Council
authorizes a traffic control sign on at the intersection of Klondike Avenue and 32" Street.

ADOPTED, by the Lake Elmo City Council on the 16™ day of August, 2005.

Dean Johnston, Mayor

ATTEST:

Martin Rafferty, City Administrator




B. Update on Building Activities: Jim McNamara

The Building Official reported that the house located at 8961 37" Street has been
completely removed by Washington County,

8. CITY ENGINEER’S REPORT:
A. Speed on Klondike Avenue and Stop Sign on Klondike at 32™ Street

Residents that live on Klondike Avenue appeared before the Public Health and Safety
Committee requesting the speed limit be reduced to 20 MPH on their road for safety
reasons. The Committee also recommended that the Administrator contact the law
enforcement for some planned directed patrol activities. The residents also requested
consideration of a stop sign on Klondike at 32™ Street.

The City Engineer and the Public Works Superintendent reported the speed limit could be
reduced to 25 MPH posted. The Engineer recommended placing an advisory speed of 20
mph at the first curve south of the intersection. The engineer did not recommend any
change to the traffic control at the intersection of Klondike Avenue and 32" Street. There
' are two stop signs on 32 street and a Yield on Klondike Avenue.

A resident stated that Klondike Avenue has an entrance to the Lake Ehﬁo Park Reserve
for walkers and bikers, and many cars take the road thinking it will lead them to the park.
There is a sign that says “No Lake Access” but it contains no reference to the park.

M/S/ DeLapp/Johnson - to accept City Engineer’s report recommending decreasing the
speed limit to 25 mph on Klondike Avenue and placing an advisory speed of 20 miles per
hour at the first curve south of the intersection.

Council member DeLapp suggested an additional stop sign in response to residents
concerns over the enforceability of the new speed limit.

M/S/P DeLapp/Johnston — to amend the motion to include an addltlonal stop sign to the
intersection Klondike and 32™ Street. (Motion passed 4-1: Johnson)

M/8/P DeLapp/Johnson —to accept the City Engineer’s report recommending decreasing
the speed limit to 25 mph on Klondike Avenue and placing advisory speed of 20 miles
per hour on the first curve south of the intersection and place an additional stop sign to
the intersection Klondike and 32™ Street. (Motion, passed 5-0).

The City Engineer will bring back & resolution for Council approval and Jook into the
possibility of designating other streets in this neighborhood 25 mph if they meet the
criteria.

The Public Works Supervisor cantioned the Council that adding a third stop sign creates

false sense of security. He noted that there will be residents into the Council complaining
about the installation of the third stop sign.
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Council member Smith suggested installing a “no access to Park Reserve sign” and look
into the, “Slow, Neighborhood” signs that are installed in yards of other cities.

B. Escrow Reduction:Cardinal View
The developers of Cardinal View have completed substantial portions of the required plat
improvements. The City Engineer has certified by his July 14 memo that the required -
development security can be reduced from $106,965 to $57,968.75.

M/S/P DeLapp/Conlin - to approve|the reduction of the Development Security
requirement for Cardinal View from $106,965 to $57,968.75 based on the
recommendation of the City Engineger in his memo dated July 14, 2005. (Motion passed
5-0.)

9. PLANNING, EAND USE & | ZONING: ‘

A, PUBLIC HBARING: Vacation of Stonegate Streets: Resolution

No. 2005-075
The City Planner reported that durirlg the public hearings on the Land Use Plan before
the Planning Commission residents of the Stonegate neighborhood submitted a petition
requesting City vacation of certain gtreet stubs that were platted with the Stonegate
subdivision. The Stonegate residents’ petifion includes signatures from 60 discrete
addresses, including 100% of the property ownets actually abutting 8th Street, Jewel and
Julep stub streets. ,

The Planner explained, while not required by Statute, it has been the past practice of the
Council to request the recommendation of the Planning Commission regarding street
vacation petitions with potential Comprehensive Plan implications.

In his memo dated July 14, 2003, the City Engineer reviewed the petition to vacate the
three stub sireets in the Stonegate subdivision and did not feel this was in the best long
term interest of the City for reasons [stated.

Mayor Johnston opened up the public hearing at 8:13 p.m,

Tom Kreimer, 772 Jewel Avenue, agked staff to prepare an ordinance to vacate streets.
Streets going into high density developments. He didn’t agree with the City Engineer
that it was premature to vacate these ptreets. He said that the residents of Stonegate have
been using 10™ Street for the last 10 years, and it has worked for them. He said that the
existing cul-de-sacs can stay the way they are. He observed that it will be easier for
crime to enter the neighborhood wher connected to an Interstate through the street stubs.

Wayne Prowse, 697 Julep Avenue N., ‘stated he never anticipated this high density
development around Stonegate and is Igoking #6r some relief from surrounding housing
developments. He was told there would\be sénior housing and a buffer to protect the
Stonegate development. Stonegate residerfts are trying to maintain the rural character.
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ENGINEERS = ARCHITECTS = PLANNERS 1500 Piper Jaffray Plaza
444 Cedar Street
Saint Paul, MN 55101-2140

(651) 292-4400
(651) 292-0083 Fax
August 11, 2005 www.tkda.com

Honorable Mayor and City Council
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota

Re:  Approve Plans and Specifications
Hilltop Trail
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota
TKDA Project No. 13403.000
Dear Mayor and City Council:

Plans are complete for the Hilltop Avenue Street Repair project. As discussed at the Public
Hearing, there will be no change in the street width.

We will schedule an assessment hearing at the next meeting.

City Council Action Requested

Pass a Resolution approving Plans and Specifications and authorizing the advertisement for bids.

Sincerely,

Thomas D. Prew, P.E.
City Engineer

TDP:art

An Employee Owned Company Promoting Affirmative Action and Equal Opportunity



CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 2005-084
A RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS AND
ORDERING ADVERTISMENT FOR BIDS
HILLTOP AVENUE STREET PROJECT

WHEREAS, the City Engineer has prepared plans and specifications for the Hilltop
Avenue Street Project and has presented such plans and specifications to the Council for
approval.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF LAKE
ELMO, MINNESOTA:

1. Such plans and specifications, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part
hereof, are hereby approved.

2. Th City Clerk shall prepare and cause to be inserted in the official paper and in the

Construction Bulletin an advertisement for bids upon the making of such
" improvement under such approved plans and specifications. The advertisement

shall be published for two weeks, shall specify the work to be done, shall state that
bids will be opened and considered by the Council at the September 20, 2005
Council meeting, in the Council chambers of the City Hall, and that no bids will be
considered unless sealed and filed with the clerk and accompanied by a cash
deposit, cashier’s check, bid bond, or certified check payable to the clerk for 5% of
the amount of such bid.

ADOPTED BY THE COUNCIL this 16" day of August, 2005,

Dean A, Johnston, Mayor
ATTEST:

Martin J. Rafferty, City Administrator
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ENGINEERS = ARCHITECTS = PLANNERS 1500 Plper Jaffray Plaza

444 Cedar Slreet
Salnt Paul, MN 55101-2140

(651) 292-4400

(651) 292-0083 Fax
Angust 11, 2005 www.tkda.com

Honorable Mayor and City Council
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota

Re:  Approve Plans and Specifications
Water System Interconnect Phase 11T
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota
TKDA Project No, 13186,000

Dear Mayor and City Council:

Plans are complete for the third phase of the water system interconnect project, This phase of
work continues the 16-inch watermain from the existing Public Works Building, south along
Jamaca Avenue, across TH 35, to the new Farms of Lake Elmo subdivision.

This project will not be assessed.

A Feasibility Report will be prepared shortly for the next Phase of work which will extend
watermain from the intersection of Jamaca Avenue and TH 5 to the new water tower. That
project will have an assessment.

City Courcil Action Reguested

Pass a Resolution approving Plans and Specifications and authorizing the advertisement for bids.

Sincerely,

St S.%w/é@‘

Thomas D. Prew, P.E.
City Engineer

TDP:art

An Empioyes Owned Gompany Promuting Affirmative Action and Equal Opportunity



CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 2005- 985
A RESGLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS AND
ORDERING ADVERTISMENT FOR BIDS
WATER SYSTEMS INTERCONNECT PHASE IIX
(Jamaca Avenue, Stillwater Blvd. and 31st Streets)

WHEREAS, the City Engineer has prepared plans and specifications for the Water
Systems Interconnect Phase I1I and has presented such plans and specifications to the
Council for approval.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF LAKE
ELMO, MINNESOTA.

1.  Such plans and specifications, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part
hereof, are hereby approved.

2. 'Th City Clerk shall prepare and cause to be inserted in the official paper and in the
Construction Bulletin an advertisement for bids upon the making of such
improvement under such approved plans and specifications. The advertisement
shall be published for two weeks, shall specify the work to be done, shall state that
bids will be opened and considered by the Council at the September 20, 2005
Council meeting, in the Council chambers of the City Hall, and that no bids will be
considered unless sealed and filed with the clerk and accompanied by a cash
deposit, cashier’s check, bid bond, or certified check payable to the clerk for 5% of
the amount of such bid.

ADOPTED BY THE COUNCIL this 16™ day of August, 2005.

Dean A. Johnston, Mayor
ATTEST:

Martin J. Rafferty, City Administrator




Lake Elmo Agenda Section: Planning, Land Use and Zoning No. 9A
City Council
August 16, 2005

Agenda Item: Amended OP Concept Plan — “Deer Glen”

Backeground Information for Aucust 16, 2005:

At its meeting July 25, 2005 the Planning Commission conducted a new Public Hearing and adopted a
recommendation to approve (7-2, Schneider and Sedro opposed) this amended OP Concept Plan for 25
single family building lots on a site of 69.37 acres. The Plan amendment is responsive to the April 28, 2005
City Council actions regarding Comprehensive Plan amendment, rezoning, OP Concept Plan and
Preliminary Plat for 108 acre site of which this 69 acres is a part. One condition of those earlier City
Council actions was for the applicant to increase the size of the OP Concept from the 48 acres then
proposed to at least 68 acres. This amended OP Concept accomplished that condition, and increases the lot
count from the previous 18 to the now-proposed 25 < still compliant with the present 16/40 OP standards.

By the amended Plan the applicant had also corrected the technical issues that had been observed by staff
with the previous Concept Plan. The remaining issue raised by staff was that of the first Finding of the
Commission in support of their denial recommendation on the earlier (48 acre) Concept Plan. That Finding
was that the Concept Plan design requires substantial modification of the site grades to elevate some home
sites out of the flood plain of the land-locked ponds on the site — contrary to Comprehensive Plan Policy
regarding altering natural surface drainage features of the land. The amended Plan proposes the same
alterations for the same reason. The two commissioners voting in opposition to the approval
recommendation noted that fact as the basis for their “nay” votes, even though the City Council had set
aside that Finding in its April action approving the initial Concept Plan.

Person responsible:

Action items: (’,g i éj
’(.3{;1 Cit i T
e ﬁapproving the Amended OP

Motion to adopt Resolution #2005 -,
Concept Plan of Deer Glen per plans staff-dated July 22, 2005 and
subject to the conditions recommended by the Planning

Commission.
Attachments: 0%@ Time Allocated:
1. Draft Resolution #2005 — Amended Concept Plan
Approval
2. Draft Planning Commission Minutes of July 25
3. Planning Staff Report of July 23
4. City Council Minutes of April 28, 2005
5. Applicant’s Documentation/Graphics




CITY OF LAKE EL.MO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NQ. 2{305-086
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE AMENDED
OP CONCEPT PLAN OF DEER GLEN

WHEREAS, on July 25", 2005, the Lake Elmo Planning Commission reviewed

and recommended approval of the amended OP Concept Plan of Deer Glen subject to
certain conditions.

WHERKEAS, on August 16, 2005, the Lake Elmo City Council reviewed the

recommendations of the Lake Elmo Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE I'T RESOLVED, that the Lake Elmo City Council

approved the amended OP Concept Plan of Deer Glen, per plans staff-dated July 22,
2005, and subject to the following conditions.

1.

Compliance with the recommendations of the City Engineer and City Attorney.

2. Compliance with the recommendations and Permit conditions of the Valley
Branch Watershed District as found to be applicable and practical by the City
Engineer.

3. Development Stage plans shall address the incorporation of single-source water
supply and lateral pipe installation for all OP lots. :

4. Keats Avenue/State Highway 36 improvements required of the property owners
as conditions of prior City Council approvals shall be conditions to this OP
project as well,

5. The Development Stage Plan shall demonstrate the year-round effectiveness of
screening measures that support the 100 foot OP buffer on the east side of the site.

6. Amendment of the Conditional Use Permit previously approved by Council
Resolution No. 2005-029 to reflect the amended OP Concept Plan approved
hereby.

7. Amendment of Preliminary Plat approved by Resolution No. 2005-030 to reflect
the amended OP Concept Plan layout as approved hereby.,

Dean Johnston, Mayor
ATTEST:

Martin Rafferty, City Administrator
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MINUTES APPROVED: May 17, 2005
LAKE ELMO CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

APRIL 28, 2005

Mayor Johnston called the meeting to order at 6 p.m. in the city council chambers.
PRESENT: Conlin, Smith, Johnston, Johnson, DeLapp, City Engineer Prew, City
Planner Dillerud, City Attorney Filla, and Administrator Rafferty.

1. Lakewood Evangelical Free Church
Attorney Filla summarized the 10 resolutions provided for Council consideration and
recapped the history of the church application and proposal. Attorney Filla asked the
council to take action on the comprehensive plan first. If approved, then the Council
should consider rezoning and CUP allowed in the PF zone.

Peter Beck, attorney for the church, submitted maps for the current proposed OP, church
site, remaining 40 acres and talked about expanded OP development. He said the open
space plan does not have to be approved tonight, but the other resolutions do. The
applicant would add 20 acres to the 40 for a total of 60 acres....as to how the lots would
lay out they would have to come back to the City, probably in 60 days. Beck said tonight,
the applicant’s goal is to get a decision on the church, comp plan amendment, rezoning,
CUP for the church. The church doesn’t want any uses between them and Highway 36.

Council member DeLapp asked if they meant keeping the land in OP. Attorney Beck
responded that the NW 1/3 or more would be dedicated OP. The balance is unusable for a
structure due to the power line easement.

Comprehensive Plan Amendment from RAD to PF

M/S/P Johnston/Conlin - to approve Resolution No, 2005-027, A Comprehensive Plan
Amendment from RAD to PF requested by Lakewood Evangelical Free Church. (Motion
passed 4-1DeLapp: The comprehensive plan does not call for a string of public facilities.)

Mayor Johnston stated the City is looking at a substantial change in population, and he
supports churches which should be located by major transportation corridors. Council
member DeLapp said the Planning Commission asked to delay this request until after the
comp plan is completed. Council member Conlin asked if there were any residents
against this application, The City Planner said not that he recollects and that there are not
many houses close by.

Council member Conlin said we as a City have not put together a plan for parcels in the
PF Zoning. The code allows for such PF zoning, and the Council has to follow the code.

Rezoning from RR to PF
M/S/P Johnson/Conlin - to approve Resolution No. 2005-028, A Resolution Approving

the Rezoning from a Rural Residential (RR) designation to a Public Facility (PF)
designation for Lot 1, Block 1, Deer Glen..(Motion passed 4-1DeLapp: Thought we were
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going to take the three Resolutions together. Attorney Filla said the three resolutions,
Resolutions 2005-027, 028, 029, are a package because they all deal with the church.

Conditional Use Permit

M/S/P Johnson/Conlin - to approve Resolution No. 2005-029, A Resolution Approving
the Request for a Conditional Use Permit by Lakewood Evangelical Free Church for
Proposed Lot 1, Block 1, Deer Glen. (Motion passed 4-1:Delapp said he was not as
strongly against this CUP request as the other two resolutions.).

Attorney Filla pointed out Conditions 2 and 3 in Resolution No. 2005-029 were not
discussed before by the Council, but added that the conditions should have been
considered.

Attorney Filla also pointed out that the preliminary plat that is in front of the Council may
change if the area of the OP development is expanded based on what Attorney Beck has

stated.

Attorney Filla suggested adding a condition #3. The proposed preliminary plat shows a
48 acre OP project plan rather than a 68 acre OP project described preliminarily by
Attorey Beck and generally illustrated on Exhibit 1. Filla recommended adding
condition #4. That the additional 20 acres of OP should be added to an amended
preliminary plat which should be reviewed by the Planning Commission before
presentation of the final plat to the City Council.

Preliminary Plat
M/8/ Johnson/DeLapp — to approve Resolution No, 2005-030, A Resolution Approving

the Preliminary Plat for Deer Glen with added conditions #3 and #4, as recommended by
Attorney Filla.

Council member DeLapp suggested including all the land not currently proposed for
development to be included in the Open Space.

M/S/Withdrawn DeLapp/Conlin — to amend condition #3 to include all the land not
currently proposed for development to be included in the Open Space.

M/S/P Johnson/DeLapp — to approve Resolution No, 2005-030, A Resolution Approving
the Preliminary Plat for Deer Glen with added conditions #3 and #4, as recommended by
Attorney Filla. (Motion passed 4-1:DeLapp) '

Attorney Filla reminded the Council that it needed to react to what is before them and this
68 acre proposal was not before them.

Council Member DeLapp said he had a meeting with Kirby Spike about saving the land
in OP, and Mr. Spike said he would talk to the church council about hiring a landscape
architect, but no information has come back to the Council. Chuck Palmer indicated they
would work with a landscape architect,
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Attorney Filla indicated it should be documented that the applicant is going to add 20
acres to this proposal and asked the applicant if they wanted the City to act on this
concept. Attorney Beck responded he would like the Council to act on this proposal to
add the 20 actes.

Attorney Filla recommended that if the Council was to approve Resolution No. 2005-031
that in the Now Therefore clause, 4™ line, eliminate everything afier September 24, 2004
and add “subject to the following condition. 1. Submittal of amended concept plan for a
68 acre OP project within 30 days.”

Council member Smith stated her concern was that the adjacent property owners, who
may be affected by the additional 20 acres, have not been notified of the potential change.
Staff explained the revised concept OP plan and revised preliminary plat would have to
have a public hearing before the Planning Commission and neighbors would be included
in this process.

Council member Johnson left the meeting at 6:50 p.m,

Attorney Beck said the applicant would comply with the OP regulations. They will
consult with the City planner and make sure things are being done appropriately.

Open Space Preservation Development Concept Plan

M/S/P DeLapp/Johnston - to approve Resolution No. 2005-031, as amended, approving
A Resolution Approving the Open Space Preservation Development Concept Plan of 68 -
acres described by Lakewood Evangelical Free Church. (Motion passed 4-0).

Adjourned the meeting at 6:55 p.m.
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The Planner explained that the Public Hearmg for DEER GLEN was continued on June 14 to allow the
applicants time to address issues raised regarding flood plain filling and grading and to comply the
standards of the OP Ordinance.,

Commissioner Schneider asked how the applicant’s graphic depicts flood mitigation.

The Planner said the cross-hatched area on the Concept Plan is now flood plain, and the broad circled area
will be created flood plain.

The Planner asked if the Planning Commission to advise the applicant if the Commission is going to
approve a Preliminary Plat for 108 acres that does not address the 40 acres at the north end of the parcel.
He said that he and some of the Commissioners would like to see a plan that includes the northerly 40
acre portion.

Commissioner Sessing noted that this set of graphics shows a new road coming off the east parking lot
and a second parking lot that was not depicted on earlier plans.

The Planner thanked him for pointing out that detail that appeared on only one of the maps the applicant
presented with the modified plan.

