(A)

AGENDA “

Maplewood City Council
7:00 P.M., Monday, July 8, 1985
Municipal Administration Building
Meeting 85-14

CALL TO ORDER

(8)

ROLL CALL

()

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

(D)

1. Minutes 85-13, Meeting June 24, 1985

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

(E)

CONSENT AGENDA

(F)

A1l matters listed under the Consent Agenda are considered to be routine by the
City Council and will be enacted by one motion in the form listed below., There
will be no separate discussion on these items. If discussion is desired, that
item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and will be considered separately.

1. Accounts Payable

2 Budget Changes - Insurance

3. Time Extension - Crestview Forest

4, Time Extension - St. Paul Business Center East
5 Acceptance of Coin Club Donation

PUBLIC HEARINGS

:00: I.D.R. - Western State Bank
:00: Variance - Maplewood Manor

:10: Preliminary Plat - Broshears' Addition
:20: Code Amendment - Parking (1st Reading)
:30: Assessment Hearing - McClelland Watermain
:40: Plan Amendment & Rezoning - Hwy. 61 Between Co, Rd. C % 36
:50: Plan Amendment & Rezoning - Castle Ave. (Hillcrest)

N O O BWw N e
. . . . . . .
NN N N NN

AWARD OF BIDS

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

1. Ripley Ave. Water Main

NEW BUSINESS

(o2 TS T -~ SURR LI

Plan Amendment: Harmony School
CDRB Appointment
Tax-Forfeited Properties
Code Amendment: M-1 & M-2 Districts (1st Reading)
Cable TV - Joint Powers Agreement
MHFA - Resolution




(1) NEW BUSINESS - Cont'd.

7. Countryview Golf Course - Agreement
8. Wesson Estate
9, Greenbrier Home, Inc.

(J) VISITOR PRESENTATIONS

(k) COUNCIL PRESENTATIONS-

(L) ADMINISTRATIVE PRESENTATIONS

(M) ADJOURNMENT
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MINUTES OF MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL
7:00 P.M., Monday, June 24, 1985
Council Chambers, Municipal Building
Meeting No. 85-13

A. CALL TO ORDER

A regular meeting of the City Council of Maplewood, Minnesota, was held in the Council
Chambers, Municipal Building, and was called to order at 7:00 P.M. by Mayor Greavu.

B. ROLL CALL

John C. Greavu, Mayor Present
Norman G. Anderson, Councilmember Present
Gary W. Bastian, Councilmember Present
MaryLee Maida, Councilmember Present
Charlotte Wasiluk, Councilmember Present

C. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1. Minutes of Meeting No. 85-11 (June 7, 1985)

Councilmember Anderson moved to approve the Minutes of Meeting No. 85-11
(June 7, 1985) as submitted. —

Seconded by Councilmember Wasiluk. Ayes - Mayor Greavu, Councilmembers
Anderson, Bastian, and Maida.

Councilmember Wasiluk abstained.
2. Minutes of Meeting No. 85-12 (June 10, 1985)

Mayor Greavu moved to approve the Minutes of Meeting No. 85-12 (June 10, 1985)
as submitted.

Seconded by Councilmember Bastian. Ayes - Mayor Greavu, Councilmembers
~ - Anderson, Bastian and Wasiluk.

Councilmember Maida abstained.

D. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Councilmember Bastian moved to approve the Agenda as amended:

1. Castle and Cope

2. Frost Avenue

3. City Water Problems
4. Diseased Trees

5. Brand Avenue

6. Skillman Pending

7. Hajicek Associates

Seconded by Mayor Greavu. Ayes - all.



CONSENT AGENDA

Councilmember Anderson moved, seconded by Councilmember Maida, Ayes - all, to
approve the Consent Agenda, Items E-1 through E-5 as recommended:

1.

Accounts Payable

Approved the Accounts, Part I - Fees, Services, Expenses Check Register dated
06-11-65 through 06-13-85 in the amount of $444,216.65 : Part II - Payroll dated
06-14-85 in the gross amount of $123,281.63.

Cave's Lakewood Addition - Final Plat
Approved the Cave's Lakewood Addition Final Plat of 28 single dwelling lots.
Tilsen's Maplewood Heights No. 12 - Final Plat

Approved the Robert Tilsen's Maplewood Heights No. 12 final plat for eighteen
single dwelling lots, subject to withholding the City's signatures until a tree
replacement plan that complies with the conditions of preliminary plat approval
is approved by the Director of Community Development.

.

Granada Third Addition - Final Plat

Approved the Granada Thlrd Addition final plat of five lots of a 22 lot pre-
liminary plat.

Hearing Date - IDB - Western State Bank - July 8
Resolution 85 - 6

RESOLUTION CALLING FOR A PUBLIC HEARING
ON A PROPOSAL FOR A COMMERCIAL
FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT PROJECT

PURSUANT TO THE MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT ACT AUTHORIZING

THE PUBLICATION OF A NOTICE OF THE HEARING

WHEREAS,

(a) Chapter 474, Minnesota, Statutes, known as the Minnesota Municipal
Industrial Development Act (the "Act") gives municipalities the power to
issue revenue bonds for the purpose of the encouragement and development of
economically sound industry and commerce to prevent so far as possible the
emergence of blighted and marginal lands and areas of chronic unemployment;

(b) The City Council of the City of Maplewood (the "City") has received
from WAV Inc., a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Minne-
sota (the "Company") a proposal that the City assist in financing a project
hereinafter described, through the issuance of its industrial revenue bonds
(which may be in the form of a single debt instrument) (the "Bonds") pursuant
to the Act;

(c) Before proceeding with consideration of the request of the Company

it is necessary for the City to hold a public hearing on the proposal pursuant
to Section 474.01, Subdivision 7b, Minnesota Statutes;
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MAPLEWOOD,
MINNESOTA, as follows:

1. A public hearing on the proposal of the Company will be held at the time
and place set forth in the Notice of Hearing hereto attached.

2. The general nature of the proposal and an estimate of the principal amount
of bonds to be issued to finance the Proposal are described in the attached
form of Notice of Hearing.

3. A draft copy of the proposed application to the Energy and Economic De-
velopment Authority, State of Minnesota, for approval of the project,
together with proposed forms of all attachments and exhibits thereto, is
on file in the office of the City Clerk.

4. The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to cause notice of the
hearing to be given one publication in the official newspaper and a news-
paper of general circulation available in the City, not less than 15 days
nor more than 30 days prior to the date fixed for the hearing, substantially
in the form of the attached Notice of Public Hearing. '

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
ON A PROPOSAL FOR A COMMERCIAL
FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT PROJECT

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of the City of Maplewood,
Minnesota, will meet at the City Hall in the City of Maplewood, Minnesota,
at 7:00 p.m. on July 8, 1985, to consider the proposal of WAV, Inc., a Minne-
sota corporation (the "Company"), that the City assist in financing a project
hereinafter described by the issuance of industrial development revenue bonds.

The proposed project shall consist of the construction and equipping of an
approximately 24,700 square foot three-story commercial bank and office building
located at 1740 Rice Street in Maplewood, Minnesota, and leased to Western State
Bank of St. Paul.

The maximum aggregate estimated principal amount of bonds or other obliga-
tions to be issued to finance this project is $2,300,000. The project will be
initially owned and operated by the Company.

The bonds or other obligations if and when issued will not constitute a
charge, lien or encumbrance upon any property of the City except the project
and such bonds or obligations will not be a charge against the City's general
credit or taxing powers but will be payable from sums to be paid by the Com-
bany pursuant to a revenue agreement.

A draft copy of the proposed application to the Energy and Economic Develop-
ment Authority, State of Minnesota, for approval of the project, together with
all attachments and exhibits thereto, is available for public inspection begin-
ning June 24, 1985, from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, at the
City Hall in Maplewood, Minnesota.

At the time and place fixed for the Public Hearing, the City Council of the
City of Maplewood will give all persons who appear at the hearing an opportunity
to express their views with respect to the proposal.