Paul Danielson, Kimley-Horn

Mr. Danielson said his amended plan was created to clarify the flood plain, and the overall plan is simply
a concept. The applicant still has to do a Grading Plan. He said they just wanted to show a way the flood
plain issue could be mitigated. That plan would basically call for moving dirt from one spot to another,
He advised that the applicant has no current plans to develop Parcel C. They would request it stay zoned
as RR. The applicants will ask for a designation for the 20 acre church parcel and the CUP for the Open
Space Zoning. The applicants want no encumbrance on Parcel C. If it did develop in the future, the

. applicant will apply and accept the Planning Commission’s conditions for development, should that

occur,

Grant Nelson, Lakewood Church

Mr. Nelson said he does not understand the logic of the staff position regarding designation of a use for
Parcel C. If the church did not own it, residential development would go fine and the church would go
fine. He observed that it appeared as though just because the church owns the 40 acres, the City wants to
restrict it. He asked the Commission to let the church know the basis the City has for doing that. Their
Open Space Concept Plan is not proposing to change the current status of that parcel. Their proposal is to
leave it in its current status. Whatever would come in the firture will have to come before the Planning
Commission for their approval.

Commissioner Sessing asked whether slopes had been recalculated because if more unbuildable land,
slopes are created by way of the flood plain mitigation, the apphcant must compensate for it in Open
Space preserved.

Commissioner Pelletier asked what the rationale is for asking the applicant to specify Parcel C’s use.

The Planner explained that the entire 108 acres is in the same ownership, and he would be concerned
about the future plans of a site with two road frontages. He would be concerned that two more church
sites could be requested from the undesignated 40 acres.

Chairman Helwig said the a;ﬁplicant is saying they want to keep that 40 acres open. If so, put it in a Land
Trust.

Commissioner Deziel said that at this time the City is only being asked to look at an OP Concept proposal
by the applicant on 48 of the 108 acres, so he feels that it is out of order to continue to talk about 40 acres
that are not part of the proposal.




T kTPROVED: 07112/04

Commissioner Van Pelt said the Planning Commission is evaluating a plan for 108 acres. The plan is not
for Parcel A, B, or C but for 108 acres. He thinks they should keep it open and dedicated, consistent with
church desires.

The Planner reminded the Commission of the Eagle Point site of 120 acres where the City reviewed and
approved a specific use parameter for the entire site prior to approving use on any portion of the site. He
pointed that circumstance out as ample precedent for the City requiring this 108 acre site under single
ownership to be likewise completely committed to the City by the owner as to ultimate use.

Commissioner Deziel observed that in the Business Park Zone applicants know what they can and cannot
do with a customized CUP. The use list is very narrow. The 120 acres is pre~-committed on the Eagle
Point site. The City knows the usage, but not the actual users,

Commissioner Van Pelt said this could be looked at as three different parcels. He asked if the applicant
has the latitude to create three parcels, '

The Planner said they do, if they meet minimum standards. The point being that if that were not one legal
parcel, but three with a single ownership, we would ask the same questions.

Commissioner Schneider said he would like to see what is going to be done on Parcel C.

Commissioner Ptacek noted that technical issues of septic are addressed in this plan, so the movement of
soil does not affect the building sites or location of septic.

M/8/P, Ptacek/Van Pelt, To recommend approval of the Concept Plan of DEER GLEN , because, by the
numbers provided, that plan meets the City’s criteria, and based on the recommended Findings of the
Planning Statf Report with the addition of Condition 4, to designate a specified use for the northerly 40
acres known as Parcel C,

Commissioner Deziel asked how the City can do that. Parcel C maintains existing zoning, In a PUD we
give up density and uses, do we need to know other density and uses? He said this is a 108 acre parcel. If
the plan does not stand by itself don’t approve it.

Commissioner Van Pelt said this is the first of a three stage application. The next stage will be a
Preliminary Plat for 108 acres, To ask for a design to address 108 acres is part of the exercise. We must
know the ultimate use for the entire 108 acres. We can not be asked to evaluate a design for 108 acres
and leave 40% undiscussed. If those 40 acres are in the total, then the entire plan must be viable.

The Planner said he could ask the City Aftorney for a legal opinion as to the propriety of adding a
Condition to the OP Concept Plan that relates to lands not a part of the OP Concept application.

Commissioner Deziel ask for a friendly amendment to the motion to separate condition number four to
become a separate motion to amend.

Commissioner Ptacek said he would rather call the vote on the motion as stated. If Condition 4 is
inappropriate, then the Planner can have it removed.

CALL THE QUESTION

VOTE: 8:1. Commission Deziel said he voted against it for reasons previously discussed, and also as a
question, because he said he is not sure we are treating the applicant the same as we have treated other
applicants and he does not understand why.




LAKE ELMO PLANNING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT

Date: July 22, 2004 for the meeting of ;'}51::;\%25, 2004

Applicant: Lakewood Evangelical Free Church

Location: Southeast corner of State Highway 36 and Keats Avenue
Requested Action: OP Concept Plan

" Land Use Plan Guiding: RAD

Existing Zoning: RR

Site History and Existing Conditions:

The site of the specific application for OP Concept approval consists of 69.37 gross acres. It is
important to understand, however, that this 69 acre OP site is but a portion of 108+ contiguous
acres owned by the applicant.

The 108 acre “parent” site is essentially divided into two distinct natural regimes. The north 60
acres of the site is gently rolling farm land containing several topographic depressions that will
surely qualify as Jurisdiction Wetlands. The southerly and westerly 69 acres of the parent site —
the subject of the OP Concept Plan application — is rolling in topography, and nearly 25% wooded,
with several small topographic depressions that will be classified Jurisdictional Wetlands,

On April 28, 2005 the City Council approved a preliminary plat, comprehensive plan amendment
and rezoning which addresses the 108 acre “parent” site of which the subject 69 acres is a portion.
A condition of those approval actions was that the property owner expand the OP Concept Plan
portion of the 108 acres from the previous 48 acres to 68 acres, leaving about 20 acres of the 108
acres land use guided RAD and zoned RR, with no future use plan. The remaining 20 acres was
(subject to that condition, and others) approved for land use reclassification to PF, and zoning to
PE. Subsequently the Metropolitan Council has concurred in the City’s comprehensive plan
amendment regarding the 20 acre PF district.

Discussion and Analysis:

The applicant proposes a revised (from April) OP Concept Plan to develop 25 single family
detached lots on a site of 69.37 gross acres — of which 66.09 aces is “Buildable” (with the balance
as wetlands and steep slopes). The required Preserved Open Space is 33.05 acres. The applicant
reports the Concept Plan depicts 33.05 acres of Preserved Open Space in three parcels separated
only by roadway. Open Space standards provide that at least 60% of the Preserved Open Space be
in parcels of at least 10 acres; and this Concept Plan complies with that standard.

The Concept Plan proposes a full 200 foot OP buffer setback for structures along the south and
west property borders. but a 100 foot structure buffer along the east property border. The adjoining
parcel to the east is 66 acres in area, and thus qualifies as an OP site by exceeding 40 acres. A 100
foot buffer — with effective structure screening — is therefore permitted by the OP standards.
Evidence of the effectiveness of the buffer screening is required with the Development Stage
plans.




Copies of OP Concept Plan graphics are submitted by the City to “outside” reviewing agencies for
comment even though the level of detail at Concept Stage is generally insufficient for complete
reviews by those agencies. In fact, in many cases, we receive no response at all at the Concept
Stage. We have, in this case, received a brief response from the Valley Branch Watershed District
which is attached. The District had issued a Permit based on the earlier (48 acre) OP Plan, and
advises that a new Permit will be required with this enlarged version.

Findings and Recommendations:

Based on the foregoing, staff suggests the following Findings regarding the Lakewood Evangelical
Church OP Concept Plan, some of which are the same as those suggested with the eatlier 48 acre
Concept:

1. The Concept Plan may not be consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the
Comprehensive Plan, as reflected by the Zoning Ordinance, with respect to flood plain
development and/or alteration,

2. The Concept Plan is consistent with the purpose of the Open Space Preservation
Ordinance.

3. The Concept Plan generally complies with the development standards of the Open Space
Preservation Ordinance.

Planning Commission Actions Requested:

Based on the #1 Tinding suggested, the Commission could adopt a Motion to deny the Concept
Plan. The Commission dismissed the #1 Finding in July, 2005, and recommended approval of the
48 acre OP Concept Plan. It appears that consistency would suggest a similar action with the 69
acre Concept Plan. Should that be the direction the Commission selects, at least the following
conditions should be attached to the approval recommendation:

1. Compliance with the recommendations of the City Engineer and City Attorney.

2, Compliance with the recommendations and Permit conditions of the Valley Branch
Watershed District as found to be applicable and practical by the City Engineer.

3. Development Stage plans shall address the incorporation of single-source water supply and
lateral pipe installation for all OP lots.

4, Keats Avenue/State Highway 36 improvements required of the property owners as
conditions of prior City Council approvals shall be conditions to this OP project as well.

5. The Development Stage Plan shall demonstrate the year-round effectiveness of screening
measures that support the 100 foot OP buffer on the cast side of the site.

16 ()G,

Charles E. D111e1'ud City Planner

Attachments:

Location Map

Valley Branch and City Engineer 2005 Review memos
2004/2005 Commission and Council Minutes
Applicant’ Documentation and Graphics

calh
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ENGINEERS = ARCHITECTS » PLLANNERS 1500 Piper Jaffray Plaza
444 Gedar Street
Salnt Paul, MN 55701-2140

(B51) 262-4400

(651) 202-0083 Fax
July 20, 2005 www.tkda.com

Planning Commission Members
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota

Re:  Concept Plan Review
Deer Glen/Lakewood Evangelical Free Church
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota
TKDA Commission No. 13267.000

Dear Planning Commission Members:

We have reviewed the preliminary plat material dated June 28, 2005, and have the following
comiments:

Streets

A traffic model was developed for the previous plan and is applicable to this project. It was
anticipated that the TH 36-Keat Avenue intersection would be reduced to a % intersection, and
that an acceleration lane would be added to TH 36. The developer should comment on this
again.

The street section east of the easterly cul-de-sac should have a temporary “T” turn around built.
The Public Facilities Zone requires that a church have direct access to a major collector street.
The church will access a new local street, not a major collector street. Keats Avenue is a minor

coliector.

Lot 26°s driveway should be changed from TH 36 to the Local Street.

An Employgs Owied Gompany Premating Affirmative Action and Equal Opporitnity




Preliminary Plat Review

Deer Glen/Lakewood Evangelical Free Church
City of Lake Elmo, Minnesota

July 20, 2005

Page 2

Waste Water System

A wetland treatment system is proposed to treat waste from the entire development. A property
owners association will be responsible for the operation and maintenance of the system, A
preliminary design was not submitted. The size of the system is consistent with others that have
been built in Lake Elmo. I have reviewed in the field the soils in the proposed area and they are
suitable for a wetland treatment system. Final soil borings and design will be submitted after
preliminary plat approval.

Water System

A 16-inch watermain is planned as part of the north loop of the water system to cross this
property from east to west. The side streets may have 8-inch watermain,

Trails

This trail plan should be reviewed in conjunction with the City’s new Trail System Plan which is
now being finalized.

An additional trail segment should be added from the southeast parking lot on Parcel A to “Road
B”.

Surface Water
A VBWD permit has been approved.

Storm water computations need to be submitted to the City prior to final plat approval.,

Sincerely,

Thomas D. Prew, P. E.
City Engineer

TDP:arw




July 20, 2005

Mr. Chuck Dillerud

City of Lake Eimo

3800 Laverne Avenue North
Lake Flmo, MN 55042

Re: Lakewood Ev'angelical Free Church/Deer Glen

Dear Mr. Dillerud:

Thank you for submitting the materials for comment regarding the proposed Lakewood Evangelical Free
Church/Deer Glen subdivision. The Valley Branch Watershed District Managers approved a permit for
the proposal on November 11, 2004, However, the plans that you provided are not consistent with the
plans approved with the Valley Branch Watershed District permit. Therefore, a new Valley Branch
Watershed District Permit will be required. The developer’s engineer notes this requirement on page 3of

his cover letter.

With the addition of proposed residential lots, more impervious surfacgs-are proposed than in the previous
plans. The developer will need to provide the necessary stormwater management features to handle the

additional runoff produced from these proposed additional impervious surfaces.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 952-832-2622.

Yo Gl

Jobh P, Hanson, P.E.
BARR ENGINEERING COMPANY _
Engineers for the Valley Branch Watershed District

Sincerely,

L H David Bucheck, VBWD President (via e-mail)
Paul Danielson, Kimley-Forn and Associates, Inc. (via e-ffiail)

DAVID BUCHECK  LINCOLN FETCHER  DONALD SCHEEL  DALE BORASH  DUANE JOHNSON

VALLEY BRANCH WATERSHED DISTRICT www.vbwd.org
P.0. BOX 838 LAKE ELMO, MINNESOTA 55042-0538




Kimberly Schaffel

*From: Travis Germundson [travis.germundson@dnr.state.mn.us]
Sent: Waednesday, July 20, 2005 9:15 AM
To: Kimberly Schaffel
Cc: Chuck Dillerud
Subject: Deer Glen/Park Meadows

I have no comment on the Concept Plan for Deer Glen and no additional comments on the
Revised Preliminary Plat for Park Meadows.




Minnesota Dep_ _ment of Transportation -

Metropolitan District
Waters Edge

1500 West County Road B-2
Roseville MN 55113-3174

August 4, 2005

Kiraberly Schaffel

City of Lake Elmo

3800 Laverne Avenue North
Lake Elmo, MN 55042

SUBJECT: Deer Glen
Mn/DOT Review #P05-024A
Southeast Quadrant of TH 36 and Keats Avenue
Control Section 8204

Dear Ms Schaffel:

The Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) has reviewed the above
referenced plat in compliance with Minnesota Statute 505,03, subdivision 2, Plats. Before
any further development, please address the following issues: :

- Traffic _ '

* Asindicated in ouf review letters ‘of January 19, 2005, and March 17, 2005, the
intersection of Trunk Highway (TH) 36 & Keats Avenue would need to be
converted to a ¥% intersection. We have included a copy of a plan for an existing
% intersection, that you may use as a reference. It provides a good example of
what would need to be constructed at TH 36. and Keats. Please direct any

questions regarding these comments to Wayne Lemaniak (651-634-2147) n
Mn/DOT"s Traffic Section.

Right of Way
*  Please dedicate access control o Mn/DOT

*  Additional right-of-way would need to be‘dedicated on Keats to enable the
construction of the % intersection, Please note that all improvements made to
TH 36, required due to the proposed development; are the responsibility of the
City, or whomever the city assigns responsibility for paying and implementing
the improvements. Please direct questions regarding the above issues to Steve
Chamner at 651-582-1272, of Mi/DOT’s Right of Way section.

Surveys

= As the preliminary plat shows, the right-of-way line is 200 feet southetly of and
parallel with the west bound alignment. The right-of-way on this stretch of TH
36 is monumented at access openings 885 feet west and 965 feet east of Keats
Avenue. The alignment is also monumented. The west bound alignment has
been located by means of field survey in 1999. The land tie to the alignment on
the northwest corner of the proposed plat is 91.73 feet. The same land tie
determined by survey is 92.19 feet. The result is a very minor encroachment of
0.46 feet.

An equal opportunity employer




* The land tie to the alignment on the northeast corner of the proposed plat is 94.34
feet. The same land tie determined by survey is 94.24 feet, The resultis a gap of
0.10 feet,

= Please update the preliminary plat to correspond with the Mn/DOT survey data.
If needed, survey field data may be obtained from Mn/DOT Surveys, Metro East,
at the address provided:

Mn/DOT - East Metro Surveys
3485 Hadley Avenue North
Oakdale MN, 55128
651-779-5482

= Please direct questions concerning these issues to Matt Wernet (65 1.779-5482) in
Mu/DOT’s East Metro Survey’s section.

Drainage
*  AMn/DOT drainage permit may be required. The proposed development will
~ need to maintain existing drainage rates. An increase of storm water rate of run-

off to Mn/DOT right-of-way is prohibited. Please send grading and drainage
plan to determine whether a drainage permit will be required. Run-off directed
towards Mn/DOT Right-of-way must not increase. Please direct questions
concerning these issues to Don Berre (651~ 634-2362) of Mn/DOT’s Water
Resources section.

Permits
= Any use of or work within or affecting Mn/DOT right of way requires a permit.
Permit forms are available from MnDOT’s utility website at
www.dot.state.mn.us/tecsup/utifity . Please direct any questions regarding permit
requirements to Buck Craig (651-582-1447) of MnDOT’s Metro Permits Section.

Residential Uses :

*  Mn/DOT's policy is to assist local governments in promoting compatibility
between land use and highways. Residential uses located adjacent to highways
often result in complaints about traffic noise. Traffic noise from this highway
could exceed noise standards established by the Minnesota Pollution Control
Agency (MPCA), the U.8, Department of Housing and Urban Development, and
the U.S. Department of Transportation. Minnesota Rule 7030.0030 states that
municipalities are responsible for taking all reasonable measures to prevent land
use activities listed in the MPCA''s Noise Area Classification (NAC) whete the
establishment of the land use would result in violations of established noise
standards.

Mn/DOT policy regarding development adjacent to existing highways prohibits
the expenditure of highway funds for noise mitigation measures in such areas.
The project proposer should assess the noise situation and take the action deemed
necessary to minimize the impact of any highway noise. If you have any
questions regarding Mn/DOT's noise policy please contact Peter Wasko in our
Design section at (651) 582-1293.




As a reminder, please address all initial future correspondence for development activity
such as plats and site plans to:

Development Review Coordinator
Mn/DOT - Metro Division
Waters Edge

1500 West County Road B-2
Roseville, Minnesota 55113

Mn/DOT document submittal guidelines require three (3) complete copies of plats and
two (2) copies of other review documents including site plans. Failure to provide three
(3) copies of a plat and/or two (2) copies of other review documents will make a
submittal incomplete and delay Mn/DOT’s review and response to development
proposals, We appreciate your anticipated cooperation in providing the necessary
number of copies, as this will prevent us from having to delay and/or return incomplete
submittals,

If you have any questions concerning this review, please feel free to contact me at (651)
582-1724.

Sincerely,

A Juoker=

Mary E. Jackson
Planner

Copy: Chuck Dillernd, Lake Elmo
Wayne Sandberg, Washington County
Joe Lux, Washington County
Paul B. Danielson, Kimley-Horn & Associates
Gary Ehret, Kimley-Horm & Associates
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Chuck Dillerud

From: Chugck Dillerud

Sent: Monday, July 25, 2005 6:27 PM

To: "paul.danielson@kimley-horn.com'

Cc: Martin Rafferty; jpfila@pfb-pa.com

Subject: FW: Correspondence from Jerry Filla
Paul

I today received the attached from the City Attorney. I believe this works to alter the
processing strategy we have discussed previcusly. I am not about to cperatea contrary to
the City Attorney's advice in such matters, sc please plan and advise your clients
accordingly.

Chuck Dillerud

————— Criginal Message---—-

From: Janice Clark [mailto:jclark@pfb-pa.com]
Sent: Monday, July 25, 2005 4:49 PM

To: Chuck Dillerud

Subject: Correspondence from Jerry Filla

** Reply Requested When Convenilent **

Dear Chuck:

I have reviewed your memorandum and the supporting documents for the Lakewood Evangelical
Free Church Open Space Concept. I have a concern about a comment contained in Mr.
Danialson's correspondence of June 30, 2005 regarding Parcel A, It seems to indicate that
the property owner can submit a final plat for only Parcel A. I believe that the City
Council minutes of April 28, 2003 indicate that the City wants all of the property platted
at the same time. Please speak to the developer regarding this matter.

Very truly yours,
Jercme P. Filla

Janice T. Clark

Legal Assistant

Peterscon, Fram & Bergman, P.A.
651-290-6916




Kimley-Horn
and Associates, inc.