Dated this 24th day of June, 1985.
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(BY ORDER OF THE CITY COUNCIL)

By /s/ Lucille Aurelius
City Clerk

E - A Presentation of 20 - Year Pins

Mayor Greavu presented 20-year pins to the following employees who have served the

City of Maplewood faithfully and conscientiously for over 20 years:

Joseph Prettner 9-4-56 28 years, 10 months
Don Kortus 5-26-58 27 years, 1 month
Joseph Zappa 7-1-61 24 years

Arline Hagen 3-15-62 23 years, 3 months
Lucille Aurelius 10-24-62 22 years, 8 months
Norman Green 3-1-63 22 years, 4 months
Duane Williams 3-1-64 20 years, 4 months
Richard Dreger 9-1-64 20 years, 10 months
Laverne Nuteson 5-18-65 20 years, 1 month

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. 7:00 P.M. - Plan Amendment and Conditional Use - City Hall

a. Mayor Greavu convened the meeting for a public hearing regarding
approval of a Land Use Plan amendment from P, Parks and playgrounds, to M,
Municipal Facility and approval of a conditional use permit for a new city
hall building. '

b. Mr. Herb Ketchum, Architectural Alliance Associates, presented the specifics
of the new city hall.

c. Commissioner Ralph Sletten presented the following Planning Commission
recommendation:

"Commissioner Whitcomb moved the Planning Commission recommend the City
Council adopt the resolution amending the comprehensive plan as follows:

1. Amending the park designation on the land use map to M, municipal facility

2. Deleting this site from the parks inventory and map on pages E-11 and E-12
of the plan.

These amendments are on the basis that there is a greater public need for a
city hall than a park for open space.

The commission also recommends the Council adopt the resolution approving a
conditional use permit for the new city hall, based on the findings listed

in the resolution. Approval is subject to adherence to the site plan date-
stamped May 14, 1985, unless a change is approved by the City's Community Design
Review Board.

Commissioner Sletten seconded

Commissioner Whitcomb said he eliminated the statement from the motion that
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would not require an annual review. The City should not have regulations
waived when other projects in the City are required to have them

Voting: Ayes--Commissioners Axdahl, Barrett, Cardinal, Ditch, Fischer,
Larson, Sletten, Whitcomb" :

d. Board Member George Rossbach presented the following Community Design
Review Board recommendation:

"Board Member Rossbach moved the board approve the plans date-stamped May
14, 1985, for the new Maplewood city hall, subject to:

1. Approval of a conditional use permit by the City Council.

2. Trash enclosures shall be provided to be compatible with building and
meet code.

3. Any exterior building or roof-top equipment shall be decoratively screened
and hidden from view. The screening material is subject to staff approval.

4. Grading, drainage, erosion control and utility plans shall be subject to the

City Engineer's approval.

5. There shall be 111 parking apaces provided in addition to the 18 spaces in

the "secure parking area" for the police department.

6. Parking areas shall be striped and all bituminous areas shall have con-
tinuous concrete curbing and be maintained.

7. If construction has not begun within two years of approval, board review
shall be repeated.

8. Site security iighting shall be provided and shall be directed or shielded
SO not to cause any undue glare onto adjacent properties or roadways.

9. The landscape plan shall be revised for staff approval providing for:

a. Evergreen shrubbery shall be provided in the areas indicated on the
building elevation sheets.

‘ b. Sod shall be provided in all grass areas north and northwest of the
proposed building, and also around the perimeter of the entire building.
All other disturbed areas shall be sod or seed.
Board Member Peterson seconded Ayes - all."
e. Mayor Greavu closed the public hearing.
f. Mayor Greavu called for proponents. None were heard.

g. Mayor Greavu called for opponents. None were heard.

h. Councilmember Anderson introduced the following resolution and moved its
adoption: :
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85 - 6 -

WHEREAS, the City of Maplewood initiated an amendment to the Maplewood
Comprehensive Plan from P, parks and playgrounds, to M, municipal facility for
1902 East County Road B. This site is also deleted from the parks inventory and
map on pages E-11 and E-12. '

WHEREAS, the procedural history of this plan amendment is as follows:

1. The Maplewood Planning Commission held a public hearing on June 17,
1985, to consider this plan amendment. Notice thereof was published
and mailed pursuant to law. All persons present at said hearing were
given an opportunity to be heard and present written statements. The
Planning Commission recommended to the City Council that said plan
amendment be approved. )

2. The Maplewood City Council considered said plan amendment on June 24,
1985. The Council considered reports and recommendations from the
Planning Commission and City Staff.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL that the above-
described plan amendment be approved, on the basis that there is a greater public
need for a city hall than a park for open space.

Seconded by Councilmember Maida. Ayes - all.

i. Councilmember Anderson introduced the following resolution and moved its
adoption:

85 - 6 -

WHEREAS, the City of Maplewood initiated a conditional use permit to
construct a new city hall at the following-described property:

Unplatted lands. Except the N 333 feet and except the W 433 feet
and except the S 183 feet of the W 633 feet; That part lying North-
westerly of the abandoned Soo Line RR R/W, of the NW 1/4 (subject to
easements) in Section 14, Township 29, Range 22.

WHEREAS, the procedural history of this conditional use permit is as
follows:

1. This conditional use permit was initiated by the City of Maplewood,
pursuant to the Maplewood Code of Ordinances.

2. This conditional use permit was reviewed by the Maplewood Planning
Commission on June 17, 1985. The Planning Commission recommended to
the City Council that said permit be approved.

3. The Maplewood City Council held a public hearing on June 24, 1985.
Notice thereof was published and mailed pursuant to law. All per-
sons present at said hearing were given an opportunity to be heard
and present written statements. The Council also considered reports
and recommendations of the City Staff and Planning Commission.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL that the

above-described conditional use permit be approved on the basis of the fol- -
lowing findings-of-fact:

1. The use is in conformity with the City's Comprehensive Plan and with
the purpose and standards of this chapter.

2. The establishment or maintenance of the use would not be detrimental
to the public health, safety or general welfare.

3. The use would be located, designed, maintained and operated to be
compatible with the character of that zoning district.

4. The use would not depreciate property values.

5. The use would not be hazardous, detrimental or disturbing to
present and potential surrounding land uses, due to the noises,
glare, smoke, dust, odor, fumes, water pollution, water run-off,
vibration, general unsightliness, electrical interference or other
nuisances.

6. The use would generate only minimal vehicular traffic on local streets
and shall not create traffic congestion, unsafe access or parking needs

that will cause undue burden to the area properties.

7. The use would be serviced by essential public services, such as streets,
police, fire protection, utilities, schools and parks.

8. The use would not create excessive additional requirements at public
cost for public facilities and services; and would not be detrimental
to the welfare of the City.

9. The use would preserve and incorporate the site's natural and scenic
features into the development design.

10. The use would cause minimal adverse environmental effects.

Approval is subject to adherence to the site plan, date-stamped May 14,

1985, unless a change is approved by the City's Community Design Review Board.

Seconded by Counéilmember Maida. Ayes - all

G. AWARD OF BIDS

1.

Insurance Contracts

a.

b.

C.

Finance Director Dan Faust presented the Staff report.
Mr. Al Ciliske, Corporate Risk Managers, Inc., presented the bids.

Councilmember Bastian moved to award the insurance contracts as follows:
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1. Ekblad, Parde and Bewell

League of Minn. Cities - Package $ 155,462.00
Hartford Steam Boiler - Boiler & Machiney 4,030.00
Auto-Owners - Bonds 1,541.00

Western World - Medical Malpractice 5,157.34
$ 166,190.34

2. League of Minn. Cities Ins. Trust
Workers' Compensation $ 106,850.00

3. W. A. Lang Co.
Public Officials' Liability $ 5,544.00

$ 278,584.00
Seconded by Mayor Greawvu. . Ayes - all.

d. Councilmember Bastian moved to instruct the City Manager to investigate
"umbrella" coverage.

- Seconded by Mayor Greavu. Ayes - all.

H. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

None.

I. NEW BUSINESS

1. City of Mound

a. Mayor Greavu moved to table this item since no one from Mound, Minnesota,
Minnesota, was present to discuss the request.

Seconded by Councilmember Anderson. Ayes - all.

b. Staff instructed to investigate the City's allocation for IRB and what is
remaining. ‘ ’

J. VISITOR PRESENTATION

1. George Rossbach
a. Mr. Rossbach stated he felt the appointment of the Councilmember to fill
the recent vacancy was handled inconsistently with the way appointments to

commissions are handled and wishes the Council to adopt consistent procedures.

b. Councilman Anderson suggested present commission or board members be asked
to fill vacancies on other commissions and boards before advertising.

L. ADMINISTRATIVE PRESENTATIONS

1. Hajicek Assessments and Taxes

a. Mr. Gene Wilson, representing Mr. Robert Hajicek, requested Council send
a letter to Ramsey County requesting them to delay collection of back taxes and

-8 - 6/24



~assessments. They hope to sell the land shortly and will be in a position
to pay the delinquent charges.

b. City Attorney, Patrick Kelly, explained the Council's position.
c. Councilmember Anderson moved to request Ramsey County to delay collection

of delinquent taxes and assessments for the property located on County Road D
east of White Bear Avenue for an eight month period.

Seconded by Councilmember Wasiluk. Ayes - Mayor Greavu, Councilmembers
Anderson and Wasiluk

Nays - Councilmembers Bastian and
Maida.

COUNCIL PRESENTATIONS

1. Castle and Cope Area

a. Councilmember Anderson requested Staff investigate the storm water problem
in the area of Castle and Cope.

2. Frost Avenue

a. Councilmember Anderson questioned the progress of the Frost Avenue Improve-
ment.

b. Staff stated all the easements have not been obtained as yet.

3. City Water Problems
a. Councilmember Anderson stated the St. Paul Water Department is placing re-
quirements of separate services into each unit of a double or quad dwelling,
etc. Can the City negotiate any of requirements imposed by the Water Depart-
ment?
b. Staff to investigate.

4. Diseased Trees

a. Councilmember Bastian requested Staff compile figures of what the costs
would be in identifying diseased trees.

5. Brand Avenue Ponding.
6. Skillman Avenue Ponding

a. Mayor Greavu requested Staff to investigate the ponding problems in the
Brand Avenue area and in the Skillman Avenue Area.

ADMINISTRATIVE PRESENTATIONS

Discussed before Item K.

ADJOURNMENT

8:51 P.M.
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312,79
312,79 o

34745400 .
34745.70 »

16 . .

L3 O

e 445090

181.33 . .

CHEICK REGISTER

DISPATCH

MINN STATE TREAS
MIAN STATZ TREAS

SPHNITTER FIREWORKS |

MINN STATZ TREAS ...

%(je: Y

_yENDC. ..o ITEM DESCRIPTICN
NeSePe oo .- UTILITIES
NeSeP o LTILITIES
NeSePo UTILITIZS
NeSeZ o o UTILITIZS
NeSePe UTILITIES
NeSePe UTILITIES
NeSePe oo UTILITIES
NeSeP o SUTILITIES
NeSePoe UTILITIES
NoSePo o o UTILITIZS
NeSePe UTILITIES
\SF UTILITIES
NKeSePo . S UTILITIES
NSF UTILITIES
ASP UTILITIZS
NSP ) . .- CUTILITIES
NSP UTILITIES
NSP LTILITIES
NSP . UTILITIES
KSF UTILITIES
NSP UTILITIES
NSE UTILITIES
NEP UTILITIES
NSF UTILITIES
NSP . - ... UTILITICS
NSF UTILITIES
NSP UTILITICS
ASP e UTILITIZS
NSF UTILITIES
NSP UTILITICS
NSPF e - UTILITICS.

PAPIRS

LICENSE PEL
LICENSE FEL

T guULY 4TH
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1985 CITY DF MAFLEWCOD CHECK REGISTER

o ~CHECK Mo DATE —  — EMOUNY. . . VONDC? . ITEM DESCRIFTIC

i

C:
I
RESSRET7,1% 21 G6/2B/8S.—______ B10.89.___ _ wx ST TREAS SURTAX. ___ SURTAX PAL
© aown Cor2srss 16.21- N ST TREAS SURTAX  SURTAX PEL
| « 794,68
% S e

( ©
S _..371028 . D6r28/85. . ASTLTC . . MCCDMP DOUGLAS . _ CONTRACT FYM
: 15070 «

_ RER KRR

€ © 1z 56728 1E€5 150,70 KELLEY JouN CCNTRACT FYHM
T e ASDMAG e T
‘ ' 222 R N3
171475 C6/28/8S 15,30 ALSTAD RICHARD  CCNTRACT FyM
« 152,70
L2 Z 2 B N
‘ .
171¢40 T6/23/85 . . . ... 1224309 . ._ _ CLTRK DF COURT .. . . LICEASE FEL
120670
 {
AN RE S . . U - S - [ e
L 171417 C6778785 2.31 HAGEN APLINE © BETTY CASF
) 17141 TOSZEIES - 1431 . MAGEN ARLINE - .o —— . _FITTY CASH
: 171417 C6/2E185 625 HAGZN ARLINE PZTTY CASH
« 171mer 06726785 4.34 HAGEN ARLINE PTTY CASH
; A T4 TR COJ28/ES . 3449, HALGEN ARLINE . .. . PITTY CASH
: R IR ~6/2E/8% 5.25 MAGEN ARLINE PETTY CASH
j €  grec c6/28/E5 2.1C MAGEN ARLINE PZTTY CASH
: RN TZTIT S6/28/85  _ __  ___ 6af2 . _ _ MMBEN ARLINE _ __ ... . .. PZTTY CASt
171115 n6 /287 ES 7. 51 HAGEN ARLINE BEITTY CASFH
| 7 1KE1L T6/123/85 3.50 HAGEN ARLINE PETIY CASE
17111, Cos2B7EE 4,25 MACEN ARLINE . . .. PETTY CASt
L7 o6B =
€
N YRR — e e . . — -
L 1721172 2642885 29,12 HORSNELL JUCITH MILZ AGE
‘ . 29,12 . _ I o
‘ (2 E R 2 X
~ 171mes L6/28/585 468716 MINN STATZ TREAS LICENSE PEL
L & 171169 N6/2878E 159,30 MINN STATI TREAS LICENSE PEL
‘ e hebkbel6 + o
‘ [ IS X R N
17185 T6/26/€5 763410 €OSTMESTER ECSTAGE
L 763410 .
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1985 CITY OF MAFLECND

}?%576>2 [

CHECK REGISTER

CHECK N2o DATE __. AMCUNT _NMINDO®. _ _____ _ _ ITEM DESCFIFTIC
[t 22 E R et e+ e+ e U — — - —— e e mm ¢ e e e
172564 C6/28/85 1,002,790 EMP BENEFIT CLAINS CINTAL CLZIMS
o _- 14200e2C 6 T T T
L 2 2 R R )
172069 US/2B/BS  5,174.25  MINN STATZ TREAS LICINSE PEL
172M69 n6/28/85 382,30 MIAN STATZ TREAS LICENSc FEL
54554425 % _ . _ o m A
I I E KR
175223 % 06/28/85 49,29  MC DONALD RESTR  PROGRAMS
49629 =
I X R XN h - o o o ) ) -
175747 36722785 8100 HOFGREFE MARYAWN REZUND
B2, 20 =
SRR d e _ o I - —
17588 L6 /28185 40,70 DAVIS VIPGINIA REFUAD
43470 + _ T
LI X E XN
105¥¢€5 Zor28/s95 60129.R1 WINN STAT: TREASURZIR  LICENSE FBL
175M¢€9 16/28/85 285,:0 ¥TNN STATI TRZASURER LICENSE PBL
175M69 SO /28785 401,50 . MIAN STATE TREASURZIR = LICENSE FBL
64R15,R1 +
LA R BB N3 e e o e e e m em e e e e e i e e e et o+ e e
175R1. r6/28/85 22.77 RANSIY CCURT AMB RUNS
20470 S
*RE® & & -
176045 “6r28/85  120.50 " CLERK DF COURT  FILING FIE
127.5C =
LI EEXE 3 CoT T T i B B
176057 C6/28/B5 . _ _ 19,47 ___ . COLLINS DINNETH ¥V .. SUPPLIES
1947 »
(22 K2 X3 e s e —
176622 C6I2B/ES 34842441 GAME TIME F306 SLPPLIES
176622 N6I29/ES. . 14946470 GAMS TIME PEDE SUFFLIES
176622 r6/s22/85 2,588,230 GAME TIME SROG SUPPLITS
175522 GAME TIME PROC SUPFLIES