L]
June 30, 2005 Suite 345N
2550 University Avenua West
St Paul, Minnasota
Mr. Chuck Dillerud 55114
City of Lake Elmo
Planning Department
3800 Laverne Avenue North
Fake Elmo, MN 55042 RECElvED
Re: Lakewood Evangelical Free Church J UL i ?ﬁﬁg

OP Development/Concept Plan Submittal
Dear Mr. Dillerud:

On behalf of the Lakewood Evangelical Free Church (LEFC), Kimley-Hom and
Associates, Inc. (KHA) is submitting an OP Development/ Concept Plan for your review
and approval, As you are aware, LEFC received several approvals (with several
conditions) for their 108 acres of property within the City of Lake Elmo. The property is
“L.shaped” bounded by Trunk Highway (TH) 36 on the north, Keats Avenue on the west,
and rural residential (but largely wmdeveloped) on the east and south. A portion of the
west property abuts raral residential developed lots. One of the conditions was to
resubmit an QP Development/Concept Plan that reflects a 68-acre OP development in lien
of the 48-acre OP development plan previously submitied. This submittal inchades the
revised plan reflecting the additional acreage.

The OP Development/Concept Plan shows the entire 108.62 acres and is divided into the
same three parcels as previously shown. Parcel A is the 20 acre parcel that was reguided
and rezoned along with a conditional use permit (CUP) to public facility (PF). The LEFC
building would be constructed on this parcel. Parcel B is a 69.37 acre parcel that we are
requesting a CUP for an OP development within the curtent RR zoning. Parcel Cis an
18.97 acre parcel that we are requesting be maintained at the current RR zoning.

We have provided the following information for each parcel below:
Parcel A

No changes from the previous submittal have been made to Parcel A. The next step in the
process for this parcel is Tor the church to submit a final plat and Site Plan for review and
approval prior to construction.

Parcel B

Parcel B is proposed to be developed as an OP residential development. Parcel B has
66.08 net buildable acres (gross area less wetlands less slopes greater than 25 percent).
Of this net area, 50 percent is proposed to be designated as preserved open space
(meeting the requirement of a minimum of 50 percent identified in Section 300.06 Subd

TEL 851 645 4197
FAX 857 645 5116
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Kimley—Horn Mer. Chuck Dillerud
and Associates, Inc. June 30, 2005
Page 2 of 3

1.B). Based on a density of 16 units per 40 acres, the conceptual plan identifies 26
residential lots (66.08 acres/2.5 units per acre equals 26.43 units).

The plan reflects the same buffer zones as shown on the previous development/concept
plan. Minor changes to the roadway alignments in and around lots on the south end of the
property were made based on conversations with our local landscape architect (Damon
Farber & Associates). In addition, two lots were added to the plan from the previous
submittal near the intersection of Road A and B.

Six lots were added along the entry road off Keats Avenue. The entrance road was
shifted north to move the lots further away from the south property line. The existing
farmhouse is now shown as a lot along with 5 lots on the south side of the entrance road.
The south lots were located off of Keats Avenue to minimize the visual impact to the
existing residential property south of the church on Keats Avenue.

The open space show for Parcel B includes Outlots A through D on the OP
development/concept plan. This includes the property located at the southeast corner of
Keats Avenue and TH 36 (Outlot D). The church is committed to this corner as open
space and is providing this open space as part of the OP development/concept plan.

Parcel C

Parcel C is proposed to rermain as is and s located along the remaining frontage to TH 36.
The roadway is designed to allow the extension to the east if Mo/DOT and the City of
Lake Fimo desired a frontage road to parallel TH 36 and to form an intersection with the
residential road west of Keats Avenue.

Other Issues

Wastewater System

The previous submittals have indicated that Parcel A and B will be served by 2
community wastewater system. North American Wetland Engineering, P.A. (NAWE) has
reviewed their previous work and has made minor changes to the layout to confirm that
the development proposed by Parcels A and B can be adequately accommodated in the
are identified as “constructed wetlands treatment area”.

Water System

It is our understanding that the City is considering the extension of City water to this site.
L.EFC is interested in service from the City’s public water system and will work with the
engineering staff to make this a reality.

Storm Sewer

Storm sewer for the site has previously approved by the Valley Branch Watershed District
(VBWD) with several conditions. The storm sewer design has been reviewed and can
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and Associates, Inc. June 30, 2005
Page 3 of 3

accommodate the additional lots shown in the OP development/concept plan. A
resubmittal to the VBWD will be made to modify the permit prior to start of construction,

Submittal Information
The following information is enclosed as part of this submittal package:

OP Development Concept drawings (5 copies at 17=100" and one reduced 11x17
copy) of the following drawings:

»  Existing Conditions/Environmental Resources Plan

¢ Development/Concept Plan

¢ Landscape Plan

Thank you for the oppottunity to submit this plan for your review and we look forward to
working with you, other City staff, and elected officials. If you have any questions or need
additional information, please contact me at 651-643-0407.

Very truly yours,

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

Paul B. Danielson, P.E.
Project Manager

C: Chuck Palmer, LEFC
Grant Nelson, LEFC
Tom Pornack, BWBR Architects
Gary Ehret, Kimley-Horn and Associates
File No. 160502006.2.001
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Lake Elmo Agenda Section: Planning, Land Use and Zoning No. 9B
City Council
August 16, 2005

Agenda Item: OP Development Stage Plan, CUP and Preliminary Plat — “Discover Crossing”

Background Information for August 16, 2005:

At its July 25, 2005 meeting the Planning Commission conducted a Public Hearing and adopted a
recommendation for approval (7-2, Fliflet and Schneider opposed) for the OP Development
Stage/CUP/Preliminary Plat of this OP project to create 25-28 single family lots on a site of 72 acres. The
range of lots proposed relates to the applicants anticipation of forthcoming amendment to the density
allowable in OP from 0.40 to 0.45 units per Buildable Acre. The “extra” three lots will be platted as
“outlots™ (unbuildable by definition) until the OP ordinance is amended over the next few months. The
applicant will then have to return with another Final Plat to convert the outlots into buildable lots.

The bulk of the Commission’s discussion centered on the applicant’s proposal to “color stamp” a 5 foot
wide section of the proposed 22 wide roadway for pedestrian/bike use. While this feature is not counted
toward the required trail length by the applicant, the City Engineer has indicated concerns with on-going
maintenance of what is essentially a City street, and staff has also questioned the City’s potential liability
for pedestrian/motorist accidents where the driving surface (as opposed to the road shoulders) is doing
“double duty”.

The Commission’s recommendation includes the staff-suggested conditions (except that related to the
buffer screening — demonstrated by the applicant to the Commission’s satisfaction during the meeting) and
adds concurrence by the City Engineer to road widths (while retaining the “color-stamped” concept) as well
as a City Attorney finding regarding City liability regarding the “color-stamped” roadway concept. The
Commission also added a condition requesting the C1ty to keep private utilities within 3 feet of the road
edge to preserve trees.

Person ges,pon/sible:

Action items: 09

Motion to adopt Resolution #2005 — approvmg the OP
Development Stage Plan/CUP/Preliminary Plat of “Discover
Crossing” per plans staff-dated July 21, 2005, and subject to the
conditions recommended by the Planning Commission.

Attachments: Time Allocated:
Draft Resolution #2005 — Approvmcr Plan/CUP/Plat

Draft Planning Commission Minutes of July 25

Planning Staff Report of July 21

Resolution #2005-047 Approving OP Concept Plan
Applicant’s Documentation (The Applicant’s Booklet was
included with the 7/25 Commission agenda packet. Please
bring with you).

Enjie s e




CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 2005-099

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE OPEN SPACE PRESERVATION
DEVELOPMENT STAGE PLAN, PRELIMINARY PLAT, AND
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT OF DISCOVER CROSSING.

WHEREAS, on the 21% day of April, 2005, MBM Development, LLC
(“Applicant”) and Elizabeth Lundquist submitted a completed application requesting that
the City of Lake Elmo approve an Open Space Preservation Development Concept Plan
for 24 residential lots on 71.6 acres; and

WHEREAS, on the 9" day of May, 2005, at a public hearing, the Lake Elmo
Planning Commission reviewed the Development Application, the City Planner’s reports
and comments, the comments of the Applicant and the Applicant’s representatives, and
recommended approval of the Development Application; AND

WHEREAS, on the 25% day of July, 2005, at a public hearing, the Lake Elmo
Planning Commission reviewed the Development Stage Application, the City Planner’s
reports and comments, the comments of the Applicant and the Applicant’s
representatives, and recommended approval of the Development Application based upon
the following Findings:

1. The application is in compliance with the approved Concept Plan.

2. The application generally complies with the OP Ordinance Design Standards.

3. The OP Development Stage Plan and Preliminary Plat complies with City Code
for issuance of a Conditional Use Permit for an OP Project.

4. The Preliminary Plat and Plan, upon compliance with the City Engineer’s
recommendations, comply with the Development Stage Plan and design standards
of the Subdivision Code.

And subject to the following Conditions:

1. Deletion of the project monument sign.

2. The Final Plat shall include no more than 25 building lots unless the
Comprehensive Plan/Zoning Ordinance has been officially amended to allow a
higher lot count. The final platting of Outlots A, B and/or C will only be on the
basis of the Zoning Ordinance density allowed for OP development.

3. Compliance with Valley Branch Watershed District recommendations as
determined to be applicable by the City Engineer.

4. Compliance with the recommendations of the City Engineer, specifically as to
street widths.




5. Compliance with the recommendations of the City Attorney, specifically as to the
City’s liability regarding the use of “color-stamped” roadway paving to encourage
pedestrian/bike utilization.

6. The Final Plat shall include right-of-way for a future Highway 36 service road in
a location and to a width recommended by the City Engineer.

7. The applicant and City Engincer are encourage to maintain private utility
placement within 3 feet of the paved road surfaces to preserve existing trees.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Lake Elmo City Council
hereby:

Approves the Open Space Development Stage Plan, Preliminary Plat, and Conditional
Use Permit for DISCOVER CROSSING as illustrated on the Preliminary Plat prepared
by Folz, Freeman, Erickson, Inc., dated July 5, 2005.

ADOPTED, by the Lake Elmo City Council on the 16™ day of August, 2005

Dean Johnston, Mayor
ATTEST: :

Martin Rafferty, City Administrator




PUBLIC HEARING: Preliminary Plat, Development Stage Plan -

DISCOVER CROSSING

The Planner explained that at Development Stage, there are conditional details but plans are still
preliminary. He said the final stage goes only to the City Council, and final construction plans
are dealt with by the City Engineer and Development Agreement. The site is located in the
southwest quadrant of Lake BElmo Avenue and Highway 36. The city Council approved the OP
concept on May 17 with numerous conditions. He said that will be the decision factor. He said
the preliminary plat generally complies with design standards of city code. Setback on the south
portion of the site has been increased to 200 feet. There is only 100 feet buffer to the west, with
no explanation. Water will be served by city water from a single source. Now they have
presented a plan for an advanced technology wastewater treatment system. Mn/DOT sent a letter
regarding dedication of right of way on the north line regarding a bypass/service road for
Highway 36, The River Valley Christian Church had a requirement for an easement on both
sides of the property line when they developed for a service road. The City Council did not want
a service road there. A project monument sign is still shown with this plan. Initially, outlots
were created for three additional lots should OP density change. Under current density, the parcel
qualifies for 25 lots but with new density it will qualify for 28 building lots. Open space was
recalculated. The Planner said the project is compliant with OP standards and responsive to
conditions of concept approval, He recommended approval with 5 conditions including the west
buffer, remove the sign, 25-28 lots, and compliance with VBWD, the City Attorney, and City
Engineer.

Commissioner Schneider said the bridge picture seems 1o indicate another marker or sign there,
He asked if the bridge will be the city’s to take care of, The Planner said yes, if in the right of
way. He said it is overblown for a residential development, He said the city might suddenly have
to maintain it with all the retaining walls. The Planner said unless other arrangements made, the
HOA. might maintain if we reach agreement.

Tim Freeman, FFE

He presented copies of a cross section showing 25’ pine trees. He said the plaque on the bridge is
a memorial to Mr. and Mrs, Lundquist. The bridge details a large culvert dressed up with
retaining walls, and the HOA. is supposed to maintain it as well as the planting. He said the
bridge could be removed and everything will still function. He said there is no additional liability
to the city, The culvert/tunnel will meet all design standards of the City Engineer’s requirements.
He said there was an oversight on the plan, the one-way street will be 14 feet. The T intersection
was supposed to be a cul de sac but the city wanted trees saved. He said it is not normally a city
standard but the city indicated they wanted it. With regard to technical issues of the septic
system, and additional drainfield issues, he asked the Planning Commission to defer to MPCA
design and review experts. The trail proposed is no additional burden on the city either. A
portion of the street is stamped to indicate the area for pedestrians to walk. If residents want it
when the street is repaved, they should pay the extra assessment to have that portion stamped
again. He said there is no more difficult to just overlay it. The street is above and beyond the
city standards with no cost or issue to the city.

Mark Putman,

Mr. Putman said the applicants now have tree survey data. They studied the grades to save the
trees leading to the divided lane in the road. In the bridge area, once past the two trees there is
one more bur oak, so they shifted things to protect it and to minimize construction traffic. Most
sites have been located to best position houses and garages as well as streets and trails within the
trees. Their design goes above and beyond any regulations anywhere in the Twin Cities that he is
aware of. The bridge allows another exposure to the vista of open space. He they tried to




minimize the impact of the road. They are trying to create the circumstance of arched tunnels of
trees with narrow roads. He said there are subtle ways to slow a car such as to narrow width of
the road, with perceived width reductions, closer to trees, rumble strips, and colored pattern
stamped asphalt. The quality of design is a reflection on the city and the neighborhood. It is
more costly but the applicant is trying to do something better, There is more than the required
amount trail that is another plus. The patterned asphalt on the bridge will make noise as you go
over. Few people speed past a beautiful view with a little rise and a rumble to it. He said the
entry name memorializes a great man who meant something to kids, It is comprised of natural
stone about 4 feet high by 3 feet wide. He said it is subtle and laid back but there is distinction to
it,

Commissioner Fliflet asked if the 5 feet wide stamped trail runs alongside all road within the
development. Mr. Putman said that it does.

Commissioner Sedro asked about preserving trees around the houses. How will they preserved if
someone does not want them? Mr, Puiman said they will be preserved by the HOA. Permits will
be required from the city as well as the design review committee. No tree can be removed unless
absolutely necessary. That is why every tree has been located. Home sites have been designed
with trees in mind, Trees will remain as buffers at street, back, and between homes,
Commissioner Sedro suggested putting money into escrow for the trail experiment, in case it does
not work. Mr. Putman said the length meets/exceeds the trail requirement. H it does not look
good, it goes away when it gets seal coated.

The Planner said that 22 feet of driving surface (plus 5 of trail) is three feet wider than the city
normally wants. He said the city is about to embark on a higher level of tree removal through our
forestry consultant. Mr. Freeman said Dr. Widin was out on the site with them. They would
expect her input. He said the street with trail is fully drivable, it slows traffic, pedestrians are
allowed to walk there but traffic has to slow and move .over. He said they do not intend to
remove a tree for a trail.

Commissioner Van Zandt said the perception is of taking a space and defining it, He said it
works to slow traffic. . '

Commissioner Fliflet asked if that will result in walking on the wrong side of the street, will it
feel rough for strollers and tricycles. Mr, Freeman said it would be just like pavers. There are a
nuimber of choices for patterns including a sidewalk pattern.

Commissioner Pelletier said the plan for the trail is beautiful and it does slow down traffic
completely. She is concerned that with the HOA in charge of the bridge that they understand
what they are getting into. Mr. Freeman said the type of association being established will result
in homeowners being intimately involved with each other. He said the worst case scenario is they
‘can be removed and everything still functions because it is just the illusion of a bridge on a
normal city street.

~ Commissioner Schneider ésked where a visitor would park.
The Planner said he will check with the City Attorney for where lability lies.

Commissioner Pelletier said she is concerned for the fact that the pedestrian trail is level with the
street. Kids will not differentiate between road and trail.




THE CHAIRMAN OPENED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT 8:46 P.M,

Jay Michels, 5424 Lake Elmo Avenue

Mr. Michels said he can safely say his supporiive of this project. They did a nice job. He said the
Planning Commission spent one hour discussing a 20 feet wide street through a subdivision of 25

homes but have not taken the opportunity to run a service lane for Highway 36. He said there has
been a lot of traffic moving through since the light was installed.

THE CHAIRMAN CLOSED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT 8:48 P.M.
The Chairman recessed and reconvened at 8:59 p.m.

Chairman Helwig said we should get an easement for the service road. He said the city would be
making a mistake not putting an easement in there. Commissioner Ptacek agreed and said he
made it part of the earlier motion at concept stage. The Planner said the City Council’s concern
was that it was not as contintious a connection as we would like. Deer Glen had a connection to
the east with lands in between. The service road came up later. He was not aware that River
Valley Church had to dedicate right of way. Mn/DOT letter may have spooked the issue because
of specific design criteria. Council did not want a straight shot service road attracting fast food
restaurants to if. He said the city needs to get between Keats and Lake Elmo Avenue somehow.
He said there would be no harm done to have the easement but the specific design may have
spooked it. '

M/S/P, Sedro/Helwig, To recommend approval of the Preliminary Plat and Development Stage
Plan for DISCOVER CROSSING based on items 2,3,4 in the staff report plus road widths as
recommended by the City Engineer plus the City Attorney’s assurance that the city has no
pedestrian lability, and add right of way for a Highway 36 service road in a location as
determined by the City Engineer.

Commissioner Ptacek directed attention-to Figure I in the applicant’s booklet. There are utility
easements of 10 feet on top of 50 feet of right of way. Ultilities could be placed on the back edge
of the curb. The Planner said that small utility companies have to get permits from the city, it is
not uncommon to have them place utilities within three feet of the road. We can specify where
they go. Mr, Freeman said utilities can go into a joint trench too. Commissioner Ptacek said
utility companies cut down trees. If we can regulate it if the Planner says so. Freeman we want
them to work within three feet and do a joint trench. Ptacek also way to roadway surface is city
responsibility and retaining walls, trails, etc. language provided that comrnission encourages city
to maintain Beyond purview perhaps Planner.

MOTION AMENDED Ptacek/Sedro, To encourage the city to maintain the actual location of
utilities within three feet of the back of curbs with the intent to preserve more trees,

Commissioner Fliflet said she would be voting against it because of issues related to the stamped
trail,

VOTE: 7:2, Nay- Fliflet/ Schneider.
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LAKE ELMO PLANNING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT

Date: July 21, 2005 for the Meeting of July 25, 2005
Applicant: MBM Development, LL.C
Location: Southwest Quadrant of Highway 36 and Lake Elmo Avenue

Requested Action: Open Space Preservation (OP) Development Stage Plan/CUP and
Preliminary Plat

Land Use Plan Guiding: RAD
Existing Zoning: RR
Site History and Existing Conditions:

Review of City address and development files regarding this site (5744 Lake Elmo Avenue)
reveals no City actions or permits of consequence in recent years. There have been City permits
issued over the past decades for re-roofing and a pole barn, but no land use issues or violations are
reflected in the City records.

The 72 acre site with a single home and related outbuildings is approximately 70% forested, with a
pariially forested apple orchard, some tilled land and water features composing the 30% balance.
A majority of the site (excepting the tilled portion) is rolling terrain, with approximately 75 feet
of topographic difference from the high point (NE corner of the apple orchard) to the low point
{wetland adjacent to he Lake Elmo Avenue). The applicant reports that no slopes exceed 24%. The
applicant has identified probable wetland areas on the site — to be confirmed by the Valley Branch
Watershed Staff based on a formal Wetlands Delineation Report.