Lv6/es 185 14287,70



e e e e Pﬁdei /

19P5 CITY OF MAPLE COL CHECK REGISTER
 CHECK ACe DATE AMOUAT o _WENDDZ_. .. —______ITEM DESCRIFTION
94363041 #
o e
176¥69 06/28/8S . _Se619.%B___ ____ wINN STAT: TREZAS . LICENSE PEL
176 %69 06728785 415.50 MINN STATZ TRZAS LICENSE PBL
64034 38 =
ceasss o - T T o T
177032 . 26426785 . 91470 __ MINN 200 ... _.______PROGRAMS
91.”0 *
2 E X X 3 e et e e e o e e . s e - — - - —— - P PR - —
177223 % Ces2®/s85 28,62 »C DOVALC RESTR PROGRAMS
e . 2Be62 & . - - U
RE kKRR R
177283 Cos2s/8s ©40.30 BTZJAK DELORES  REFUND
4 .TD *
AR kR & i i T - i N ) ) B B -
7786, C6/287ES . . 798,33 MAPLEWODD ATH ASSOC. .. .. LMPIAES
177545 C6 /28185 432,30 MAPLZ WOOC ATH ASSOC UMPIFES
170865 S6/27/85 192,70 MAPLZ WOOD ATH ASSOC  ° LUMPIRES
) 122230 e
XX 2 R N
177469 nes28res 5,661.50  MINN STATZ TRIAS LICENSE PEL
177wey r6/128185 330,37 MINN STATE TRZAS LICENSE PEL
. . 5499165 v i e .
AN EE B
17r76 Z6/28/85 61917457 PN ST TREAS PERA LIC PBL
177076 C6723785 94197, 35 My ST TREAS PERA LiC PBL
169114992 % e e
*R Av & &
183 ¥ 6428785 ’ 67453 HYMAN FREIGHT © FREIGHT FIREWIRH
6753 »
L D o i
178741 0K/ 287E5 — . 2496E,08. RO SO CONTRACTING CONTIACT FYW
24968.78 =
ARk R X e e mmmrt a2 s e e e <0 et b e < R —

1/8M69 (6728/78¢% 849941.55 PINN STATZ TFEAS LICENSE PEL
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19ES5 CYTY OF MAPLEWIDD CHECK REGISTER
~ - CHECK NCe CATE . _____AMOUNY . VYINDD3 - .ITEM DESCFIFTION
1/8V¢€9 6728785 206430 © MINN STATI TREAS LICENSE PEL
o - TR 2 % L% 475 - 0 s G .
: saxd e
[3
: 179¥€9 C6/28/785 B 7®3,30 MINN STATI TRIASURER LICENSE PBL
1/9¥69 C6/28785 . 293CCe2C~ SINN STATZI TREASURER LIC PBL
179V4y N4 2BIBS . 430420 . ___ MINN STATI TRZIASURER..____ LICEINSE FBL
69513.3C =
LA AR 2 8] e e et s e et e e e - ot <t e e et et e e
179887 C6/22/785 72,11 \SP UTILITIZ S
179N°° LO/28/8S 151,95 ._____ NSP. . . UTILITIES
179087 L6 /28785 T6.44 NSP : UTILITIES
306450 » }
e S O PRE
179076 C6/28785 52Z .70 .. UNIDALE INS - .. ..INSURANCE
522470
(T 2 L e = e e .
181,168.79 FUND 01 TOTAL GENERAL
344,18 FUND 02 TOTAL HYDRANT CHARES
94363441 FUND 17 TCTAL . ... FARPK DEVELC®MCINT
24968,78 FUND 39 TOTAL B4=4 MCCLELLANC
984 FUND 56 TOTAL 85=4 RIFLEY RAVE
o 1e7?S..._ ... FUND 67 TOTAL . _._ ... B85=(7 CRESTVI:tW
64 464 FUND B6 TCT:2L 83=4 MCKNIEFTY RC
1440162 FUND 9C TOTAL SANITARY SEMEP F
. 239719453 . FUMD 92 TOTAL e PAYROLL BENZFIT
243024700 FUND 94 TOTAL DINTAL SELF=INSL
107 .72 FUND 9€ TOTAL VIHICLE & EGLIF
S Z 21—9 A{’oi .1'; T ;rCTBL T B T

HECESSARY EXPENDITURES SINCE LAST .COUCIL.MEETING.




- ACCQUNTS .PAYABLE JUNE 8,1985 . = PAGE : 1

¢
¢ 1965 CITY OF MAFLEWCED CHECX REGISTCR
T CHICK Nfo DATE BMQUAT _ _VENDCX______ ITEW DESCFIFTIC
C - 188U5C L6/22/85 118,33 UNIFORMS UNLIMITED UNIFCRMS
e T _Y11R,33 o
( -~ L3 2 & X X%
M - SR — e e . —— - - — - U — .
E T qg8yRe 06727785 17,50 TTTTUNIVIRSAL MEDICAL SUPPLIES
= ( N 1770 =
I
e T e .
(
- 1890C4 _ C6/ZP/8S 1B 2C  HWIELTH RESOURCES. _ CONTRACT FYM
: 189CC4 36/2778° 12,00 HEALTH RESOURCES CONTRACT FYHM
{ 15900« J6/27/785 7.22 HEALTH® RESOURCES CONTRACT FYM
1%9CC4 Nof22/RS_ 54430  _ HEALTH RESOULRCES  CONTRACTY FY¥
: 165074 w6/22/85 36420 HEALTH RESGURCES CONTRACT FYM
- 1590C4 36727785 616,80 HZALTH RESGLRCES CANTRACT FYM
: 1890C4 S6/2M#85 33|IE RTALTH RESOURCES CINTRACT FYM
189074 nNe/27 /85 132,07 HEALTH RESOURCES CONTRACT FYV
159004 06 122785 78,70 +EALTH RESCURCTS CONTRACT £YM
o 14284470 = o o
Ak &k &
189014 £6/27/7/8 T 97407 T BAUSCH KATHLEEN 7 REFUND T
( 1770 »
vvees e e e
( .
. 1R9°S1 L6 /27/85 970 GLD CARS PRICE GUIDE _ MEMBERSHIF
9eC0 @
{
. .. ...' ol . SR —— et e e e o o s RN — ES— — .
f 1B9C6" ner2zsss |y ) D . GW SUPPLIES
. [T e M N, T
i Z R RN
16906 2 Les26r8s T 'S448 LINOLEUM SALTS €0 SUPPLIES
{ St »
v S N e
{
1£9061 CCO/2P/8S 29682420 SEWTIN PRINTING FRINTING
2.1082 eJD =
(
...’. hd - PSR — — — —— e - ——— e e ——— e e e
4 159067 Cor2RrE" 12.20 B-1 BUSTAISS WACHINE - SUPFLIES
1e9n97 JO/20/785 . 12,70= a1 RUSINZ3S MACHINT  SUPPLIES
159097 L0/27/ES 12,29 8=1 BUSINTSS WiICHINE SUPPLIES
(4 12,00 «
e e
|

1e9114 36127185 (> 0! [:) ,Zf>23f Panﬁ?r\?ﬁgétzf’RESTa SUPEDS
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1G85 CITY OF MAFLEWOOD

CHECK NC, CATE _AMOUAT

27.70 =
L2 R R XY T T e o
189125 _Lerarsss 975,70
- 175,70
." * * . i e imamm e ——— e S A -« 11, O] A Sk e e e v o o e e -
169176 G6/27/8E 1Ce00
o 1D
XA R k& &
1892C0¢ 26727788 T T,
17,70 »
(22 R X N oot T o - -
Lo
189221 ©  ler2#/85 235,20
’ T 235,75 »
L3 R X 2R3 o _ e
169271 % _Lerz27/85 4,66
e 7‘066 *
(2 2 KB X
192177 S6/21 /85 T T T ZeBR4 G0 T T T
24,884,730
T ET Y T T
1.931° ©6/27/85  150,7C
15770 =
A2 B RN R
169327 56727785 127.50
12750 =
Ehkk k& &
129431 CL8/277ES T T T T 2p .0
2‘:010 *
129432 CSes2e/RE T TR e T T
482 .47
srane e Tt -
1894 4o 56722785 27.7C
T T T T T 20."\" -
2 R XY

. .CCRPORATE RISK MANG

DINS BODY SHOP T 7

f?%jeia?

CHECK REGISTER

.. _ VENDCR ITEM CESCRIPTIOC

__CINTRACT FY¥

FIRT MERSHWALS MIMBERSHIF
T JOHNSON PARIANNE T "REFUND

CANTEPBUPY DOMWNS 47 TICKETS

NORTHWEST FABRICS SUPFLIES

ST REGTS CORP 77777 supPLIES
_KIAND JOHN _ CONTRACT FY»
¥4 SAFITY COUNCIL TAA INTNE

MARUSKR MLRK " UNIFORMS

]
T TUNIFCRMS

FISCHER LORRAINE  TRAMEL TRAINING



. CHETCK NC.

1685 CITY OF MAFRLENCCD

185646

LI 2 XN

189452

Lt 2 228

169464

[ 22 2 & 8

189551

L2 R 28]

189567

Rk k& &

169572

(22 8 8 2%

189657

LA R 2B

1:9721

ARk R e

169725

LA R RN

18973¢

22 2 & X

15922%

1698 29

DaTE

—_AMDUNT_

_es2rres (D1 %\5{_— M_- _MILERSE
S *

CHICK REGISTZIR
VENDC2

P/)(jeid’

. ITENM DESCRIFTIO:

cesaz/es )0 LD }%«s_/ bR T REFLNC
—— e REGTR
L6/27/85 T 45,668.24  PROOKDALE FORC CONTRACT FYN
4546€5.24 =
Ces27/85 22,10 BALKENDL JOHN REFUND
22,20 »
® C6s27/%5 150,70 JI¥ FOLK 3AND JULY 4TH
. _ e 1506%0 e
L6/22/E5 T 16425 MPLS STAR & TRIBUNE  FAPZRS
16,25 =
o /2785 27,30 ST PAUL CISPETCH  PUBLISHIAE
27,30 «
36727./85 20,70 EIDEN MARY TRAVEL TREINING
Y -+ K A e
U6/27/85  16,929.07 T TARCHITECTURAL ALL CONTRACT FYM
161929.°7
$6/27/85  _ __23e7C __ MINY PLANNING ASSCC _ MTMOCRSEIF
20,70 =
YRIT 9.20 FARNHAM BONNIE REFUAD
S T S S
L6/27/85S 198,27 GEN IND SUPPLY SUPPLIES
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1985 CITY OF MAPLEKCID

CHECK N7 DATE

RN R AW

1&980¢

LA R R X ]

19857

(22 2 2 X

189977

aradan
1839472
1894 ¢
ratknn

1&92£75

LA A BN X3

189225

LA R RN X

1692855
189255
159255

Axrkw
129,75

1%L 75
129275

. 1¢9275

129875
1292475
169175
1c9275
15927>
19275
129275
169L75
149475

pAJt Y

CHECK REGISTZR

S6126/85 1) D I'D - '\2}%); o

BFSCMI=LCCAL2725  SUPPLIES

36726785 108,26 A=JAX DOKER BRAKE SUPFLIES

. 108,26 « I
U6/27/8% T 630,00 T T AMERI-DATA SYSTEM T CONTRACT Fy¥
Z0/2717€5 29345,70 EMERI=DATA SYSTEM CCNTRACT FYM
16/26/85 165,70 __ BMERI=DATA SYSTEM LEASE PURCH2SE

T TU3,140.50 T o T T

26722785 21.99 AT & T TELIPHONE
L6 /27785 . 6eN2 pTE YT TELEFHCNE
L 6/2778¢% 69,52 AT & T TELEPHDONE
L6/277EC 2.52 AT L T TELEPHONE
J6/27/85 3.01 aY & T YELEPHOME
U6/r22/78% 9,73 LTS T TELZPKONE
26/27/85 6.72 AT & T TELEPHONE
“6/2778S 14,51 ATE T TELEPHCKE
“6/27/ES 132,09 AT & T TELEFRGNE
J6 /2778 77.29 AT & T TELEPH+ONE
6727 /85 3,09 AT R T  TELEZPHGAE
cos27s8s ey TUoAT e T T T OYELEPHONE
L 6/27/85 20 .28 AT & T TELEFHCNE

INT VE:

e BMOUNY VENDC? ATE¥ DESCRIPTIO
158,27 »
L6/2R/85 B2, MCNULTY JOHN J  REPAIR MA
BP,00 '« :
36727 /85 50,20 BANICK JOWN SUPFLIES
A 241 S
se/seks8s T 717,53 amecy OIL ©O T UTTERULEL o1L
17,53 « :
16726785 674,47 ECPO=MINN o SLPPLIES
6 /26785 67,46 ACFO=MINN SUPPLIES
134493 «

VEE

VEH




1985 CITY JF MAPLZ W8I0 CHECK REGISTZIR

-

Pﬁ(jcl S

_ CHECK N7« DATE AMOUNT VENDC® _ ITEM CESCRIFTIO!
129275 L6/2778¢ 127,20= AT E T PRINTZR
189275 n6J2885 33,30 aveTYT TELEPHOME
19475 46727785 25.64 AT & T PRINTER
169275 G6/2RIEE 23.22 AT & 7 TSLEFHONE
159275 L 6/27/85 3,71 PTR&T  TILEPHONE
109275 6427185 18.76 AT & T TELEPHDONE
169275 « 6727785 28,.C1 AT & T TELEPHONE
1e9275 LO/2T/ES. o 3.7 _ AT & T  TELEFFONE
159475 C6/2R/8¢ 34441 AT & T TSLEFHONE
129475 (6727785 672 AT & T TELEPHONE
109875 6/727/85 3,01 aTe T o TELEFHOAE
159275 Uo s27/8% 3.21 AT S T TELEPHONE
189275 06427785 301 AT R T TELEFHCNE
189275 /2785 1,050,70 ATRL T o FRINTER .
109475 L0 /2R 1EE 3,71 AT & 7 TELEFHONE
159475 C6/27785 7.69 AT & T TELEPHONE
19492453 . - o
(12 X2 X R
189815 j6/r26/785 16,47 BATTERY TIRE WHSE  SUPPLIES VEF
16.47 *
I P E R TR 3 - B T - T - B - N B - - o 0
169845 $6/426/85 168 BO2RD OF &ATER COMM UTILITIES
189845 G6/26/85 11,96 B3J2RD OF WATER CCMM UTILITIES
18GE4S 6426185 39,63 ROARD OF WATER COMM CONTRACT FYM
109245 J6/20/85 631,48 BOSRD OF WaTER COMM  CONTRACT FY»
696425 *
‘.'." L. e in o — e o e+ e = e e e R — — — ST - —
189065 ses27185 1) 01 ) p ) BSA SLPPLIES
T )t T - N
L E S X2
1569€33 Ler26785 D 33,14 CAPYTIL SUPPLY SLPPLIES
33,14 =
creens e e
18955 06726785 206,42  COPY DUPLICATING _ CUPLICATINE (CCS™
206.‘2 »
189¢56 6727785 _____ 3ST.46 ____ CCLLINS ELECTRIC__ _  SUPPLIES
169€56 26720785 B2463 COLLINS ELECTRIC SUPPLIES
1£9C56 L6/26/8¢ 49,58 COLLINS ELECTRIC CONTRACT FVYM
B . 52967 = . o ) .
RERKS R
169 €5« w6/26/85  5,50- T COOY TQUITMENT INC SUPPLIES
129€53 6726785 21449 CCFY EQUISMENT INC SUPPLIES



o

1985 CITY OF MAFLZWCID

CHECK REGISTZR

SUPPLIES

_SUPPLIES

"CONTRACY

SUPPLIES

SUPFPLIES
SUPPLIES
SUPPLIES

CINTRACT

CONTRACT
CCNTRACY

" CONTRACT

CCNTR2CT
CONTRACT
CINTRACT
CCNTRACT
CONTRRCTY
CONTRACT
CONTRACY
CCONTRACT
CONTRACT
CCNTRACT
CCNTRLCY
CONTRACTY
CONTRACT
CCNTRACT
CCNTRACY