The City Council approved an OP Concept Plan for this site by Resolution #2005-047 on May 17,
2005.

Discussion and Analysis:

Staff has reviewed the applicant’s graphics and calculations for compliance with the specific
design standards of the OP Ordinance. In addition, Preliminary Engineering Plans have been
submitted to MnDNR (wetlands/floodplain); Valley Branch Watershed (Wetlands/surface water
handling/floodplain), Washington County (CSAH #17), MnDOT (State Highway 36), and City
Engineer Prew (Watet/sewer/streets/surface water infrastructure and plat design); The draft
Protective Covenants have been submitied to City Attorney Filla for his review and
recommendations as well. The majority (but not all) of those outside review parties have
responded by this writing, and their comments and recommendations are attached hereto.

Staff observations and those of significance from outside review agencies (as available at this
time} are as follow:

1. The OP Development Stage Plan continues to generally comply with the specific design
standards prescribed by the City Code, except as noted below.




2. With respect to the conditions attached to the Concept Plan approval resolution we
observe:

a.

b.

h.

Proposed house pads on the south perimeter lots are now at least 200 feet from the
south site property line (buffer).

We find no clear demonstration by the applicant that the 100 + foot buffer at the
west site periphery contains features that will guarantee year round effectiveness of
the buffer — screening. We note that this buffer area does contain existing
forestation which is proposed to be retained, How effective a screen will that
existing forestation result in? Site cross-sections relating house elevations to buffer
vegetation would be a way to demonstrate the probable effectiveness.

The applicant has submitted plans (lateral design) for single source water to all lots
within the project, as required. The City Engineer’s memo includes requirements
regarding trunk sizing of a portion of the water main. The developer will receive
credit for the oversizing from the City Water Enterprise Fund.

The applicant has submitted preliminary plans for “single point” wastewater
treatment for all lots on the site. The City Engineer has provided commentary and
requirements regarding those plans.

The Preliminary Plat depicts the road easement that was previously granted the
City along the north property line with the church site. The City Council deleted a
requirement for additional consideration by the City of a service road extension
strategy from CSAH #17, west.

The project monument sign remains a feature of the Development Stage Plan, even
though a condition of Concept Plan approval was for its removal.

The Preliminary Plat presents 25 platted lots — the maximum allowable on this site
by present OP density formula applied to the “Buildable Area” calculations
provided by the applicant. (The applicant’s Figure C “Layout Plan” depicts a Lot
14 in Block 1 — but no Lot 6. The Plat is numbered correctly). We note that
enhanced accuracy resulting from the formal Wetlands Delineation has resulted in a
slight increase (from the Concept Stage) in the Buildable Area, and the resulting
one lot increase over the 24 lots approved in the Concept. Three outlots (A, B, and
C) are also shown as potential future lots to be eligible (as outlots) for building
permits only upon being final platted at a later date should the OP density formula
be amended from 0.40 units to 0.45 units per buildable acre.

Valley Branch Watershed comments are again attached.

3. We note that the City Engineer has again recommended the deletion of the “stamped and
colored trail” proposed as a part of the street surface, as well as his notes regarding the
proposed septic system. These are technical details that can be addressed during Final Plan
preparations, but the City Engineer’s recommendations should be a specific condition of
Development Stage approval.

Findings and Recommendations:

No specific OF Development Stage Findings by the Commission are required by the City Code.
Appropriate Findings would, however, go to compliance with the approved Concept Plan and
conditions to that approval, as well as continued compliance with the OP Ordinance design
standards. Those findings can be made regarding this application subject to the City Fngineer’s
recommendations.

In addition to the OP Development Stage findings, the Commission should include findings with
any approval recommendation regarding the Conditional Use Permit and the Preliminary Plat,




Staff suggested Findings include;

1.

The OP Development Stage Plan and Preliminary Plat complies with the City Code -
required Findings for issuance of a Conditional Use Permit as such Findings apply to an
OP Project.

The Preliminary Plat -and Plang, upon compliance with the City Engineer’s
recommendations, complies with the Development Stage Plan and the design standards of
the Subdivision Code,

Staff recommends the OP Development Stage Plan, Conditional Use Permit and Preliminary Plat
be recommended for approval by the Planning Commission, subject to the following conditions —
all of which should be adhered to with the OP Final Stage Plans and Final Plat/Development
Agreement:

1.

2.
3.

4,

5.

Applicant shall clearly demonstrate by graphics the year round effectiveness of buffering
proposed within the 100 foot west OP buffer,

Deletion of the project monument sign.

The Final Plat shall include no more than 25 building lots unless the Comprehensive
Plan/Zoning Ordinance has been officially amended to allow a higher lot count, The final
platting of Outlots A, B and/or C will only be on the basis of the Zoning Ordinance density
allowed for OP development.

Compliance with Valley Branch Watershed District recommendations as determined to be
applicable by the City Engineer.

Compliance with the recommendations of the City Engineer and City Attorney.

Planning Commission Actions Requested:

Motion to recommend approval of the OP Development Stage Plan, Conditional Use Permit and
Preliminary Plat of Discover Crossing per plans staff dated July 21, 2005 subject to the following
conditions:

L.

2.
3.

Applicant shall clearly demonstrate by graphics the year round effectiveness of buffering
proposed within the 100 foot west OP buffer.

Deletion of the project monument sign,

The Final Plat shall include no more than 25 building lots unless the Comprehensive
Plan/Zoning Ordinance has been officially amended to allow a higher lot count. The final
platting of Outlots A, B and/or C will only be on the basis of the Zoning Ordinance density
allowed for OP development.

Compliance with Valley Branch Watershed District recommendations as determined to be
applicable by the City Engineer,

Compliance with the recommendations of the City Engineer and City Attorney.

Charles E. Dif erudCﬂy Planner




1.
2. Planning Commission Minutes of May 9, 2005 (Minutes and Resolution of May 17 City

Attachments:

Location Map

Council Meeting are Not Available at this time)
Outside Review Comments/Recommendations
Applicant’s Project Graphics/Narrative
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MAGNUSON LAW FIRM

LICENSED IN MINNESOTA AND WISCONSIN

THE DESCH OFFICE BUILDING
333 NORTH MAIN STREET * SUITE #202 « P,O. BOX 438 « STILLWATER, MN 55082
TELEPHONE: (G51)439-9464 « FAX: (651) 439-5641

DAVID T. MAGNUSON MARGARET M. MURPHY
MEMORANDUM
TO: Jerry Filla, City Attorney
City of Lake Elmo
FROM: David T. Magnuson
DATE: August 4, 2005
RE: Street Scape Surface Design Discover Crossing

I represent the developers of Discover Crossing and would like to drop you a note with
regard to the proposed stamped concrete strip that they would like to install as part of the street
improvements for this project.

The concept has been developed in other parts of the United States and is the sort of
aesthetic touch that would set Lake Flmo apart from the avérage clumsily done suburban project.
Evidently, at the staff level, someone had mentioned that the City might be concerned about
creating a liability with this road design. We don’t think that liability would be remotely
possible for the following reasons:

The common law doctrine of official immunity protects government officials from suit
for their discretionary actions taken in the course of their official duties. The leading Minnesota
case with regard to road design is found in freland v. Crow’s Nest Yachts, Inc., 552 N.W.2d 269

(Minn. App. 1996). This decision recognized that the City was not liable for design flaws based

upon the official immunity doctrine.




Further, however, the City would have discretionary immunity, especially with regard to
road construction and road design. We think that a planning level decision with regard to the
road surface design is one that involves factors such as the financial, political, economic and
social effecté of a given plan or policy.

We believe that a City Council decision, based upon the social benefits of a unique and
interesting road design, both the political and economic considerations that communities should
promote pedestrian activity, with the added awareness that stamped asphalt would provide to‘
motorists, would surely insulate the City from liability.

In summary, we believe Lake Elmo would be protected from suit in this instance by the
doctrine of official immunity and, in addition, by the discretionary immunity provided by Minn.

Stat. §466.03, Subd. 6 (1966). Give me a if you'd like to talk about this further.

Pavid {.\Magnuson




Metropolitan District
Waters Edge :

1500 West County Road B-2 : '
Roseville MN 55113-3174 RECEIVED

August 2, 2005 : B £« 2*;@%3

Chuck Dillernd
City Planner/City Administrator
3800 Laverne Ave, North

Lake Elmo,

SUBJECT:

MN 55042

Discover Crossing, Mn/DOT Review #P05-085
South of TH 36 and West of Lake Elmo Avenue
Lake Elmo, Washington County

Control Section 8204

Dear Mr. Dillerud:

The Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) has reviewed the above referenced plat
in compliance with Minnesota Statute 50503, subdivision 2, Plats. Before any further
development, please address the following issues: :

As mentioned in the site plan review (May, 2005), the TH 36 Corridor Study (April,
2001) identified County Road 17 at TH 36 as a future “overpass.” There will be no
direct access from TIH 36 to County Road 17. Access will by via a backage road
system. If you have any questions concerriing these comments please contact Wayne
Lemaniak (651~ 634-2147) in Mn/DOT’s Traffic Section.

Tt does not appear that a drainage permit will be required,

Mn/DOT's policy is to assist local governments in promoting compatibility between
land use and highways, Residential uses located adjacent to highways often result in
complaints about traffic noise. Traffic noise from this highway could exceed noise
standards established by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development, and .the U.S, Department of
"Transportation. Minnesota Rule 7030.0030 states that municipalities are responsible
for taking all reasonable measures to prevent land use activities listed in the MPCA's
Noise Area Classification (NAC) where the establishment of the land use would

-, result in violations of established noise standards.

Mn/DOT policy regarding development adjacent to existing highways prohibits the
expenditure of highway funds for noise mitigation measures in such areas. The
project proposer should assess the noise situation and take the action deemed
necessary to minimize the impact of any highway noise. If you have any questions
regarding Mn/DOT's noise policy please contact Peter Wasko in our Design section
at (651) 582-1293. :

As a reminder, please address all initial future coriespondence for development activity such as
plats and site plans to:

Development Review Coordinator

An equal opportunity employer




Mu/DOT - Metro Division
Waters Edge

1500 West County Road B-2
Roseville, Minnesota 35113

Mn/DOT document submittal guidelines require three (3) complete copies of plats and two (2)
copies of other review documents including site plans. Failure to provide three (3) copies of a
plat and/or two (2) copies of other review documents will make a submittal incomplete and delay
Mn/DOT’s review and response to development proposals. We appreciate your anticipated
cooperation in providing the necessary number of copies, as this will prevent us from having to
delay and/or return incomplete submittals,

If you have any questions concerning this review please feel free to contact me at (651) 582-1548

Sincerely / "

A

Tod Sherman
Planning Supervisor

Copy Wayne Sandberg / Washington County
Joe Lux / Washington County
Folz, Freeman, Erickson,Inc.
Wayne Lemaniak - Traffic
Ann Braden / Metropolitan Council
Mn/DOT Division File CS 8204
Mn/DOT LGL File — Lake Elmo

Wayne Sandberg
Washington County
Transportation Engineer
11660 Myeron Road
Stillwater, MN 55082

Joe Laux

Washington County

Senior Transportation Planner
11660 Myeron Road
Stillwater, MN 55082

Folz, Freeman, Erickson, Inc.
5620 Memorial Avenue North
Stillwater, MN 55082




CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 2005-047

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE OPEN SPACE PRESERVATION

- DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT PLAN OF DISCOVER CROSSING.

| WHEREAS, on the 21 day of April, 2005, MBM Development, LLC

(“Applicant”) and Elizabeth Lundquist submitted a completed application requesting that
the City of Lake Elmo approve an Open Space Preservation Development Concept Plan
for 24 residential lots on 71.6 acres; and

WHEREAS, on the 9" day of May, 2005, at a public hearing, the Lake Elmo

Planning Commission reviewed the Development Application, the City Planner’s reports
and comments, the comments of the Applicant and the Applicant’s representatives, and
recommended approval of the Development Application based upon the following
Findings:

1.

hereby:

Except as noted regarding OP buffer compliance, the OP Concept Plan generally
complies with the OP design standards as can be determmcd at the Concept Plan
Stage.

The Concept Plan is genelally con51stent with the purpose of the Open Space
Preservation Ordinance.
The Concept Plan generally complies Wlﬂ'l the Comprehensive Plan.

NOW, THEREFGRE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Lake Elmo City Council

Approves the Open Space Concept Plan for DISCOVER CROSSING as

illustrated on the Concept Plan prepared by Folz, Freeman, Erickson, Inc., staff dated
May 4 , 2005 with the following conditions:

1.

2.

All house pads shall be at least 200 feet form the south property line and 100 feet

from the west property line.

Applicant shall clearly demonstrate by graphics the year round effectiveness of
buffering proposed within the 100 foot west OP buffer.

Applicant shall submit preliminary plans to provide water supply from a single
community well and lateral service to home sites.

Applicant shall submit preliminary plans to treat wastewater with a single
Constructed Wetlands Wastewater Treatment System (or technologlcally
equivalent) with sewer laterals to the individual home sites.

The Development Stage Plan and Preliminary Plat shall show easement for an
cast/west service road along the north property line reflecting the MnDOT graphic
as presented the Planning Commission.

Deletion of the project monument sign.




7. The Development Stage Plan/Preliminary Play shall include no more than 24
building lots unless the Comprehensive Plan/Zoning Ordinance has been

officially amended to allow a higher lot count.
8. Compliance with Valley Branch Watershed District recommendations  as

determined to be applicable by the City Engineer.

ADOPTED, by the Lake Elmo City Council on the 17 day of May, 2005

Dean Johnston, Mayor
ATTEST: _

Martin Rafferty, City Administrator




Lake Elmo Agenda Section: Planning, Land Use and Zoning No. 9C
City Council
August 16, 2005

Agenda Item: Section 520 Site Plan Amendment — Village North

Background Information for August 16, 2005:

At its meeting August 9, 2005 the Planning Commission unanimously adopted a recommendation to
approve this proposal to modify the site plan of a previously approved project to construct a 10,000 square
foot office building on 39™ Street North — Brookman Addition. The revised plan re-orients most of the off-
street parking from the front of the building to the rear and side of the building, and enhances the
landscaping that will be installed. Both modifications are efforts by the developer to improve the streetscape
appearance and “pedestrian friendly” aspects of the project. The new site design requires a slight increase to
the area of the site, which can be processed by staff as a Lot Line Adjustment. Staff advised the
Commission that the revised design was a better response to the Village Area concept than the previously
approved “suburban style” design placing a sea of parking between the street and the building.

The Commission’s approval recommendation included the same conditions as the prior approval action by
the Council — primarily related to the exterior lighting of the site.

Person responsible:
AT Vi

Action items:

Motion to approve an amendment to the Section 520 Site Plan for
“Village North™ per plans staff-dated August 4, 2005, as
recommended by the Planning Commission, subject to the
following conditions:

1. Compliance with the recommendations of the City
Engineer — specifically regarding wastewater treatment
(temporary and permanent).

2. Compliance with the recommendations of the Valley
Branch Watershed District as found to be reasonable and
practical by the City Engineer.

3. Submission by the applicant of exterior lighting plans
compliance with Section 1350 prior to the issuance of a
Building Permit.

Attachments: Time Allocated:
1. Draft Planning Commission Minutes of August 9
2. Planning Staff Report of August 4
3. Graphics




Excerpt of Lake Elmo Planning Commission Meeting Minutes of August 9, 2003
Village North — Amended Site Plan

Amended Site Plan — Village North

M/S/P, Ptacek/Sedro, To recommend approval of the amended Site Plan for Village
North because it makes the site look better and is a more desirable plan, subject to the
following Conditions from the staff report dated August 3, 2005:

1. Compliance with the recommendations of the City Engineer — specifically
regarding wastewater treatment, both temporary and permanent.

2. Compliance with the recommendations of the Valley Branch Watershed District
as found to be reasonable and practical by the City Engineer.

3. Submission by the applicant of exterior lighting plans compliant with Section
1350 of the Lake Elmo Municipal Code prior to the issuance of a Building
Permit.

VOTE: 9:0.




LAKE ELMO PLANNING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT

Date: August 4, 2005, 2005 for the Meeting of August 9, 2005
Applicant: Mike Lynsky (Brookman/Raleigh — Land Owners)
Location: North Side of 39" Strest North, West of State Highway 5
" Requested Action; Section 520 Site Plan Amendment

Land Use Plap Guiding: C (Commercial) |

Existing Zoning: GB (General Business)

Site History and Existing Conditions:

The site is a portion of the Brookman 3" Addition which was platted in the late 1980s. At that
time 39™ Street North and City water mains were constructed by the developer to serve the area.
The lots of the Brookman 3™ Addition were platted with Lots 1 and 2 of Block 3 at 5.1 acres and
6.6 acres respectively, and remain vacant. The GB minimum lot area is 1.5 acres today, and was in
the late 1980°s as well. Redivision of those parcels to accommodate future buyers’ needs was
likely anticipated with the original platting. '

The site is also a portion of the Village North PUD Concept Plan, which was tabled with the
applicant’s concurrence on April 14, 2003 pending completion of the Old Village Neighborhood
Design Study. The site plan and lot configuration coincide with the tabled PUD Concept Plan,
That application (the PUD application) remains on the table; and the entire Village North site
~ (except the subject area) remains subject to a City Council Development Moratorium which
remajns in force on its face until October 12, 2005 — unless earlier repealed or modified by the
City Council.

On March 15, 2005 the City Council approved a Section 520 Site Plan for an office building at
this location. The Council also approved a Minor Subdivision creating the specific site; removed
the site from the Village Area Moratorium; and approved vacation of certain drainage and utility
casements. No variances were specifically approved, but the Council did make a finding that
commercial grade asphalt shingles of the specification used by the Credit Union in Eagle Point
Business Park comply with the General Business District performance standards, No zoning
ordinance variances were applied for or approved in March. Therefore the site would be required
to comply with all other application City Code standards. The applicant has not proceeded with
the construction, and none of the legal documents related to the Minor Subdivision and easement
vacation have as yet been recorded.

Discussion and Analysis:
The applicant now proposes to amend the approved site plan in the following manner:

1. Slightly increasing site area from 69,410 square feet to 72,310 square feet.
2. Reconfiguring the site plan to move the building forward toward 39" Strect Noxth.




3. Reconfiguring parking to move the majority from the street side to the back and sides of
the site. The parking count is 1 space more than the approved plan (53 now, 52 previously
approved).

4, In recognition of the differing parking layout, conversion of the landscape parking arca
isiands to landscape peninsulas — which continue to comply with parking lot landscaping
requirements.

It is the understanding of staff that the building size, shape and architecture remains as previously
approved. The description of the Minor Subdivision will change somewhat if this amendment is
approved since the site is somewhat larger. No further actions by the Comimission/Council are
required to accommodate the Minor Subdivision modification, as this becomes a Lot Line
Rearrangement, which can be approved at the staff level.

We finther understand that the proposed amendment is based on the applicant’s desire to produce
a site design that better responds to “New Urbanism”. New Urbanism essentially advocates
commercial (and residential) design that “hides” as much of the off-street parking as possible from
the streetscape, and places buildings closer to the street. This design approach (as seen in the
downtown commercial areas of most traditional communities — like Lake Elmo Avenue here
today) — is considered to be more pedestrian-friendly as well as better emphasizing the architecture
of the building rather than exposing a “sea” of parking to the traveling public on the street side of
the site. Staff concurs with the applicant’s designer in this regard.