CHECK N9, DATE AMOUNT VINDD?
129 (5% C6/126765 13,76 CCFY EQUIOMENT INC
189C5& u6/26/85 10,15 _CCPY EQUIFMENT INC
. W67c61/8> 39 00 i ; F¥ RS
122 XX - e
189£9C 26126785 225.70 EVANS BARRY
22520 = o
[ 22X R N3
129518 nes26r8 T 345,00 7 GENERAL REPAIR
34570 »
erens I _ e
159641 L6s26s85 28,94 _GOODIN CC o
28,94
." Ll e —— 0 [P - - SE— [ — [
159K19 & 16726785 62.45 HENDY MITCH WELDING
189419 ~€/26/85 26450 HANDY HITCH WILDING
1%9K41¢ 6 /26185 25.70 HRANDY MITCH WELDING
113,95 «
L2 X R XN o - N T o T T B
169726 6726785 42,49 INNEZRLINE -
42,49 » - o -
Akl b ‘ . L im e — e = ———- o ————— - e . tA——— e = e m——— e — e _— e e e et e
1e913c % 16726785 26 46C INDEPINDEYTRE22
153971 3C “6/2€/ES 26430  INDEPINDTATH622 B
18973C 36/26/8¢ 264,30 INDEPINDENT#H 622
189 13¢C 26726785 26430 INCEFINDENT #622
109130 J6/26/6S 26430 INCEPINDENT#622
18973. TerZEsBE 26.3C INCEPIRNDENT#H622
189137 D6/126/ES 2630 INCEFENDENT#622
109 13C 26726785 e, 264 INPEPENDINTH622
1597350 16 /26785 26430 INCE2ZNDENTR622
18973C 36/26/85 2643C INCEFENDEN TH622
1597137 06726785 26430 INDEFENDENT®#622
169137 26126785 264132 INCEPSNDENT#H622
109230 26126785 26430 INDEPENDENT #622
18913C J6/26/E5 26430  INCETINDENTH622 B
18971 3u 26/26785 26430 INCEPENDEIT#622
18971350 ° C6/126/8% 25430 INCEPC NDENTH#622
1297 35 26726785 26430 INCEPZINDENT #622
18913C 26/l26/E5 264,30 IADE2INDENTHE22
473,70 »
A2 R R N T 0 T - - o - -
169432 25726785 923 ,3R JelLe SHIELY CO

CONTRACT

12%7c§ G
___ITEM DESCRIFTIOM

VIHICLE ZLLCBANC

FYM

FYM

FYN™
FYM
FYV
FYM
Py
FYM
FY¥
FYM
FYM
FYNM
FYM
FYV
FYM
FYp
FYM
FYw~
FYM
Fyr

Fyy



1985 CITY 9F MAFLZBOOD

.......

CHECK REGISTZR

_ CCNTR&CY

 SUPPLIES

" CONTRACT

Pn(jc 27

ITEY DESCFIFTIO!

CONTRACTY
CONTRACY
CCNTRACT

FYM
FYM
FYM

FRCE

SUPFLIES

SUPFLIES

'SUPFLTES
SUPPLTES

FYM
Fyr
137

CINTPACT

TRAVEL TREININE

SUPFLIES
SUPPLILS

MEIMBZIRSHIF

T SUPPLIES

SUPFLIES
SLPPLIES

CHECK N2 CATE ___ BMOUNT _~~  YEZNDO? -
1854932 L6726 /85 34399.43 JeLe SHIELY €€
139 0352 Jor26/8% _ 59356e1®  Jele SHIELY CC
18993¢ 56726485 167449 Jele SHYELY C¢
99840 ,98 «
V (3 2 2 X X2 o T T I T
189950 * Q6/26/85 278425 J THOMAS ATHLECTICS
278425 «
LA 2 R K - R -
179K11 T6rCEIEE 28,92 K=MART
e R%BeR2 x
[ 2 E EER 2
189K55 56/26/85 T BsL16 T KNCX LUMBFR
614 »
129K56 2es26785 T T T KNCWLANDS B T
159K56 L0/26785 8,13 KNCWLANDS
— IS LTS A - e
[ 2 3 X 2 X'
1891 1¢ ~6/27/78% 14173.50 LAIS RANATGAN KLY
189116 C6/26785 2+692.28 LEIS BANNTYGAN KLY
139116 -0/27/85 67.5C L2IS BANNIGAN KLY
3933428 =
'. . e a e e e e e+ —— e e+ s ot 4 e = i . oo e e — S ———— e+ ———
129131 C6/26/7E% 65420 LEAGYE OF MN CITIES
S - - 2 0
1891 32 56/26/€5 955,20 LAW ENFOPCEMENT E£QUP
129132 C6720/85 - 251 - Law INFOPCEMENT S@up
987,50
k& ** * . - - © e e e s et i i s ¢ e = ot e = e ——- e oeom— oo - e e [ [ — -
189134 06/26/85 87,75 LEAGUE OF MN +UMAN
e e 87,75 « N o
[ Z X R N3
1291 26 L6726/ T 729,10 TTUULETS AuTC suPPLY
109126 J6/26/85 5494 LETS AUTGC SUPALY
1691 36 L6/726/8¢ i . _ 20eS1 . LEES AUTC SUPPLY
55.55 =
LA 2 B X XY _ i ~ _ o ~ N .
159L70 L6/20785 14972,36 LICIS

CCNTRACT FYV



779(76 . §
R |
p 1GE5 CITY OF MAPLEMWCAD CHECK REGISTER
CHECK NCe DATE EMIUNT L _VENDCS _  TTEM DESCRIFTICON
{ - 169L70 £6726/85 931.93 LOGIS CONTRACT Fyv
‘ 2480629
( TR
- 1L9L7?S L6726785 T T T 1843 T TLONS LK FGPL TRACTOR  SUPPLIES
€ 165917 U6/2678S 36.94 LONG LK FORLC TnACTUR SUPPLIES
189175 Gé6s26/85 83,098 L CNG LK FORC TRACTOR _  SUPPLIES
169L75 LO/261ES 254438 LCNG LXK FCRC TRACTOR SUPPLIES
( 363,73
cresne e T
; (
; 189¥75 T6/26/8% 189,26  pRSyPRLY SUPFLIES
: 199.86 «
; ¢
pl ekl S e e e e e e
¢ 129v11 0426785 124 .31 MAC QUEEN ZGUIPMENT SUPFLIES
129¥11 26726785 158,50 MLC QUIEN SQUIFMINT SUPPLIES
: 189v11 6 /26/85 21.72 FAC QUSEN EGUTFMENT SUPFLIE
3 ¢ 304451 =
i ‘2 2.8 2 X T o - Tt T T
¢
199414 26/26/85 27,30 MAPLIWOOD REVIEd PLBLISHING
159¥14 .6/267ES 38430 MAPLEWOOD REVIEW MTMECRSK IF
€ 6532 = :
trenes e e
‘ .
159%56 L6/26/85 274,24  WINNESOTA BLUEFRINT _~ SUPPLIES
189 MY 1 6/26785 75463 MINNZSOTA BLUEPRINT SLPPLIES
p ‘ 102 o°7 *
B RERE RS B - T s h - o i T T
[ |
169w9° C6/26/85  B7?3,90  wITOROLA INC  CCNTRACT ¥vM
873,90 =
P i
L2 2 8 B & e R — - o _
€ 159MGS C6 /126785 115.70 MRPA M{MEZRSH IP
e C 115070 & N
‘ ERE KN A
189w 6P Core6 /85 7 TTTTTTTT0.30 T MULVANEY DENNIS 7 WCRK ECCTS
€ 20470 «
[ 22 8 XN ] Tttt rmTTTm
¢
To9N3e Lol27/85 1436963 NIFTH ST PAUL CITY UTILITIES
169037 Gof21185 53,10 NTRTH ST PAUL CITY UTILITICS
€ 19422473 +




e 77/9(7?37

1985 CITY OF MAFLIWCID CHECK REGISTER
_ CHECK NCo CAYE AWOUNT ____VEINDO® ITEM DESCRIPTIO!
" * - * P — e [T e et e s . -
159A5C 56 /2785 235,50 AIRTHWESTERN BELL SUPFLIES
189NST  C6/27/8% 38,9C NCRTHWESTERN BELL __ SLPPLIES
189A50 Co/s22/78% 38,90 N RTHWESTZ]RN BELL SUPPLIES
109N5 T 36727785 38,90 NCRTHWESTZRN BELL SUPFLIES
189N5C co/27/8L 359431 NOFTHWESTERN BELL___ SUPPLIES
189857 C6/122785 19,53 ACRTHWESTERN EFLL SUPFLIES
169057 J6/2776¢ 39,30 NCRTHWDISTIRN BELL SUPPLIES
159N573 <6/27s85 38,98 NORTHWESTERN BTLL  __ SUPFLIES
189A5C T6/27/85 5G.16 NORTHWESTERN BELL SUPPLTIES
18985~ C6/27/E5 16430 MNORTHWZSTERN ESLL SUPPLIES
16905 7C 36/27/85 116239 ACRTHWESTIRN BELL  SUPPLTES
159850 L6/277E5 89.35 NOPTHWESTERN EELL SUPFLIES
1E9NSC D6/27785 67.95 NIRTHWESTERN RTLL SLPPLTES
189854 coserrEs  ®1.80  _ ADRTHWESTEIM FSLL _ SUPPLIES
1 » 233 026
.' ‘ e . e ———— e e e e o . - . - - J— e . e
169K65 J6/ZT/ES 14,40 AUTESON LAVEEAE TRAVEL TREZININE
T K A
(2 2 % XN
18904¢ 26727785 249,50 7 aLD DSMINIIN BRUSH "7 REPAIR MAINT
245,70 =
LI E R} - T o o T T
159925 26/21/85 . 500,30 TZAT MARWICK _ CONTRACT Fy»
SON."0 =
..".' - —— —— —— i . v v+ s e o —r - et e — v —— PR
129035 C6/27/78¢ 113,98 PITROLEUM MAINT SUPFLIES
129538 UO/2F/ES 59,5k __ PCTROLEUM MAINT  SUPFLIES
173,52 »
.'.'.. — e e . s an e n e o—— ot o— S - [ S ch e e . - e
190642 06720185 26.20 PTCKWICK DISC 8KS SUPPLTES
159r42 C6/27785 1,48 PICKwICK DISC BKS  SUPPLIES .
24 472 »
..' * bl - — —— e ——— —— —— e — e - e v m— e o e s e e, —— o B -
129R645 56 427 785 74 .70 PITNTY BO4ES LEAST EGQUTF
e 74,70 »
L FE X XN
159F50 36722185 T T1,100.00 PISTMASTER 777 PpeSTAGE

14710C70 »



;Z%ic : /0

1985 CITY OF MAFLEWCOD CHECK REGISTZR

CHEC® NOo DATE _~ ~~~ RMOUNT ~~~ VENDCR . ITEM DESCFIPTIOA
Ldabal e e e+ 2t o e e o <+ et o et s srn. o i 11 e o e 20 e =
129552 6427 /8% 264999.70 FCLAR CHEV EQUIPMENT
- 264899,50 ~ i i
AR AR E R
129864 L6/22785 4,50 7777 TTPRETTNER JOSEFH  TRAVEL YRAINIAG

146,30 »

159765 \eﬁés T T 1@(:0",‘ D FKM“’ ~ sEDrs
13,0V

[ 3 E XX
169804 J6/2#/85 9,95  RACIO SHACK SLPPLIES
9.95 =
t2 X2 R84 _ —_ - _ -
189079 16 427/8°% 29.71 REMSEY CCUNTY CONTRACT FYM
189079 26727785  14153,99  REWSEY COUNTY MICRCFIL®™
189879 16727785 ‘ B 2.54 RAMSTY CCUNTY CONTRACT FYM
1,18B5.,54 +
ceres e e e
169839 L6/27/85 7,25  RICHARDS _ SUPBLIES FROS
169P36 < &/27 785 12.78 RTYCHARDS SUPPLIES FRLE
189R39 L6/2778% 18,53 RYCHA DS SUPFLIES FFCe
1E9F36 56127785 5091  RICHARDS  ESUPFLIES FRCE
139F39 26 /277E5 9.19 RICHARDS SUPFLIES FRCC
53,66 » :
S - e e e e e e
169046 C6r727P8S 124,67  ROAD RESCUST  SUPFLIES
12‘067 -
."*.* o ———— . —— —— - f— o+ T = — . o mo— o o i s . - . PR - PN . e e e =
189¢r2 C6IER 185 17 .60 S & D LOCK SAFE SLPPLIES
139<2 N6s27/85 4,20 S % D LOCK SAFE SUPPLTES
189822 36/22/85 22.70 S & D LOCK SAFE SUFFLIES
43,90 »
1%9¢23 Coserrsee T 15,60 0 T sPe OFFICT PRCD 7 CFFICZ SLUFPLTITS
159¢C3 J6/27/85 41,60 SFS 9FFICE PRCC OFFICS SLFFLICS
189873 Cos27/785 26,20 SPS UFFICI PFROD CFFICZ SLFPLITS
169833 WYX AT 56 <64 SPS JFFICT PR(C QFFICE SLFFLIES
137.9 4 «
trenes e e e R

169375 L6/20/85 28434 S & T OFFICE OFFICE SLFFLIZS



CHECK REGISTER

Pﬂdc -

CHECK N0o DATE AMOUNT _NENDC® ' ITE¥ DESCFIFTICA
189¢€05 C6/2R/8E 13,23 S & T OFFICE CFFICE SUFPLIES
189¢75 J6I27185 1524%2 S 8T OFFICE _ QFF ICE SUFPLIES
12975 36427785 29492 S & T OFFICE CFFICE SUFFLIES
149¢°5 16/27/85 46 440 S & T OFFICE OFFICE SLFPLIES
169¢"5 C6I2TIES 142,68 s & T OFFTCE __ GFFICET SUFPLIES
139¢75 46420785 2436 S & T DFFICE DFF ICE SUFPLIZS

415,75 «
IR E R K] - B T - I
189855 C6/27/8%5 724,20 SPECIALTY RANIO_  SUPPLIES
72’0.?0 *
I X R R e e e e = e
169958 36720/ 85 106,87 ST PaUL CITY OF CONTRACT FYM
18Ges > TOJ2T/ES 235,75 ST PAUL CITY CF _ CCNTRECT FyM
189¢5* n6I27/8% 200,70 ST PAUL CITY OF CCNTRACT FYM
12985¢ 6122785 641435 ST PAUL CITY OF CCNTRACT FYM
109557 L0f27/85 . B7.2D ST PAUL CITY COF CINTRACT FYM
109858 CHI2P 185 228,65 ST PAUL CITV CF CCNTRACT FYM
189857 36/27/85 17,50 ST PAUL CITY CF PHITO SERVICES
- 14687,25 « _ e
LI E R R R
189¢77 C6727/78% 825,72 ' STANDERD 5P6 ALIGN SUPFLIES \E#
B25,72
2 E X R X2 T e e - - e T T T T T -
109582 J6/27/85 N 131,13 STATZ OF MN DCT  CONTRACT PYM
131,13 «
.'.". JEN— _— e v - e e o— e i . n e — et vt 4 ——
1897129 C6/27 /85 1,211,174 TeLeSCHIFSKY SONS CSNTRACT FYM
129729 Te/r27/8% 29656439 Te2e SCHIFSKY SONS SUPFLIES FRCC
"34P67453
1289732 & T6/2K/85 172,30 TARGET SUPPLIES FRCE
1897350 Co/2R/85 27,30 TARGET SUPFLTIES PROC
%973 36722785 205470 TARGEY SUPFLIES FROE
o 405430
I E X RN
189765 567127785 T 4eB&T1.2R TKCA o CINTRACT FY¥
4yR6T.27 &
(2 XN X X3 T
159175 Coszrses 64614419 TReCEY OTL FUTL OIL
69614419 «

L2 X R



1985 CYITY JF MAFLEWCDD

CHECK N7 DATE

1&89uU15

(A2 X0 X4

TEGLLHT
139L5¢
189u5¢C
189L5¢C
189050
129Us5C
189050
189L5C
189054
159L5¢C
189UsSC
1w9IUS L
189U>5LC
189U {
1E9L5¢0
189U5C
1ROLST
189057
189L5>"
189¢L5¢L