A review of the amended Section 520 Site Plan for compliance with GB and other applicable City
Code standards reveals the following:

1. No revised Site Lighting Plan has been submitted. Those submitted previously forecast
foot candle lighting levels in excess of levels specified by the City Code for areas beyond a
20 foot radius from the light source. Since no specific light fixture specifications are
provided, we are assuming that a maximum of 1.5 foot candles is permitted. The exterior
lighting plan should be relamped or otherwise redesigned to comply with the Code — or
fixture specifications should be provided that would permit a less restrictive standard.

2. The exterior lighting fixtures were previously proposed to be located 27 feet above the
parking lot surface (25 foot poles on 2 foot pedestals). Since no specific fixture
specifications are provided we are assuming that the maximum allowable total fixture
height is 20 feet. The fixture height deviation from Code standards may contribute to the
lighting intensity deviation noted in #1.

Findings and Recemmendations:

Staff finds that the amended Section 520 Site Plan generally complies with General Business
District and other City Code Standards, except as noted previously. The compliance issues noted
above must be addressed by the applicant with plan modifications prior to issuance of a Building
Permit. Staff recommends approval of the amended site plan subject to the following conditions:

1. Compliance with the recommendations of the City Engineer — specifically regarding
wastewater treatment (temporary and permanent).

2. Compliance with the recommendations of the Valley Branch Watershed District as found
to be reasonable and practical by the City Engineer.

3. Submission by the applicant of exterior lighting plans compliance with Section 1350 prior
to the issuance of a Building Permit.




Planning Commission Actions Reguested: _
Motion to recommend approval of the amended Site Plan for the Lake Elmo Professional Center
per plans staff dated August 3, 2005, and subject to the following conditions:

1. Compliance with the recommendations of the City Engineer — specifically regarding
wastewater treatment (temporary and permanent).

2. Compliance with the recommendations of the Valley Branch Watershed District as found
to be reasonable and practical by the City Engineer.

3. Submission by the applicant of exterior lighting plans compliance with Section 1350 prior
to the issuance of a Building Permit.

Charles E. Dﬂlerucl C1ty Planner

Attachments:

1. Location Map

2. City Council Resolution. #2005 025

3, City Council Minutes of March 15, 2005

4, Planning Commission Minutes of March 14, 2005
5. Previously Approved Site Plan

6. Applicant’s August 2005 Amended Graphics




" Minér Subdivision ~ Brookmen 3" Addition

| City of Lake Elmo
Washington County, Minnesota

Resolution No. 2005- 025

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A SECTION 520 SITE PLAN AND
MINOR SUBDIVISION TO LAKE ELMO PROFESSIONAL CENTER, LLP

WHEREAS, Lake Elmo Professional Center, I.LP, has mads application to the
City of Lake Eimo for a Minor Subdivision pursuant to Section 520 and Section 400.07 of
the Lake Elmo Municipal Code of the following described parcels of land; to wit:

Lot 1, Block 3, BROOKMAN 3*° ADDITION

And
Lot 2, Block 3, BROOKMAN 382 ADDITION

WHIERTEAS, the Lake Elmo Planning Commission considered this Section 520
Site Plan request at its February 14, 2005 meeting, and recommended that the Section 520
Site Plan be denied based upon the following Findings; ,

1. The absence of a wastewater treatment plan that meets standards of Section

700 of the Lake Elmo Municipal Code.
2. Asphalt shingles do not meet architectural standards of the Lake Elmo

Municipal Code.

WHEREAS, the Lake Elmo Planning Commission reconsidered this Section 520
Site Plan request at its March 14, 2005 meeting, and recommended that the Section 520
Site Plan be approved subject to the following condition:

1. Submission of a wastewater treatment plan and construction that mests
standards of Section 700 of the Lake Eimo Municipal Code,

WHEREAS, the Lake Blmo Planning Commission considered this Minor
Subdivision request at its February 14, 2005 meeting, and recommended that the Minor
Subdivision be denied based upon the following Findings:

1. The Section 520 Site Plan was denied.
WHERTEAS, the Lake Elmo Planning Commission reconsidered this Minor
Subdivision request at its March 14, 2005 meeting, and recommended that the Minor

Subdivision be approved subject to the following conditions:

1. Vacate existing drainage easements and replace with easements along
boundary of newly created parcel.




NOW, THEREFORE BE I'T RESOLVED that the Section 520 Site Plan and

' Minor Subdmsmn is hereby approved by the City Council to Lake Elmo Professional
Center, LLP.

ADOPTED by the Lake Elmo City Counel this 15% day of March, 20(}/,5/’“’”'

NO SV o

' Dean J;hnﬁf)n, Mayor
ATTEST; g& |
AN \u .

Martin Rafferly, City Admlist ai?f’




Rezoning from and RR Designation to a PF Designation
Mayor Johnston noted that the hardship does not exist for a rezoning and there is a

- reasonable use of land under the current zoning. Attorney Filla pointed out that the
rezoning would not be consistent with the City’s 1990 Comp Plan, the City approved
2000 Comp Plan and with any changes to the City approved 2000 Comp Plan as a resnlt
of the agreement between the city and the Met Council.

Conditional Use Permit

The City Planner explained based on the traffic study the traffic generated by the
proposed development would create traffic congestion at the intersection of Keats
Avenue and Highway 36. Mr. Danielson reported that Mn/DOT szid that this
development would not create any unsatisfactory problem on Hwy 36, but does present
delays on Keats approaching Hwy 36. There would be & minimal impact on the
intersection except on weekends. Danielson said MnDOT would say the 3-corner
intersection could be in now. The church is willing to spend $150,000 to improve this
intersection,

The requested Conditional Use Permit for proposed Lot I, Block 1 would allow
development that is not consistent with the current zoning for the applicant’s property
and because of the traffic generated by the proposed development would create serious
traffic congestion at Keats Avenue and Hwy 36.

Attorney Filla will draft a resolution incorporating Council direction. The council
recommended denial of the comprehensive plan amendment and the rezoning from RR to
a PF designation so the use will be denied because it is not consistent with the zoning. -

M/S/P Conlin/Johnson - to table the development applications for the Lakewood
Evangelical Free Church until the April 5th Council meeting where resolutions will be
provided for council approval. (Motion passed 5-0.) '

B. Minor Subdivision/Site Plan and Zoning Variance, Amendment to the
Development Moratorium, Public Hearing: Vacation of drainage
casements — Lynsky (Brookman 3% Addition),Resolution No. 2005-025,
Resolution No, 2005-026, Ordinance No, 97-153

Plarmer Dillerud reported the Planning Commission adopted a recommendation for denial
of the applications for Minor Subdivision and Section 520 Site Plan that are proposed by
the applicant to allow construction of a 10,000 sq.ft. office building on 39™ Street North.
Prior to the Commission’s vote on the motion, the Chair offered the applicant’s
representative an opportunity to waive the 60 day city review window to allow time to
process the variance issue, but that offer was declined. Dillerud noted that subsequent to
February 14 one of the partners of the project formally requested the 60 day review
waiver, and a variance application will be heard by the Planning Commission on March
14, 2005. Staff committed to the applicant to bring the applications to the Council on
March 15, along with the Planning Commission recommendation on the variance.

LAKE ELMO CITY COUNCIL MINUTES MARCH 15, 2005 9




The Planner asked Council action on 1.) Moratorium,; 2.) Site Plan; 3.) Variance; 4.)
Minor Subdivision, and 5.) Hearing and Easement Vacation. A Resolution denying the
Site Plan and Minor Subdivision, Ordinance regarding the Moratorium and a Resolution
for the easement vacation is provided for Council review.

Tracy Galowitz, applicant, explained it would be a prairie style building, similar to the
professional buildings in Carriage Station. They simply want to keep their business in
town. They need the moratorium lifted, a minor subdivision and are asking for a variance
for asphalt shingles.

DeLapp/No Second - to deny the moratorium because the City is still waiting for a master
plan to see how this building fits into the plan.

M/S/P Johnson/Johnston ~ to approve Ordinance 97-153, An Ordinance removing
property from the restrictions of the Village Area Development Moratorium. (Motion
passed 4-1:DelLapp)

M/S/P Johnson/Johnston - to approve Resolution No. 2005-025 , approving the Section
520 Site Plan and Minor subdivision applications of Mike Lynsky/Lake Elmo Business
Park Co. (Motion passed 4-1:DeLapp - They should put in a holding tank as proposed,
take 5 credits of sewer. It is a waste of their money).

M/S/P DeLapp/Sﬁﬁth — to approve the asphalt roofing material as the same approved
asphalt shingles used on the Prairie Ridge Office Park and in the County, City Credit
Union used based on the Findugs by the City Planner, (Motion passed 5-0). ‘

Mayor Johnston opened the Public Hearing at 11:29 p.m..
There was no one to speak for or against vacating the drainage easement.
Mayor Johnston closed the Public Hearing at 11:30 p.m.

M/8/P Conlin/DeLapp - to approve Resolution No. 2005-026, A Resolution Vacating
Existing Platted Drainage and Utility Easements in Brookman 3" Addition. (Motion
passed 5-0).

C. Conditional Use Permit, Variance and Section 520 Site plan — City of
Lake Flmo
The City Planner reported the City has made application to construct an 11,000 sq.ft.
Public Works/Park Maintenance building and a 500,000 gallon water storage tank on a 20
acre site adjacent Sunfish Park. The Conditional Use Permit is to locate a Public Facility
on a PF zoned site. The variance is to the standards of the PF zone to allow standing
~ seam metal exterior surfacing to retain the rural image of the proposed structure,

Merle Olson said Lehart Friedrich sold 150 acres at $2,000 an acre, which at that time
was much less than the going price. The City, Parks Commission voted and passed this so
a covenant was made for this land to be used only for park purposes. Olson had talked to

LAKE ELMO CITY COUNCIL MINUTES MARCH 15, 2005 10




a , AN ADED/APPROVED: 4/11/05
‘Occupations from RR or inclasion of it, The Planner provided code language for the inclusion of Home
Occupations in the RR portion of the zoning code.

THE CHAIRMAN OPENED THE PUBLIC HEARNG AT 9:08 P.M,

AT 9:00 P.M., THE CHAIRMAN CLOSED THE PUBLIC HEARING AFTER HEARING NO
COMMENTS.

M/S/P, Ptacek/Sedro, to recommend approval of a zoning text amendment for Section 300.07 4.b.2, to
allow Home Occupations in the RR Zoning District,

Commissioner Ptacek said the matter was simple housekeeping.

VOTE: 9:0,
COMMISSIONER SESSING RETURNED TO THE TABLE.

PUBLIC HEARING: CIP 2005-2009 AMENDMENT

The Planner introduced the City’s application to amend the CIP 2005-09. He advised that an amendment
to the CIP is an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan. He said the section proposed for is the strest
construction/reconstruction section is the Infrastructure Reserve Fund. He reported that the City
Engineer has sampled the Hilltop sub grade, and has determined it was not as bad as presumed. Instead
of total reconstruction of Hilltop the City Engineer now recommends a less costly mill and resurface
project, The Planner said that finding will free some street funds in 2006 to undertake deferred overlay

projects in 2006
Commissioner Fliflet said it appears the cost has gone up for those overJays about $18,000.

The Planner said that cost has gone up
THE CHAIRMAN OPENED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT 9:16 P.M.

NO SPEAKER CAME FORWARD, AND THE CHAIRMAN CLCSED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT
9:17P.M,

M/S/P, Pracek/Sessing, to recommend approval of an amendment to the Capital Improvement Program
2005-09, Infrastructure Reserve Fund to add 2007 street overlays to the 2006 program, and amend the
Hilltop project from reconstruction to overlay. VOTE: 9:0.

PUBLIC HEARING: Variance — Visible Roofing Materials ~ Village North Offlce Park

The Planner reminded the Commission of the application by Mike Lynskey for a site plan and minor
subdivision for an office building. The Planning Commnission had previously recommended denial. He
advised the Comrmission that the applicant has waived the 60 day review period, and has requested going
forward with the variance to allow asphalt roofing.

Commissioner Deziel said the proposed roofing materials are a reasonable use of the property.

Tracy Galkowitz

She said the partnership is excited to have an office buﬂdmg in the Old Village. They tailored their
architecture after the bank and the Carriage Station dental office. She said it looks professional, and it
may eventually become part of a PUD application, She said that asphalt shingles will tie in with what is
already in the city. She said all the commercial buildings in the area have asphalt shingle except for
Leslie’s. She said the metal seam roof will not look like what they ate trying to achieve. She requested
the commission reconsider the entire application package together with the roofing variance.,

Lake Bimo Planiting Commission Meeting Minutes of March 14, 2005 6
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Al ADED/APPROVED: 4/11/05

Mike Diem, Architectural Network
M. Diem said Arch Net has their office in the Carriage Station Professional Park. He said they listened

carefully to what Lake Elmo wants. They designed all four of those buildings in Carriage Station.; He
displayed a photo of one of those office buildings. He said the Carriage Station buildings were designed
with asphalt shingle before the code was changed. They could do it with standing seam but it would be a
challenge, and asphalt shingle will be a smoother transition with the residential commmunity planned north
of the site. He said that a low slope roof with complex hips and valleys lend itself to asphalt shingles.

Tim Freeman, Land Surveyor and Planner, FFE
Mr. Freeman rentinded the commission that the last time this application was before them, the motion for

denial of the subdivision was because of the variance. He said that the variance is part of the site plan.
The applicant will build a septic system. He asked that the commission approve the minor subdivision
and site plan/variance so the applicant can move forward with the project.

THE CHAIRMAN OPENED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT 9:33 P.M.

NO SPEAKER CAME FORWARD, AND THE CHAIRMAN CLOSED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT
9:34 P.M.

Comumissioner Sedro suggested looking at visible roofing materials standards in these zones on a future
agenda after the comp plan work.

Comumissioner Ptacek said the key to the issue is roofing materials and the essential character of a
neighborhood. The Council previously approved PUDs on Highway 5 and Carriage Station. While a
precedent 15 established, we don’t want to let down our guard for the southern gateway to the City either.
There are sotne very specific materials required in Bagle Point Business Park because of that gateway,
which he said he considers less important here.

Commissioner Deziel said the variance requested is more in line of character of the neighborhood. All
asphalt roofs there except for one, which is a major aspect of the ne ghborhood.

Commissioner Sedro said if there is no need to allow asphalt shingles and there is no hardship. She would
vote against it until we change the code.

M/S/E, Deziel/Helwig, to recommend approval of a variance to allow high grade architectural asphalt
shingles rather than other materials allowed by code on a roof in Village North Office Park based upon

. the Findings that this is a reasonable use, it is not the cause of the property owner, and it will not change
the character of the neighborhood but actually be more in compliance with it.

Commissioner Deziel said the main problem is our own code. This is third time we have come upon one
of these, and he has beard no good logical reason yet to disallow asphalt shingles.

Commissioner Roth said this situation puts the Commission in a difficult position to follow interpretation
of the rules and code. He suggested staff bring visible roofing materials to the table soonet than before
the Comprehensive Plan work is completed rather than later.

Chairman Helwig agreed.

VOTE: 4:5, Roth, Sessing, Sedro, Schneider, Armstrong.

Commissioner Deziel asked for a date to review visible roofing materials. He would like staff to bring it
to Public Hearing on April 11, 2005.

Chairman Helwig agreed there have been too many variances.
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! _ AM_4DED/APPROVED: 4/11/05
‘Tim Freeman
Mir. Freeman said the Minor Subdivision is a separate issue. Planning Comimission could make a
conditional approval so project can move forward for funding.

M/S/P, Armstrong/Roth, to recommend approval of a Minor Subdivision and Site Plan for the Lake Elmo
Business Park with the conditions that the applicant installs a septic system and subject to only permitted
roofing materials. Vote: 9:0.

Minor Subdivision: 9057 Lake Jane Trall - Olinger

The Planner explained that this request for a minor subdivision follows a rezoning and comprehensive
plan amendment from 2004. The applicant proposes to divide a parcel for their daughter and a second
parcel for a neighbor to have water access. In the event the neighbor does not purchase that parcel, it will
be reserved for recreational use for the future development on the larger parent parcel, and covenants will
be drafted to prevent the parcel from ever becoming buildable.

Cominissioner Sedro noted that in the staff report a typo indicates a no-build covenant for Parcel C not B.

Tim: Freeman '
He said the minor subdivision is consistent with what was pmsented in 2004, He said the application

meets code and DNR requirernents in every respect.

M/S/P, Ptacek/Sessing, to recommend approval of a minor subdivision of property at 9057 Lake Jane
Trail subject to the condition that the city attorney approve covenant language on the title of Parcel C
prohibiting the construction of a structure on that lot, VOTE: %:0.

City Councii Update
The Planner updated the commission about the previous Council meeting,.

Comprehensive Plan Modifications

Policy
The Planner distributed copies of his latest edits and drafts and a table for staging to the commission. The
Planner announced that he has changed the Public Hearing date to April 4.

The Planner said staging is important in an u1ba11izing situation with introduction of sewer, since the City
must provide statfing, mfrastructure, and services. Most communities that have urbanization in the fature
have a staging plan.

The Planner explained the tables for staging options,.

Scenario No. 1 heavily back loads the growth at the minimum pace prescribed by the MOU.
Scenario No. 2 also backoads, but to a lesser degree than #1

Scenario No. 3 attempts to distribute the growth relatively evenly over the 30 year period.
Scenario No. 4 front loads to accommodate the fiscal aspects of City infrastructure costs ~
particularly water.

The Planner said staging can be done by building permits per year, an infrastructure control ordinance,
limiting Iots platted or permits issued to slow installation of ifrastructure.

Administrator Rafferty said the number of units south and north of 107 Street is dividing the allocation
annually as well. We have serious concerns making sure we are not in financial jeopardy. He said that
needs to be considered for a front load scenario.

Administrator Rafferty said the entire water system south and north must be constructed from water
connection fees and revenues in the enterprise fund, or the General Fund becomes obligated, He said if
we want development in the Old Village and to make it a commercial center, it gets ha.rder if not

Lake Blmo Planning Commission Meeting Minutes of Masch 14, 2005 8
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Site Data 1.66 acres

Description

Total Lot Area
Total Building Area
Parking & Walks
Total Lot Coverage
Total Green Space

Total Parking Stalls

H

1l

il

72,310
10,421
19,628

30,049

58

53

Sq. ft.

Sqg. ft.

5q. ft.

Sq. ft. (42%)
%




| © LYNSKEY
7 CLARK

... Companies

' THE LAKE ELMO
| PROFESSIONAL
CENTER

PROPERTY LJ'NE—"] / f
/ /
f b .
o {
! !
/ :
{
! :
] i .
‘! {
/ LAKE ELMO, MN
i
AT T ![
. “REVISION TO WEST PROPERTY LINE ;
ot~ N - i [
P £ AND UTLITY T}
ROPOSED DRANAGE AND Y EASEMENTS PROPOSED DRAINAGE AND UTILITY snsaumm/ § lJI
IRASH ENGLOSURE——— e !
&\ N \ e ‘"”
. AN -]
NN NN
u, \'\ \'\ : " A [\ g
PARKING 1 ||Amhy e;:qv that thiz plin vdmhiuu[mvﬂ’ Tip me nr
. BE1 sy n
10,240 & e A "
Trre of the Srcre. of Miperors,
. Signatsre
/ A @.D A/ // /A Maist; Mate Putn s
~ Dhate: Sicenne: uhy
——— |JLﬂ
NESIGRED 205
CUFCKED :
DRAWN WOB-L205
TRANSMITTED  :0B-08-05
S PUTHAN PLANNING & DESIGN
Ty daving, e awotilh botn, grideazscn and
counp kg of epanrs and (o elemir . dedgn sic e
s ey e P & U T} -
Dretlopmont, Bireeions, foe (DD, wuected oy lodied
States Crpptali kv, 01 s i edervl,
Ilm?t;ll?n'lﬂulnr-m:: I:'"nr appeg, vl prasalsion Jun

F :,
. ur

I}
PROPOSED OFFICE BUILDING
10,421 SF
@ 1
) CONCRETE SIDEWALK B
. J— i , e
- o @ @&\ G\ O\ B ; !-‘.\’.M/,, ® Ng) o ——
PARIING
5,360 SF W e
J WAY

FUTURE PROPOSED. SpEWALRC =l

1300
Tl
PROPERTY LINE—- ———

e ey
o o a0

39‘ TH ST. NORTH




PLANTING SCHEDULE
Library Part Name 1D Quanlity PARCEL B Size
DecUnchvStry DUT: JTL. 3 —-JAPANBSE TREE LILAC/Hyrings annirensis juponica 2 CAL/BB
DecUndr3ky DUEIPD |3 ~—-PAGODA DUGWOOD/Cornus altemlfolia 7" CAL/BB
_{ | DecUndrStry DUT:RCr |3 -~RADIANT CRADAPPLE/Malus radiont 2" CAL/BR
/\ — Lma"’// ; J\_ DecSmShiub DES:GMS |16 «GOLD MOUND SPIRBA/Spiracen bumalde up | t2rwriconT
( DecQvrStry DOT:GA |5 -—-PATMORE OREEN ASHASRxings ponnsylvenia paimore] | 2.5°CALJ/BB
DocOviStry DOT:NM |5 -—-NORWAY MAPLI/Acer plntanoiies 25" CAL/BB
239 u 1 7 DeeQOvrStry DOT: SkHl | 4 ——-EIKY LING HONEY LOCUST/Bladitsia trl Ineemis "skyling® | 2.5" CALJ/EB
DecOvrStry DOT: SuM | 4 —--SUGAR MAPLE/Acer mechrautn T 25 caLsB
4 9 - 0 2 ’ DecMedShynb2 DME2: GM | 16 ——-OOLDEN MOCK ORANGE/Philielpins coronrios aursie 1Y HEICONT
DacMedShrub2 DMS2: WLA! 25 - WIFTE LIGHTS AZALEA/RLodordenddron White Lightg | 12* HT/CONT
DecMedShrub]l [ DMS:AC 145 ~~ALPINE CURRENT/Rlves el 11 197 BTICONT
DecLrgShub nis:CL 2 wee COMMON LILAC/Syrings vulgarls var, - | 18 HTCONT
ware N T DeclrgShrub DIS:WE |5 -~ WINGED BUONY hUS/Euonymus slatus | | 18 HT/CONT
ol REVISICN TO WEST PROPERTY LIME w ConifSmShrub C88: WCJ |28 -~ WILTON CARPET JUNIPHR/juniper horizontdis “willea]" | 18" HTICONT
o PRORUSED CRAKAGE AND LTILITY S Conif QvrStry COT:BHS |2 amriLACIGHILLS SPRUCE/Picen glauen donsala 2-10' HT
o g
) ABT; AND UTILITY GAGEMENTS ConifOvrSty corcas |2 wenCOLGRADO GREEN SPRUCKE/ Fiesn pumgeus #-1 HT
= . 168
N — N 3005/08/03 14:45:24 PARCEL B 2 PLNTNG pln
" 03 ) Ry .
| Py ORNC @ RN .@ \@ oy @ \\@\
a )
s PLANTING PLAN NOTES:
CJ‘l - : 2\ - p p jjy , Poreel "B;P]uutini_g Plan shl?wls quanlity, ;
. / ’ ition, & si 8¢ iy tof
ViV 5 Mg & 4 4 C L -] [|Planting Key e it S i o e
. Ry / s // . ] Ve G2 ] are permitted with appraval by developer and
Lo — ] . fandseape architeot, See Plunt List, AH plant
- . DECIDUOUS matérlnls 1o conform to American Nursery Stds.
":l - , SeTo ) b TV m OVERSTORY TREE and have 1 yr, gustantes, See Specifications.
. — aan . W onE Eg: Maple, Linden, PFroposed topogtanhy is bnsed on submifted
w AT - 4 WAY Ash, Odlk, 'Barch, & plan, not final as-bulit. Verify grades &
/G . L SO i, 1. Y o) w e r Witlow, zantour's befora excavation or insteliation,
—— Wi B ‘ CONIFEROUS
I " Gound Cover/Mulch: Aren of 4" Iit, sancer
ONE \“*——/ g m;‘w /2 OVERSTORY TREE undar tmes.e?." h:f f@, shrub or hedge axen is ta
WY Ao Rl B ) Eg: Binck Hill be mulched with speclfied nnterial, wiless  f°
' Spruce, White Pine, indicated on pianting plans,
£ PROPOSED OFFICE BUILDING oot & Bls Sy,
10,421 8F [ / DECIDUOUS
UNDERSTORY TREL
1) Q Bg: Japaneese Tree Lilac,
: Armur Mapie, Qualdng
. : [ Aspen, Poptar, Pagoda
p : % i Dogwood, Crab &
@ ,“mm - Yellow Birch
A N 2w ol 10y DECIDUOUS LARGE
404 | -y mismaied & e tre, i2un), O SH.RI-JB T
e, p g E—— m,—_i L. Eg: Lilng, Viburnum,
G | gl _ Yl WL 1 Dogwood, Cotoneaster,
) . \ z Euonynus, & Barberry,
- L %\ AN DECIDUOUS MED.
ae AN \@\ N AN one. o SHRUB
B L ¥ E/?: Alpine Current, Golden
PRGN ) . ack Drange, Snowmound
- — ] ‘ § o= @ Spirea
----- 100000000 - CONIFEROUS MED,
& SHRUB
o N A ) Bg; Bine/Green Phtzer Junipers ||
a_\ '\ FUTURE FROPOSE! |oewnu<”:;= % ]S)I]?[E:J%UOUS EMALL H
R N r
"\ 4 ~ on i Eg: Goldmound Spirea
. / -G CONIFEROUS SMALL
o - SHRURB
DTHST Eg: Sea Green Juniper, Wilton

Carpet Jaaiper, Dwarf Mugho
Ping

1@

20 40 BO €0 70 B8R 20100

LYNSKEY
" CLARK

~Companies

¥

Tyl o O e el o
(troemnid Bilenonagl Lausceps hakioct wmdet vhe
Lot of 1k Seare of Jlmnlula.

Stgrotom
Haasct Mero P
Date:

" cnapmiiion of apecer ind the -muA deilya qe Lhe
i kg

ilglied pegn ' Puimen Planoio ign [PV 1
: ot (. et Ly 4
B e B, S, e S

=T daviag, the nh%: Jote, anaayrmens owd

i il L1 finp wihus) peicktal
D g o m e o e pas e




T\ EXTERIOR ELEVATION '
FRONT SALE: [/ 2 |0 :

g Project ;
| LAKE ELMO OFFICE
BULDING

) EXTERIOR BLEVATION EXTERIOR ELEVATION

= = r = %’5/

Reglstration information 1

Era
‘)

h"ﬂu.

T T L S

EXTERIOR ELEVATION , ‘ P rrvATINS
@ rEAR ECALE: 112" » (' :

Prajock B9 1 L] Brwing ¥ 3
i D Wy  waionw
| =% A30




1
N WaE W TR
LTINS § SRAPFACH
" oL pacianaLly
L - TE COWPLY W) CHNPTIR
184 OF TR SOATE
(e )
VAN ACCIBBSLE BRI
ATV M0 SPAGED
i A A
8 ' B,
b [ w
4 T
“:Hziﬂwummm
f_ ;#L PO EGIC. AR
b ¢¢?//ﬂ
& | Fp—
(e PARE NG SIGNAGE
o' & et

ATV FAVING

@ BLOPED RAMP DETAIL

B4 = feot

Bl CURE AND GUTTER

B4t e [-0°

————

I

e ———
]

I
e

CHNET

!

_ Fubae

R WTERIR JE50 + COSTRAON SHIGEENT
| 1248 e SR

B simE

| RASE

[ETE DATA_ 150 ACHED
T _
TOR, (0T AR » WRAID B e

RO LRGN = 10431 SEUNE TEXT
UL AR OMOWEE = 20087 50 ¥ X
TN, 9D OPWE - OT%
W AReE SIS o 67

B Project
& LAKE ELMO OFFICE
JENET

BOMLE ' = 180"




Like Elmo Agenda Section: Planning, Land Use and Zoning No. 9D
City Council
August 16, 2005

Agenda Item: Zoning Variance for Parcel Area - Hardy

Background Information for August 16, 2005:

At its meeting August 9, 2005 the Planning Commission unanimously adopted a recommendation to
approve this application for a zoning variance to allow a parcel-of-record that is non-conforming by area to
be used for a single family dwelling site. The parcel is slightly over 17,000 square feet and the minimum
“buildable” parcel-of-record is 43,560 square feet (one acre). While planning staff advised the Commission
that the applicant’s proposal to move an existing 19" century farm house to the parcel would probably not
qualify as a “hardship” to support the variance (and a precedent may result), the Commission found that the
historic and “rural character” significance of the proposal is substantially unique enough to overcome the

potential precedent.

The Commission’s recommendation includes a condition that the applicant must demonstrate that the parcel
provides a sufficient area of soils suitable for both a primary and secondary septic drain field of a size
suitable for the dwelling proposed. Staff suggest that, should the Council concur with the Commission’s
approval recommendation, a second condition be added that specifies the variance be only for the use of the
parcel as the site of the specific dwelling referred to by the application — in keeping with the Finding
regarding the unique circumstances related to the variance approval.

Person respoiiyible:
Action items: | /
Motion to adopt Resolution #2005 - approvmg a variance from
Section 300.09 Subd. 1 of the Zoning Ordinance to permit a single
family detached dwelling on a lot of record of less than 1 acre
area, subject to conditions.

Attachments: o8] Time Allocated:
1. Draft Resolution #2005 - Approving Variance
2. Draft Planning Commission Minutes of August 9, 2005
3. Planning Staff Report of August 4, 2005
4. Applicant’s Documentation




CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. 2005- ©8% _
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A ZONING VARIANCE FOR
DAVID AND LINDA HARDY

WHEREAS, David and Linda Hardy, has made application for a variance from
the zoning ordinance minimum lot area standards to permit relocation of an existing farm
house on to the site from the Farms of Lake Elmo OP site across 31* Street North.

WHEREAS, at its August gth special meeting, the Planning Commission reviewed
and recommended approval of the variance from Section 300.09 Subd. 1 of the Zoning
Ordinance to permit a single family detached dwelling on a lot of record of less than 1
acre area based on the following findings:

1. The variance requested results from circumstances unique to property due to
the applicant preserving a 19™ century farm home in keeping with the City’s
desire to maintain its history and rural character.

2. Granting of the variance will not change the essential character of the
neighborhood.

WHEREAS, at its August 16 meeting, the Lake Elmo City Council reviewed the
zoning variance from Section 300.09 Subd. 1 of the Zoning Ordinance to permit a single
family detached dwelling on a lot of record of less than 1 acre area subject to conditions.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Lake Elmo City Council
approves the variance from Section 300.09 Subd. 1 of the Zoning Ordinance to permit a
single family detached dwelling on a lot of record of less than 1 acre area located
between 9240 and 9202 31* Street North for David and Linda Hardy, subject to the
following conditions:

1. The applicant shall provide evidence to the City engineer that the parcel
includes sufficient area of soil suitable for a primary and secondary septic
drainfields prior to execution of the approval resolution.

2. The variance is approved on the condition that the only residential use of the
parcel is as the location for the former Friedtich farm house to be moved to
the parcel from the former Friedrich farmstead immediately across 31st Street
North from the subject parcel.




ADOPTED BY THE Lake Elmo City Council the 16™ day of August, 2005.

Dean Johnston, Mayor

ATTEST:

Martin Rafferty, City Administrator

Hardy Variance




Excerpt of Lake Elmo Planning Commisgion Meeting Minutes of August 9, 2005
Hardy: Variance to Lot Size

PUBLIC HEARING: Variance to Lot Size - Hardy
M/S/P, Armstrong/Schneider, to recommend approval of application by the Hardys for a
variance to lot size based upon the following Findings:

1. To save a farmhouse that is over 100 years old from certain destruction.

2. Historic preservation is a valid and legitimate goal of local government and a long
standing pursuit of Lake Elmo.

3. Granting the variance will not negatively impact the neighborhood because the
subject lot is larger than adjacent lots.

Along with the Condition that a septic system is designed that is satisfactory to the City
Engineer.

VOTE: 9:0.

The Chairman noted that Jim Friedrich’s letter of support was not read into the record for
the Hardy variance during the Public Hearing. It will be included as an attachment to the
minutes.




RECEIyep
August 7, 2005 A5 17 s

To Whom It May Concern:

Please consider this letter as my support of the request to move the farmhouse of the late
Earl Friedrich to the proposed location. Moving the farmhouse to the new location and
restoring it to the original condition will preserve an important part of the Friedrich
family and Lake Elmo history.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Jim Friedrich




LAKE ELMO PLANNING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT

Date: August 4, 2005 for the Meeting of August 9, 2005

Applicant: David & Linda Hardy

Location: Between 9240 and 9202 — 31 Street North

Requested Action: Variance to Permit a Dwelling on a Substandard Lot
Land Use Plan Guiding: SFD

Existing Zoning: R-1

Site History and Existing Conditions:

Since we find no reference to platting in the long legal description for this site, we assume that it
was created by metes & bounds description many years ago. We find no City records regarding
the site.

The site is of a net area of 17,120 square feet less the 33 foot (from center line) street right-of-way.
The site is heavily wooded across the north boundary - abutting the railroad right-of-way. There is
also a handful of mature trees on the site — mostly cottonwoods. No site topography has been
provided by the applicant, but it appears that much or all of the site lies 2-3 feet below the
roadway surface of 31% Street north, with a slight rise at the north end.

There is what appears to be a storage shed at the northwest corner of the site as well as a stored
boat and miscellaneous other items not identified by the site inspection.

Discussion and Analysis:

The applicants request a variance from the zoning ordinance minimum lot area standards to permit
relocation of an existing farm house on to the site from the Farms of Lake Elmo OP site across 31
Avenue North. The variance would be from the provision of the zoning ordinance that classifies
any lot of record prior to 1980 as “buildable™ if the parcel is of at last 1 acre and can support a
septic system. As noted, the subject parcel is of a net area of 17,120 square feet (4/10 acre).

The applicant has provided a sketch of how the house, detached garage and septic drainfield could
be accommodated on the lot, The applicants have also provided a preliminary design specification
for a septic system, but have not provided perc tests to demonstrate whether the soils where the
drainfield is proposed can sustain the design.

There is a high probability that this site can be served with municipal water as an adjunct to
serving the Farms of Lake Elmo OP across the street.

The applicants’ documentation in support this request centers on the historical significance of the
structure, and how well it would fit the neighborhood. We can not take issue with either argument
(in fact we agree). That noted, however, two issues must be considered as this zoning variance is
deliberated by the Commission:




1. Compliance the variance standards must still be a major factor in the Commission’s
recommendation. Regardless of how logical the request may appear, this remains a
variance and the usual Findings as to hardship defined by “reasonable use of the land” and
“circumstances unique to the property” and those circumstances are “not created by the
landowner”. The Finding regarding no change to the essential character of the
neighborhood can likely be made.

2. Related to #1 above, the existence of a substandard (by area) lot is hardly unique in Lake
Elmo. Numerous such circumstances exist with parcels in this immediate neighborhood,
the Tri-Lakes neighborhood, and the Village neighborhood. In many cases those
substandard parcels are much closer to the 1 acre minimum for lots of record (which all
are) than the subject. The question should be considered as to whether the nature of the
dwelling unit proposed for this parcel is alone sufficiently unique to overcome a precedent
of major proportions.

The City Engineer has submitted comments and recommendations regarding this request by Email
on August 1, 2005. While none of those comments alone suggest the proposal is infeasible or not
in the public interest, the Engineer does note that neither topography nor soil perc tests have been
submitted. The ability of this site to support septic treatment will be a key issue as to feasibility -
regardless of the variance decision. Even if the variance were to be approved the parcel may not be
capable of supporting a septic system, and a backup.

Findings and Recommendations:

Staff is concerned about the precedent-setting nature of this variance request — if approved. We
question whether the nature, character and age of the structure proposed to occupy the substandard
parcel is sufficient evidence of “unique circumstances” to overcome an approval here from
becoming a re-write of the non-conforming parcel area portion of the zoning ordinance by default,
1t does not appear to staff that either the “unique circumstances” or “self-imposed hardship”
findings can be made in this case. We do not find sufficient basis to recommend approval of the
variance requested.

Planning Commission Actions Requested:

Motion to recommend denial of the application of David and Linda Hardy for variance to move s
single family dwelling on to a non-conforming parcel based on a finding that the circumstances of
the parcel are not unique, and the hardship claimed is created by the applicants,

Charles E, Dillerud, City Planner

Attachments:

1. Location Maps
2, Applicant’s Documentation




Chuck Dillerud

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Regarding requested wvariance for 9240 3ist Street,

Thomas D. Prew [prew.td@tkda.com]
Monday, August 01, 2005 11:40 AM
Chuck Dillerud

Kimberly Schaffel

Variance 9240 31st street North

The soill borings and perc tests from the site evaluation for the septic system should be
submitted for review.

Public water is planned for the Farms of Lake Elmo,

The cost of that

water is not know at this time.

and should be available for this lot.

An actual certificate of survey should be submitted with this application. A topegraphic
survey is needed as well.

Tom

Thomas D. Prew,

P.E.

Senior Registered Engineer
Municipal Services Division

phone: 651/2
fax: €51/292

92-4463
-0083

e-mall: prew.td@tkda.com

TKDA

1500 Piper Jaffray Plaza

444 Cedar Street

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101-2140

www.tkda.com
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Fee § o

. City of Lake Elmo
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FORM

[ ] Comprehensive Plan Amendment \Bﬂ\/m‘iance * (See below) [] Residential Subdivision
— o ) L Preliminary/Final Plat
1 aning District Amendment [] Minor Subdivision O 0l -0 Lots
(] Text Amendment ] Lot Line Adjugtment O 11-20 Lots
O 21 Lots or More
[ Flood Plain C.U.P. "] Residential Subdivision [_] Excavating & Grading Permit
Conditional Use Permit Sketch/Concept Plan 7 Appeal O] PuD

[_1 Conditional Use Permit (C.U.P)  [] Site & Building Plan Review

APPLICANT LR ﬁ\\\m&\\"%&&&\) YN T R W0, RO, TR, OBON,

{Name) {Malling Address) (Zlp)
reLepHoNEs SV VARG, \,\m;\ T ey = b\%ﬂ}\ PO NIDY )
\ (Home) Worlk obile (Fax
Fez ovnER SN WREDY NSO Ty St ok Dno Mao BHOW.
(Name alling Address) o)
reLepronEs: Y SYANTRA N AN ;\& AT
(Home) (Wark) (Mohile) {Fax)

PROPERTY LOCATION (Address and Complete (Long) Legal Description): ("\Té\\-\v‘f) [}_)\ st\\'ﬁ \\W\\Q\U

DETAILED REASON FOR REQUEST: \%\&mm\ DHERWREMRICE L 1Y ML S ogusun
Hvssdnrsont Dot Gonnar s 6 Wi e ueda Ny 0 NLM%\WM/M
m\,\mer\\bum\?\m 5750 SN M WA S YAbucs o D i
O SR e e Yo “bi\:\kﬂ\i}\\%”)\%\b‘h WA N SN

*VARIANGE REQUESTo As outlined in Section 301.060 C. of the Lake Elmo Municipal Code, the Applicant must
demonstrate a hardship before a variance can be granted. The hardship refated to this ﬂpphm[lon is as follows:

& L N\?{\xw \\';\ OO U WA MR aR_hy oL 230 MW \\XD\;&‘
\w&hm) \@M\w\ AT m\wwm)kzm BN Sk

LW, \I‘S\\D‘k N R \\\Eﬁ\“)m ‘\‘)\\L) NNJ\XQ'D}\)\ A A\\)\,(\\ % y
\m ANV EEE NS VAN WU N V0 W NN \\p{\mr\miﬁ—\ mm«mmm v

In signing this application, I her eby acknowledgs that [ have read and fully understand the applicabie provisions of the
Zoning and Subdivision Ordinances and current administrative procedures. ] further acknowledge the fee explanation as
out]med in the application procedures and hereby agree to pay all statements received from the City pertaining to
additional application expense.

&W\W‘* AHbHAD /) ity 7Y A / O

Sighature of Anplleant Date Signature of Applicant Date

L0/1£2003 City of Lake Elma + 3800 Laverne Avenue Norlh » Loke Elmo = 35042 « 65 1-777-5510 « Fuy 631-777-9615
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August 12, 2005 RECEIVED

City of Lake Elmo Alia 1 2
City Council Members

Dear Council Members,

It has been brought to my attention recently that Lake Elmo residents David and Linda Hardy
want to save a one hundred and thirty year old farm house located at 9255 31 st St. N, In Lake
Elmo. 1know of the house and I have photos of Christian and Agusta Friedrich with their family
on the front steps in 1890 (they were the original settlers that built the farm house),

I spoke with Linda Hardy and she said that they have a platted lot across the street from where
the old farm house is currently located. Once moved to that lot the home will be served by city
water, Linda said that the perk test that she had done for the site passed and looked good. Last
week the Lake Elmo Planning Commission voted in favor of saving the old farm house,

Being a Lake Elmo “history buff’”’I think that it would be wonderful if the city chopses to save
this one hundred and thirty year old farm house. I think that the new housing developments
planned for this area will be great for Lake Elmo T only hope that we will not loose too much of
our past when planning for our future.

The Lake Elmo City Council has a unique opportunity to allow for the preservation of this
sturdily built, old home. With out approval at the Tuesday August 16™ meeting, the developer
has informed Linda that the house will be destroyed in order for the project to move forward
What a tragic loss for our city’s history!

I encourage you to vote in support of saving this valuable link to our past.

Thank You,

Edward T. Gorman
Gorman’s Restaurant




+ Lake Elmo Agenda Section: Planning, Land Use and Zoning No. 9E
City Council -
August 16, 2005

Agenda Item: Comprehensive Plan — Planning Commission Recommendation

Background Information for August 16, 2005:

On August 8, 2005 the Planning Commission conducted a Public Hearing regarding amendments to the

Comprehensive Plan resulting from the Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the Metropolitan Council.

This was the second Public Hearing conducted by the Commission on the amendments. On August 9, 2005 the

Commission adopted a Motion (7-2, Schneider and Ptacek opposed) forwarding the Comprehensive Plan amendments

to the City Council with a list of recommended modifications to the Hearing Draft. Those recommended
modifications are:

1. Deletion of the map titled “Future Land Use — Old Village” following Page III-4.
Deletion of numbered paragraph #2 on Page VIII - 10, and modification of the preceding paragraph to

correspond.

3. Deletion of numbered paragraph #2 on Page VIII - 15, and modification of the preceding paragraph to
correspond.

4. Deletion of numbered paragraph #2 on Page VIII - 20, and modification of the preceding paragraph to
correspond.

5. Deletion of numbered paragraph #2 on Page VIII - 20, and modification of the preceding paragraph and
paragraphs on Page VIII-25 to correspond.

6. Deletion of the map titled “2010-2030 Required Improvements” and “Figure 11" preceding Page VIII-25.

7. Add a paragraph (attached) to both the “SRD3.5” section on Page III-3 and to the “I-94 Freeway Corridor
Planning Policy” on pages II-6/7.

8. Add language to the “Water Supply” Chapter (VII) to specify that existing residences will not be required to

connect to City water (or be assessed for it) when a City water main is installed adjacent.

9. Include the full text of the Memorandum of Understanding between the City and the Metropolitan Council

and the City in the Appendix of the Plan.
10. Modify the “Future Water Plan” map following Page VII-22 to differentiate between water system
improvements planned and/or bonded for in 2005/2006 and those depicted on the map in future years.

11. Add the legal term “sub recusa” to the City Council approval date section on the Title Page of the Plan. The

term means (per Commissioner Armstrong) “Under Protest”.

£

I
| s

Person responsible:

Action items: o83 7 2 /
Motion to adopt Resolution #2005 — adopting the Lake Elmo 2030 Cit&él;ﬂ%é’r
Comprehensive Plan , subject to Metroplitan Council concurrence.
Directions regrading the above- listed modifications to the
Hearing Draft, and any other modifications the Council directs
should probably precede any adoption Motion.

Attachments: Time Allocated:
1. Draft Planning Commission Minutes of August 8
2. Draft Planning Commission Minutes and Hearing Record of
August 9.




CITY OF LAKE ELMO
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO: 2005-089

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 2010-2030
LAKE ELMO COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

WHEREAS, on the 9% of August, 2005, the Lake Elmo Planning Commission
reviewed and recommended approval of the 2010-2030 Lake Elmo Comprehensive Plan
subject to certain modifications.

WHEREAS, on the 16" of August, 2005, the Lake Elmo City Council reviewed
the recommendations of the L.ake Elmo Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Lake Elmo City Council
hereby approves the 2010-2030 Lake Elmo Comprehensive Plan and directs City Staff to
submit the 2010-2030 Lake Elmo Comprehensive Plan to adjacent communities for
review and comment and to the Metropolitan Council for review and approval.

Dean Johnston, Mayor

ATTEST:

Martin Rafferty, City Administrator




Draft of Language to be Added to the Land Use Plan

The City recognizes the existence of the Stonegate, Midland Meadows and
The Forest neighborhoods adjacent to areas of the City south of 10" Street
{hat are planned for future Regional sewer service and residential
development at densities of 3.5 units per acre. Those existing neighborhoods
have been fully developed responsive to earlier Comprehensive Plans and
Zoning Ordinances at densities of 0.40 units per acre or less. The City will
require specific development plans for areas south of 10" Street adjacent to
the three existing residential neighborhoods to include significant physical
measures that provide a transition from the lower density existing
neighbothoods to the higher density Regionally sewered nei ghborhoods.
Those transition measutes will include distance separation, lot size
transition, and/or significant plantings providing immediate year-round
screening. The year-round plantings alone will not suffice as a transition

measure.




_Excerpt of Lake Elmo Planning Commission Meeting Minutes of August 9, 2005
Amendments to Comprehensive Plan ~ 2030

Amendments t¢ Comprehensive Plan ~ 2030
M/S/P, Helwig/Armstrong, to add, remove, and modify the areas indicated:

1. Delete Map entitled, Figure 1] from the Transportation Plan,

2. Delete numbered paragraph 2, Page VIII — 10, and modification of the preceding
paragraph to correspond.

3. Delete numbered paragraph 2, Page VIII — 15, and modification of the preceding
paragraph to correspond.

4. Delete numbered paragraph 2, Page VIII — 20, and modification of the preceding
paragraph to correspond.

5. Modify sentence referencing widening to four lanes on Page VIII-25, Paragraph 2.

6. Remove Old Village detail map from the Land Use Plan.

VOTE: 9:0.

M/S/P, Ptacek/Sedro, To add the draft language for protective graduation of density for existing
neighborhoods below 10™ Street and place it under SRD3.5 in the Land Use Plan as well as in
the City-wide Planning Policy under the I-94 Corridor Planning Policy.

VOTE: 9:0.

M/S/P, Deziel/Helwig, to remove the Old Village map from Chapter III-5A due to errors and too
much detail because the city has hired a development coordinator and four property owners have
hired their own design coordinators which may modify the geography though not the unit count

of 600.

VOTE: 9:0.
SRD3.5 does not depict lots correctly on the map on page II-3B, Future Land Use Plan.

M/S/P, Schneider/Deziel, To add the Memorandum of Understanding to the Appendix.

VOTE: 9:0

M/S/P, Armstrong/Ptacek, To amend Chapter IX-5, Section F, Parkland Classification, Regional
Park, to strengthen the statements there saying the city opposes any additional development
within the regional park reserve, and the park should retain its reserve status with only 20% of

the Lake Elmo Regional Park to ever be developed.

VOTE: 9:0




.Excerpt of Lake Elmo Planning Commission Meeting Minutes of August 9, 2005
Amendments to Comprehensive Plan ~ 2030

M/S/F, Armstrong/Schneider, to modify the Future Water Plan map on page VII-11A to show
only existing water system and the water system as necessary to provide water to future sewered
arcas and the approved improvements along Highway 5.

VOTE: 2:6:1 Aye: Schoeider/Armstrong. Abstain: Pelletier — Did not have enough time to
review the information thoroughly.

M/S/P, Ptacek/Deziel, To add language to Chapter VII Water Supply reiterating similarly what
was said in Chapter II-6 for sewer: add that assurance that residents who do not want to hook up
and don’t need to hook up will not have to hook up to water (or sewer). In the Policy Statement,
add it to Chapter VII, and not just under I-94 Freeway Corridor.

VOTE; 9:0

M/S/P, Schneider/Armstrong, To modify the Future Water Plan map so that any water lines not
already planned and bonded for should be shown in a different color with an explanation in the
Legend that those lines are potential future water lines. :

VOTE: 9:0.

M/S/P, Armstrong/Sedro, To modify the Acknowledgment page of the Comprehensive Plan to
say:

Public Hearing was held at Qakland Jr. High on August 8, 2005.
Reviewed and forwarded sub recuso by Planning Commission on August 9, 20035,

Reflecting that this work was done under protest.
VOTE: 5:4, Nay: Deziel/Pelletier/Lyzenga/Helwig. Pelletier- firmly agrees with the motion but

it is pointless to keep putting it into our document. She thinks we made our point and wants it
over with.

M/S/P, Deziel/Lyzenga, To forward the Comprehensive Plan ~ 2030 as modified to the City
Council.

VOTE: 7:2, Nay: Ptacek/Schneider.




_Lake Elmo Planning Commission Meeting Minutes of August 8, 2005
PUBLIC HEARING: Amendments to. Comprehensive Plan ~ 2030

THE CHAIRMAN OPENED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT 7:53 P.M.

Peter Coyle, Larkin, Hoffman

Mr. Coyle said he was speakmg on behalf of the Schlltgen Family and RECO Real Estate Group, Mr.
Schiltgen applauds the ongoing staff recommendation for some level of urban density in the Old Village.
He said where he differs is with the old planning report with respect to the city trying to protect the
existing commercial base, particularly along highway 5. They are respectful of long time commercial
businesses but there will be a negative effect by stifling new investment that could add strength to the
city’s Old Village Area. He said a separate intent would be to revisit the Old Village Plan, and if that
effort goes forward, encourage the city to revisit that aspect of commercial development. He noted that a
map in the Comp Plan shows the Schiltgen property included as institutional use, that might be a mistake
or oversight from when that area was considered as a sewage treatment area in the Old Village
Neighborhood Plan.

Mr. Coyle then said that the area around land owned by RECO Real Estate should be zoned for urban
scale services to the community. He said he understands the city does not want development down there,
and now the challenge to the city is to figure a plan that makes some sense. Mr. Coyle said it is broadly
supported by property owners for residential development density however they are very concerned over
the extent to which those landowners will be precluded from developing until 2012, They did not agree
that forcing sewer to the Old Village should be the first priority. Not allowing urban scale development
before 2012, violates the order of the Supreme Court and violates the intent of the Metropolitan Council.
He said that action borders on regulatory taking, Nothing can be done with those properties before 2012
notwithstanding a major interstate and major sewer capacity. He said that leaves landowners with a
squandered investment of sorts. He said that lumping all commercial property to the east end of the city
and not taking advantage of freeway interchanges is contrary to the Supreme Court and Metropolitan
Council - essentially denying opportunities to property owners. He said there has been no substantial
commercial development in the last several years.

Mr. Coyle acknowledged city staff for fielding questions and the generosity of their time,

Richard and Patrick McNamara.

Richard McNamara displayed a one-half section map of the city. He said he owns Knappogue Farms of
80 acres. He said Gene Peltier is his partner on the south farm of 100 acres, Mr, Peltier owns another
100 acres on the I-94 Corridor. He said they watched the community grow, and now they would like to
develop their land.

M. McNamara said that when sewer comes in, it will cost a lot of money. If allowed to develop their
200-300 acres, that would pay for the water connections without burdening the rest of the community, He
said he thinks they can offer a nice buffer system in their development. They would like to begin
immediately because sewer will be here in 2006 and 2007. They would like to connect to it and begin
development. David Bernard Builders is a prestigious home building company, and they are partners
with them and would like to go forward. The infrastructure will be paid by their development and the city
will not have to levy assessments. He said that the City has spent $500,000 fighting the Met Council. He
suggested the city stop spending that money and help taxes go down.

Patrick McNamara said they are putting together a good development plan for everybody with buffers for
neighbors.. He would love to move into the community and grow with it.

Kurt Monteith, Stonegate Resident

Mr, Monteith said the map of parks shows a single park in his backyard. He expects a large amount of
traffic around his yard, He thinks the city should consider another park below 10™ Street. He said he
moved to Stonegate because he liked the rural estate density. He would like to see the grove of trees

1




.Lake Elmo Planning Commission Meeting Minutes of August 8, 2005
PUBLIC HEARING: Amendments to Comprehensive Plan ~ 2030
spared when the land around him develops. Ie said he hopes Stonegate can have graduated density
development around it. On the Future Land Use Map, the brown areas are surrounded by only slightly
greater densities. He is an engineer and does not understand why no traffic is going to Hudson Road. He
said that if we need some goods and services closer to Hudson to take some heat off 10, Keats, and
Hudson. He said that no one is allowed to work in the neighborhood. Mr. Monteith said that grade
schools will increase capacity, and he asked if there is a plan to deal with that.

John Booher, Stonegate Resident

Mr. Booher said the primary thoroughfares in Lake Elmo are 94, 5, and 36. He said he sees no reason to
increase 10 to four lanes encouraging traffic off of 94, and it is not safe now with hills. He said he would
like to see the Comprehensive Plan available digitally on the Internet.

Susan Dunn, Old Village Resident ‘

Ms. Dunn said she does not believe all residents in the city understand the traffic impact. We lost a
grandmother and two children (on Highway 5). She said the city has to look at the safety issue of traffic
much closer. She said there are concerns from residents that do not understand the impact on the Old
Village. Two years ago at public meetings there was a great deal of concern about 400 new homes being
added to the Old Village. Topography and water runoff is a problem downtown; there is an elementary
school and traffic is increasing there. She said there are only negative impacts.

Ms. Dunn said the more you grow, the more you owe. The costs are not mentioned here. She said there
are tremendous costs of development that are not understood by most people. Growth and controlled
growth is fine, unbridled growth is questionable. She said now we are looking at four lane to six lane
roads cutting through the city. The Met Council was pushing for 24,000 people at 2030, and now she
heard they are pushing for 34,000 people.

Tom Kreimer, Stonegate Resident

Mr. Kreimer said he loved the density graduated around Stonegate. He asked that somewhere in the
Comprehensive Plan text, even without a graphical depiction, could the city say something about
buffering existing residents. He is concerned for noise, light, and runoff, Traffic to four lanes on 10%
Street concerns him, He would like the plan to push more traffic toward 94 and the freeway entrances.

Mr. Kreimer said that tomorrow night, the vacation of streets in Stonegate is on the agenda. He said he is
concerned about streets going through to other developments and the safety of the children in Stonegate.
He said that Woodbury and Stillwater charge impact fees on lots as they develop. He said that maybe
something to consider to defray costs to Lake Elmo Residents.

Todd Williams, Old Village Resident

Mr. Williams said he has not read the entire document. He is troubled by what he saw for the Old
Village. He accepts the requirement of 24,000 people by 2030 but that leaves open where those new
residents will live and work. The options presented are not satisfactory. He said there is a glaring
problem of proposed extension of sewer two or more miles to the Old Village past properties that do not
want or need sewer. That seems the height of folly to him. Up to $40 per foot for forcemain, maybe one-
half million dollars to take a pipe past people who don’t want or need it. He said everyone who can
should help pay for that trunk. Legally properties who have direct benefit can be assessed. He said he
does not think that would be fair in this situation. Those property owners who want everyone to pay for it
will try hard to get it to happen. It does not have to get to legal action. The plan calls for 600 new home
RECs and 500 reserved for those who want to connedt and mitigation of problems in the Old Viilage. He
said the Comp Plan says 1,000 units may be used, 1000. Mr. Williams said he does not think they have to
be used at all. The city has been successful with wetland treatment systems, and he sees no reason why
new development can’t be served that way into the future. He asked the city to not put sewer north of
Tartan Park.

2




_Lake Elmo Planning Commission Meeting Minutes of August &, 2005
PUBLIC HEARING: Amendments to Comprehensive Plan ~ 2030

Mr. Williams said he is dismayed at the lack of publicity for this important document and this public
hearing. He said for the city’s last Comprehensive Plan, a special newsletter was sent to every home in
the city that included maps and text. Everyone was informed, He said that gave residents the idea that
you might want to show up or find out about if. He said this Comprehensive Plan is the most radical
change in 33 years for the entire city. Every effort should have been made to inform every resident, and
he is very disappointed in the City Council not getting their act together. If they are forcing this upon us
the Comp Plan title should be, “The Metropolitan Council’s Plan for Lake Elmo,” because it is not that of
the residents. '

Gene Peltier, 57 year resident

He said Lake Elmo is trying to get into the 21* century out of the 19" Century. Along the interstate is
where city should want commercial building, generating taxes to pay for sewer lines. He asked how the
commission could not see it. Traffic can be alleviated from 17 by creating a road on the one-half section
line east to west to 19. He said the city is scaring off developers. They don’t want anything to do with
the Planning Commission and Council. He said that can happen,

Remi Stone, Builders Association of the Twin Cities

Ms. Stone said Mr. Coyle does not represent the Builders Association. She commended the city for the
amount of work done. She said it is a regional duty and duty to Lake Elmo residents. She said she
strongly encourages the Planning Commission to think of the plan south of 10" Street where regional and
interstate infrastructure investments have been made. She said it is important to work with property
owners for creativity and use infrastructure to the best possible ability. She suggested they not plan based
on blocks of time but rather where the infrastructure is located.

THE CHAIRMAN CLOSED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT §:3¢ P.M.
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Augtst 11, 2005 RECEIVED

Alj S

N BUILDERS P

ABSOCIATION Ivir. Bob Helwig, Chairman
DR THE TWIN GITIES

HIFEHM. HEME BUILDENS & ARMDUELERD Lake Elrno Plammg COIIIIIIiSSiOn
City of Lake Elmo
3880 Laverne Avenue ViA FAX AND U.S. MAIL

Lake Elmo, MN 55043

Re: Lake Blmo Comprehensive Plan )
Dear Mr. Helwig:

Thank you very much for encouraging the public to comment on
the proposed changes and amendments to Lake Elmo’s
comprehensive guide plan.

The Builders Association of the Twin Cities (BATC) is very
concerned about the planning situation in Lake Elmo. Decisions
made now will affect future development in the City of Lake Elmo
and will lkely set a precedent as other communities begin the 2008
process of updating their comprehensive guide plans.

Cornprehensive guide plans are valuable because they ensure the

orderly process of development in communities across the

metropolitan area. Additionally, it is always encouraging to know

that citizen volunteers and city staff continue to give time and

energy to local decision making and visioning for their community
- and the region.

However, despite the community’s commendable hard work, it
appears that components of Lake Elmo’s proposed plan, the
Development Staging Plan (identified by the City as a “critical
component” of the plan) are unwise and possibly unconstitutional.

By restricting, until 2070, growth in Lake Elmo to the “Old Village”
area and the extreme southwest corner of the city, the City is
stranding valuable regional infrastructure behind an imaginary
line. Clearly this restriction does not allow for the highest and best
use of other properties suitable for development nor does it reflect

Parade of G
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the need to optimally use investments made with hard to obtain
public dollars.

Additionally, imposing severe development restrictions on
property that can easily access critical municipal services creates a
situation where the City could easily be in violation of the takings
clause of both the United States and Mirmesota Constitutions.
These unduly burdensome restrictions seem to beg additional

litigation.

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of BATC's comuments,
Please do not hesitate to contact me at 651.697.7578 or
ryan@batc.org to discuss these connments further.

Sincerely,

e
Ryan L. Kaess
Local and Metropolitan Affairs Specialist

CC. Mayor Dean Johnston
Chuck Dillerud, City Planner
Chair Peter Bell
Regional Administrator Tom Weaver
Blaix Trexnere, Community Development Director




Date: August 9, 2005
To: Chuck Dillerud
Assistant City Administrator/City Planner

In review of the more recent boundaries of the Old Village Comprehensive
Plan, we noticed that the Mary Jean Dupuis & Robert Eischen property
parcels still appear to be within its marked boundary. As we discussed with
you several times, this past year and which you agreed that our request for

our property parcels be outside the Old Village Comp Plan area.

We respectfully anticipate that our previous input and requests to exclude
our joint properties be honored. Thank you for reviewing this and let us
know promptly if there is a problem with this request.

Robert & Marcy Eischen
11674 Stillwater Blvd N
Lake Elmo MN 55042
777-9542

Mary Jean Dupuis
11676 Stillwater Blvd N
Lake Elmo MN 55042
747-1230

Robert Eischen

Mary Jean Dupuis [\f\
ary up ' 9 _JN)w,)
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Chubpﬁr Dillerud

From: Kimberly Schaffel

Sent; . ‘ Tuesday, August 09, 2005 4:04 PM
To: Chuck Dillerud

Subject: FW: Comp Plan Mesting

Chuck, I can't print since the lightning. Please, print this for me.

:)  Kim

Additional comments for the Public Hearing that was held August 8, 2005

I am not in favor of increasing the density of housing in the old village from 400 to 600
I am not in favor of changing land use in the old village as the lobbyist Pete suggested.
Roadway expansion ig not in the best interest of the community or the envirorment.

The more yvou grow the more you owe and the guality of 1ife will decrease.. The logsg of
the city to the developarsg darlings is iilke the loss of a loved and respected family
member.

Many meetings were held regarding the new LkElmo Comp Plan, however,. the public was
prohibited to participate thus I am glad that a hearing was held Monday evening. it is
sad that the contentz of the plan were not available for any public review except for afew
days prior to the Monday meeting.

It should be noted in the Plan, 1if not the title of the plan should be Met Council Plan
for the City of Lake Elmo, Thisg Plan ig NOT a refection of the residents wishes or
desiresz, but a response to the threats and mandate from the state to the city.. Other
cities and townships had best take heed and start legislative processes to change the
dictatorial wmanner of the MC,

For the record. Peter Covle is a lobbyist for the St Paul Builders Asscclation ( also
an lawyer for landowner in the city) Perhaps not illegal, but certainly can cause a
guestion of ethics and comnflict of interest. ‘

Builders Asgsn of the Twin Cities

Identification Number: 4306

This report includes filings through 1:05 am, Jun. 14, 2005.

2960 Centre Pointe Dr
Roseville, MN 55113

Lobbyigts Registered Registration

Number . Registration

Date Termination

Date

Peter Coyle <http://www.cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/lbdetadl/1b9633 . htmls> 9633
6/30/2003

Miriam E Stone <http://www.cfboard.sgstate.mn.us/lobby/lbdetail/1bo844.html> 9844
1/21/2003

Return To Association Index <http://www.cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/asscatoz.htmls>
Builders Assn of Minn

Identification Number:; 597

This report includes filings through 1:05 am, Jun. 14, 2005,




525 Park 8t, Ste 150
8t, Paul, MN 55103

" Lobbyiste Registered Registration

Number Regigtration

Date Termination

Date

Joseph T Bagnoli <http://www.cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/lbdetail/1b218  html> 218
§/31/2005

peter Coyle <http://www.cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/lbdetail/1b9633 html> 9633
1/19/2005

Lloyd W Grooms <http://www.cfboard,state.mn.us/lobby/lbdetail/1b7752 . html> 7752
3/25/2005 ‘

Jocelyn Knoll <http://www,.cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/lbdetail/1bt551.html> 1551
4/4/20058 )

Anthony R Kwilas <http://www.cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/lbdetail/l1b199 . html> 199
2/5/2004 _

Sarah Psick <http://www.cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/lbdetail/1b864 htmls 864
6/1/2005

James A Vagle <http://www,cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/lbdetail/1b850.html> 850
10/26/2001

Pam Weaver <http://www,cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/lbdetail/1bs37 . html> 837 8/22/2001

Tom Weaver ( Petar Bells right hand man at the Met Council ) wife Pam is a lobbyist fer
the Mn Bullders Association.

Weaver, Pam

Registration Number: 837

This report includes filings through 1:05 am, Jun. 14, 2005,
Ste 150

525 Park 8t

St Paul, MN 55103

Telephone: (€51)646-7959

Agpociation Represented Identificaticn

Number Registration

Date Termination

Date

Builders Asen of Minn <http://www.cfboard.state.mn.us/lobby/adetail/a597 . html> 597
8/22/2001

Best Regards,

Sugan Dunn

EKHI

lImation Way

Digcovery 3B-62

Oakdale, Minnesota 55128-3414 :
Internal 334-1131 External 651-393-1131 Fax 651-393-1713
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- Chuck Dillerud : QNBCMG
From: john.booher@comcast.net W/
P

Sent:  Friday, August 05, 2005 6:57 PM
To: Chuck Dillerud; ggstoy@usfamily.net
Subject: Lk Elmo

The request for vacating of the streets in the Stonegate Neighborhood are consistent with the unanimous
decision that was made last December for in Carriage Station steet termination which was the
neighborhood of some current City Council Members.

The vacating of the three streets will prevent a significant increase in traffic through the neigborhood

and prevent litter, speeding and accidents. In addition, if the streets are not vacated, increased access to
our neighborhood would increase crime and vandalism.

Thank yolu,
John F Booher

859 Julep Ave N
Lake Elmo, MN 55042

8/8/2005
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Chuck Dillerud

From: Tom Kreimer [tkreimer@churchillnet.com]
Sent:  Tuesday, August 02, 2005 1:55 PM

To: Bob Helwig; Chuck Dillerud

Subject: LkEImo

Dear Planning Commission:

On August @ you will be reviewing a req uest to vacate the platted street stubs in the Stonegate neighborhood. |
ask that you please consider this request.

This request began when a resident that was trying to seli his home had a prespective buyer that was concerned
about future traffic from high density housing surrounding Stonegate. While that immediate need has passad, we
are still looking for your consideration of this issue,

When | purchased my home in Stonegate, | knew there were future streets that would affect my neighborhood,
but they were streets that were to lead to a few more Rural Estate 2 %% acre lots. Now thanks to the Met Council, |
will be forced to have high density housing adjacent to my home. None of the residents of Stonegate anticipated
this or anticipated that our quiet streets would become busy feeder streets to high density development.

The planning commission proposed an Urban Transition of either low density housing or open space to surround
Stonegate that | was very excited and relieved to hear, but that provision has since been removed.

What | am locking for is some immediate comfort that the city cares about what happens to our neighborhood.
The city enginser provided a report, and | would like to respond to each of his comments.

1) The éngineer's report states that it is premature to do this since there are no development proposals.
This may be premature, but we need to see some concrete avidence that the cify wants to stand behind
the residents of Stohegate and give us some pisce of mind.

2) The city engineer states that without these through streets, Stonegate residents will be forced to use only

- 10t Street. We've been fine with using only 10th Street for the last 10 years and will continue to be fine
with.it.

3) The engineer states ease of strest maintenance, busing, and mail delivery if the streets are opened.
Again, it has worked fine for the last 10 years.

4} The enginser states that changes would have to be made to the cul-de-sacs. | don’t see any need to
change the cul-de-sacs as they are today — again, they have worked fine for 10 years. | would think the
vacatlon could be written in such a way to keep them in their current form, We are not asking for any
changes to them,

Please give us the assurance that everything within our neighborhood will stay the same as it has for the last
10 years, That is all we are asking for. Development will take place around us, but our ne|ghborhood can
remain intact.

We have a very special neighborhood. We live on large lots, but we are close-knit. There are a lot of kids in
the neighborhood ~ in the short stretch of Jewel Avenue by my house there are 10 children bétween the ages
of 2 weeks and 7 years. [ am very concerned for their safety if these roads become through streets. This may
be a bit premature, but if we don't act now to protect our neighborhood, | fear development proposats could
be made mcorporatmg these streets. Once a proposal is made, | believe the difficulty level in gettsng&
accomplished is increased exponentially.

Please approve the vacation of these strest stubs to give us some piece of mind. We are bearing the vast
meajority of the burden of the Metropolitan Council verdict and it is only right to give us some little piece of

security.

8/2/2005
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" Tom Kreimer

' tkreirner@churchiilnet.com

772 Jewel Avenue North
Lake Elmo, MN 55042

Home: 651.501.9794

Work: 612.673.6631
Fax: 612,673.6733

8/2/2005
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I am sorry I have not had time to read the entire comprehensive plan as it only became
available to the public on Thursday afternoon, August 04. It is difficult to read such a
lengthy document while standing at the counter in Lake Elmo’s city hall. T am not sure if
any of you have been able to read the entire plan, however the parts I have read were
quite disturbing and sad. I know the Planning Commission has spent a great deal of time
trying to compile the document in a short time, however, I do not believe it reflects the
wishes and desires of the citizens of Lake Elmo. If this were to be passed I would hope it
would be titled Metropolitan Council’s Comprehensive Plar for the City of Lake Elmo.
We are a city that has attempted to be rural in nature and according to what has been
written the future does not look good. Please add verbiage that states these plans have
been forced upon our city due to a lengthy court case that was not settled favorably for
the city.

The plan states that between 2005-2030 Lake Elmo will have employment of 13,000 in-
relation to a population of 24,000 people, a ratio of 1 employee per 1.84 residents. This
ratio means Lake Elmo will host more jobs per capita than that of any of the 7 [seven]
neighboring communities. How does the city plan to do this? What are you going to give
away to bring in that many employers? We are not in a time of financial strength.
Northwest may be declaring bankruptcy, 3M has laid off 6,000 people, and Kodak is not
growing, Our neighbor to the south, Woodbury, has seen State Farm close shop and send
their employees to another state. I certainly hope we do not offer TIF as an incentive
since a city can end up not collecting any of the taxes they thought they were going to
receive. If a company wants to locate in our city they should be responsible for all their
taxes every year.

We have attempted to be rural in nature, which means smaller roads and less congestion.
The plan calls for Lake Elmo Avenue to be 4 [four] lanes wide, Inwood and parts of 10"
Avenue to be 6 [six] lanes wide, and Highway 5 to be 4 lanes wide through the
downtown area. The citizens have expressed a concern over the ability to cross Highway
5 and I believe it will become even harder, if not impossible, to do so if there are four
lanes, What does this mean for the setting of our elementary school? A six-lane road is
not “rural” in character, but rather reminds one of an expressway. Is this really the future
you have envisioned for our city?

Why does this comprehensive plan go to the year 20307 Normally plans would run ten
years and so it should only be planning until the year 2020 at best. It is very difficult to
plan past that time due to the uncertainties we live in. It would be better to plan only as
far as one needs to and can reasonably plan.

Does this plan allow for transfer of density?

Who is going to pay for all the unwanted changes that are discussed in this plan? In the
past Lake Elmo has enjoyed being one of the lowest ranking cities in terms of taxes. Will
those of us who have lived here for over 27 years be taxed so high we will no longer be
able to afford to live in our homes? Who will pay for the sewer system? It states that no
one will be forced to hook up to the sewet system, but who pays to run the sewer pipe




over two miles to the downtown area? Who pays for the additional staff needed to
oversee all this expansion? Who pays for all the cement for the extra wide roads? The
plan calls for an enormous addition of homes and I ask where will the children attend
school? It appears Metropolitan Council demands many changes, but they are not the
ones footing the bill.

I know this plan will probably be passed by our city council due to the court case,
however I urge the planning commission members to reject the plan on the basis it is not
the citizens plan, nor their wishes. This is not the future we wanted for our city. This is a
plan that has been forced upon us by Metropolitan Council and should have their name .
on if, not the name of the good city of Lake Elmio,

Ann Bucheck
2301 Legion Avenue
Lake Elmo
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ST | August 11, 2003

Comments on the proposed amendments to the Comprehensive plan

I am a resident of Lake Elmo and I own approximately 48.5 acres on the NW corner of
10 Street and Lake Elmo Avenue. I am submitting these comments in writing because I
was unable to attend thé Public Hearing on August 8, 20035.

1 would like to develop my piece of land to the SRD density levels which are available
across the street from my piece. The new sewer line will be running up Lake Elmo
Avenne and will pass right by my property. If I develop this piece of land I will have to
install an on-site community system at high cost to the residents followed, at some future
point, with a hookup to the municipal sewer line at an additional high cost to the
residents. '

1 understand and agree with the desire of the community to retain the rural sefting in Lake
Elmo. However, as this comprehensive plan is being developed there needs to be a
balance struck which will make the most cost effective use of the capital dollars invested
in the new sewer line consistent with maintaining the rural nature of Lake Elmo, In
looking at the proposed Future Land Use map which the city has prepared, my piece is
directly on the new sewer line and it is contlguous with the area south of 10™ Street that
will receive 3.5 DU/Acre density. Zoning this piece at the higher density level would
appear to be both consistent with future sarrounding land development and cost effective
for both taxpayers in general and for the fiture residents of the parcel.

I would be interested in discussing this further with members of the Plarming
Commission or the City Council at their convenience.

Respectfylly submitted,
Thomas M. Kmdler

2111 Legion Lane

Lake Elmo, Minnesota 55042
651-779-7555




To: The Planning Commission
From: Richard Smith

Date: August 11", 2005

Re: August 8" Public Hearing

I was one of the few citizens of Lake Elmo able to attend the Public Hearing held by
the planning commission on August 8" at Oakland Junior High. I did notice it was well
attended by members of the Met Council, Minnesota Builders Association and
developers. I’d have thought the commission would have been more prudent about
informing the citizens they represent about such an important public hearing,

The plan submitted on the 8% by the planning commission appears to be driven
strictly by the recent Met Council decision and hence should be called “The Met Council
plan” not “The Lake Elmo Comprehensive Plan”. I do not feel that the plan, in its current
state, reflects the needs and desires of the existing residence of Lake Elmo.

I am a landowner presently in the “Old Village”. My property resides in the
northeast corner of the Old Village. My concern with the plan, that the planning
commission is considering adopting, is it is entirely too dense. [ listened to the mayor,
with council support; insist on a plan, which places nearly 90 homes in my front yard.
My property is not listed as part of the FSD plan. It will essentially become part of the
green corridor, hence frozen from any future development.

It appears that only a small portion of the FSD lies within the old village. 1 realize
that the city plans to allow existing residence to connect but without a commitment on the
part of the residence existing residence will not only incur a hookup charge but will also
be responsible for any cost associated with abandoning their current septic systems. I feel
the cost to the citizens will be cost prohibitive.

The Thorbeck plan, which the city commissioned in July of 2003 also placed as
many homes and a perimeter road abutting the south border of my property. I expressed
my disapproval in 03’ and am again expressing it as I feel 90 homes on 30 acres is
entirely to dense and does not at all reflect the rural nature of the existing community. 1
was encouraged in 03° by the cities desire to establish on site wastewater treatment areas
and storm water collection ponds rather than running sewer thru the entire old village.
These treatment and collection designs have worked well in many of the recently built
developments such as The Fields and Carriage Station, I can only hope that the city will
continue to consider using these methods rather than running a sewer main from the area
south of 10" to the Old Village.

I am encouraged by the decision of the city council to trust Mr. Engstrom of Robert
Engstrom Company’s to help design a plan which best fits the city’s needs and the needs
of the existing residence. Mr. Engstrom has always been very considerate and fair when
working with the existing residence.

The entire density requirements can be met using the property south of 10% st.. Tt
was evident at the hearing that the property owners south of 10™ st, are excited and
willing to develop their property in a way that could easily fulfill the density
requirements set by the Met Council.

-
Respectfully, Richard Smi%{s/%
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August 12, 2005

Mr, Chuck Dillered

City of Lalc Tlma

IMO0 Laverive Avenur Wovth
Lake 18mo, MIN 85042

Rk Phmaing Commission Meeting of B B 05 ropasliog Compreheasive Plan

Denr Mz Dillerud:
Plense accept this lerter into the record for the § § 05 Plinning Comeission meeung,

Thale Prapertics, 11 iv a Inndownes i Lo Blmo, W own n 180 acre parcel (e [ % 3402021510000, 34
020 21 54 003, 34-029-34-001, 34-029-21.420001) on 1he notil side of Mudson Rosd Letween Inwood and Keuts

behind and to the cast of White Wolf.

W nre o lind sale nepotiations with Pulte Homes for o proposed et Webl acive adull eommunity,  You're

proposed Regional Sewered Staging Pl Lake Fkno Comprehonsive Rlap 2005 2070 dated July 18, 2005 scpasates our

Larmbies parcel inter 2 Stapes. The western appreasintate Ball ol our Tind s dnc Stage 1 and e casteen all i i Stagee TV,
Lyufe I'ropertes requests your considesarion to include all of our Jand in the Stage [T sewer plan, 1 think that the City
shovld not only consider time frames for development but also the quality of developroent and the creativity of
Jovelopment thar Bieper rragts of land can aceommedate and the resources nationally prominent reskdential developers

e Briag 1o the Cary of Take imo,

Thank you (oe your considemtion,

Sincescly,
Alan Dode

Presdcdent

(X Mayer Jehnsion
Bob FHelwig

HOBL0 Waalden Trsul Dhane H0L2020.165)
Wiayzzl, MN 55391 E-madl; alan.dp@mehi,com Fax; 952-4/6-2384
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~ Sharon Lumby

From: Judith Blackford [Woodscrone@msn.com]
Sent:  Friday, August 12, 2005 10:11 AM

To: Chuck Dillerud

Cc:  Sharon Lumby; Schumacher Bob
Subject: Comp Plan 2005 Relating to Parks

Chuck,

It has been brought to my attention by a community member that there is an error in the Comp
Plan related to Sunfish Lake Park recreation usages.

Mountain biking is listed as an active use in this park. Please delete this usage. We have a City
ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. This ordinance has been in place since the
aarly 1990's. There are posted signs to this effect in Sunfish Lake Park.

There exists a letter from April 15, 1994, in the Sunfish Lake Park flle. This letter was from the
entire Parks Commission at that time--Kes Tautvydas, Chair; Judith Blackford, Vice-Chair; Karen
Leach; Ron Kuehn; Steve Peterson; and Gloria Knoblauch. In that letter we list passive usages of
hiking/walking, recreational cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies,
picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating as recreational activities that currently complement Sunfish
Lake Park as a nature park. When listing uses, please include these,

Thank you!

Judith Blackford,
Lake Elmo Parks Commi_ssion

8/12/2005
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