L 2R 2 2 & 2

159v15

AT RE &

189 V2",

LA X R & &

189421
189 W21
19&21
129421
169421
109421
169421
129421
169421
189421

L2 AR 2R

1e9u5C

/29(7@: )3

CHECK REGISTER

AMOUNTY _VMENDC2 _ ITEP CESCFIFTIC
J6/2R/E5 500 UeSe CTVIL _ PIMBERSHIF
SeTl =
06127785 58,50 UNTFOPMS UNLIMITED UNIFCeMS
06727785 I A 1Y _ UNTFORMS UNLIMITED _ UNIFORMS
26127785 19.75 UNIF3°MS UNLIMITED UNIFCRMS
26127785 86,28 UNIFORMS UNLIVITED UNIFCRMS
C6/27785 $9.16 UNTFORMS UNLIMITED UNIFORPMS
06727785 T Y9.96 T 7T T UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 0 UNIFORMS
56 /227ES 141.10 UNIFORMS UNLIMITED UNIFORNMS
Jes27/785 155,32 UNTFORMS UNLIMITED _ UNIFGRMS
n6/2775¢ 53,32 UNTFOPMS UNLIMITED UNIFCRWMS
26/21785 (9,80 UNIFORMS UNLIMITED UNTFCRMS
1627785 _85.7C UNTFOSMS UNLIMITED UNIFORMS
L6727 785 T2, UNTFGPMS UNLIPITED UNI FCRMS
C6/1277E% 89,95 UNTIFCRMS UNLIMITED URNIFORMS
2671211785 71,96 UNTFORMS UNLIPITED LNIFCRMS
T6l2T/8S 34,16 UMTFOSMS UNLIMITED UNIFORMS
26427785 52.20 UM IFLRMS UNMLIPMITED UNI FCRMS
6127785 138,05 UNIFSRMS UNLIMITECL ~ UNIFORMS
Co/s2R185 16.16 UNTFORMS UNLIMITED UNIFCRMS
S6I22/85 252.90 UNIFDRMS UNLINITED UNIFORMS
los27/85 35.10 UNTFGRMS UNLIMITED ~ UNIFCRES
1965527 ¢ .
L6/20185 27 .29 VALS BODY SHOP VIH REPAIR
R 27.29 o e
2620785 T T T T 13,40 ‘vW EIMYCKE ASSCC " SLPPLIES
73,40 ¢
Ger27/8S 9499 WERNTRS TRUE VALU SLPPLTYES
56127785 T 9,89 WARNZRS TRUE vaLu SUPPLIES
36/27/85 132,88 W ARNTRS TRUE VALU SUPPLIES
64272185 - 59,46 &2PNZ RS TRUE ViLU SUPPLIES
26/27/85 25.87 WZRNZRS TRUE VALY SLPPLIES
L6 /2% ES 7.35 MARNZ RS TRUE VELU SUPPLIES
Yridi 69.C" _ MEBNZRS TRUE VALU SLPPLIES
T6/27/85 11.98 WARNTRS TRUT VALU SUPFLIES
Co/2P/8S 23,30 WERNTRS TPUE VaALU SUPPLYES
3622785 39,31 WARNERS TRUE VALU SUPPLIES
33403 »
CO6/72T 78S 37.78 WEBER-TRCSETH INC SUPFLIES



L]

-y

» 5 o o

/521576’: /3

1985 CITY OF MAPLEWCOD CHECK REGISTER
___ CHECK NCe CATE 2MOUNT VENDOCF IYEM DESCRIPTION

18957 26722785 13.70 #@TRIR-TROSETH INC SUPPLTES
. 189u53 | 26/27/8: 13.70 MEBEP-TRCSETH INC ~~~ SUPPLIES

63,78 «

L EEEEER I

[XCRN A Jo /2T 1ES 53,10~ RTICHARDS GORDCN UTILITIES
. .cBO7CE_ . Dos2%/85 53.10 RICHARDS_GORDON UTILITIES

PRALARE

Ak kAR R

FUND 07 TOTAL  GENERAL
FUND 03 TOTAL HYDRANT CHARGE
FUND 11 TOTAL _ PARK DEVELCEMENT

FUND 13 ToTAL CelePo
FUND 39 TOTAL B4=4 MCCLELL #NC
- FUND &7 TOT2L 78=13 HILL&CCC C
FUND 591 TOTAL 84=13 CRESTVICWH
FUMD 71 TOTAL 81=21 M E AVE/HY
) __  Teb29.16 FUND 9C TOTAL  SANITARY SEMER F
949C6.14 FUND 9¢ TOT 2L VEHICLE 8 EGLIP

B o Aseatasaee  TCTEL

* ITEMS FINANCED BY RECREATIONAL FEES




GTE Q6/25/85 CITY OF MAPLEWDGD

£

PROGRAM PR12 ’ ’ PAYROLL CHECK REGISTER REP(
T CTHECK ' GROSS ™ , _ ot
. NUM  EMPLOYEE NUMEER  NAME PAY ¢-23-85
Pou) col L
CoR1%eE 21-2109 GREARVU JOHN C 420, 22
3 1367 V1-2481 WASILUK CHARLOTTE P 32S. 02
S TTRIIESTRT=131S BASTIAN < GARY ~—— "W ZEE. DR -
21263 p1-8288 ANDERSON NORMAN G 2e5. Qp
- Qalza37a @1-342S MAIDA MARYLEE T 25, 2
3 DIVISION @21 LEGISLATIVE 1700, 22

CeTe RS EVANS BARRY R TEZEW 23

e . . .
. oo . : : A

TR

P atare ee-2871 BEHM LOIS N 729,60

. } _ e

DIVISION oz CITY MONAGER 2289, 83
O 2iTITIE 1Q-4474 JAHN DAYVID J 131.:38

s TELITETTIESEEES — SWANSON, IR LYLE TETOFasS. o

-; IV ITSIUN 14T TITY RALCLE MAINT BIZ4.23
""_ @1975  12-0184 DOHERTY MATHLEEN M ESE63. 44

. Q1TTE  1E-R166 CUDE LARRY T Z4E. 4D

L TTRIETT TIDERo ZUERCHER JOHN L 157.80
® |

. DIVISION 77 1Z U EMERGBENCY SERVICES T T T T 1@E3. 44
. .

R -
® 21378 21-1078 FAUST DANIEL F  1686. 4@
P . DIVISION 21 FINANCE ADMINISTRATION 1E8E. 412

; T
® 1979 22-2614 HAGEN ARL INE J 1071.63

T RIYED S TE-A44E T T T T MATHEYS T — — - ALANAT - — K 784. 81
@ - ?1981 2z-75%@ VIGNALOD DELORES A 770.4@

91
@  DIVISION 22 ACCOUNTING SEZE. 84
@

‘f}7.




MAPLE

AT
-

RICHARD J

(W

e

;  DATE ©0&/25/85 CITY 0OF
i
.i FROGRAM PR12 PAYROLL CHECK REGISTER
. epHECH— GROSS —
® : NUM EMPLOYEE NUMBER NAME PAY
® = 2188z 31-2128 AURELTUS LUCILLE E 1556.01
-+ @1983 31-9815 SCHADT JEANNE L 423. 68
L :
DIVISION 31 CITY CLERK ADMINISTRATION 1953. €9
e
;T T@ITPELT EZ-R5AT KELSEY CONNIE L 7&32.01
r p1385  323-4435 VIETOR LORRAINE s 720. 36
= $1986  33-4994 HENSLEY PATRICIA A 2EQ. 20
LT TOTE8T 3378329 GREEN PRYLLIS  — ©  39234.60°
®
g DIVISICON 33 DEPUTY REGISTRAR 2457737 7
e . o
ot
.‘-: Q1388 41-1717 COLLINS KENNETH vV 1751.22
. B1283  41-2356 RICHIE CARCLE L €31.:c02
TR EIg T HT=EIIY SVEMDSEN T JOANNE M 828,95 ]
P 13321 41-3183 NEL SON ROEERT = D 1528.90
Lo 213892 41-76326 GMQTH Joy E E43. 20
STTT2IEEET AITI9EES MART INSON CRROLC F &30.40 |
®
LT DIVISIONTT 4T PURLIC SAFETY ADMINT— — —SB72.95
®
P‘ PLiBT4 42-2122 IAFPFA JOSEPRH A 1440, 22
T 229D 42-028 STILL VERMON T 1207.26
L RITIE T 4E=25% f“*""“‘”‘“‘““SKQLMQN‘ T T T DONALD TR T 1BV EE T
e 1337 L42-Q95 MORELLI RAYMOND J  1za7.26
. 1338 L4 “_!214 STEFFEN SCOTT L 1276.@9
CLTTTRTERR T EEEIEER ARNCLD DRVID O I40101%
e', o DI29d 42-1388 LEE ROGER W 128z2.126
L. BEDBY 42-1577 BANICHK JOHN J 24. 26
L TREDYETTTAEEIERYT T BOHL JOHN T 734546
@  PoP2i 42-1920 CLAUSON DALE K 122%.66&
L. ZEOCH 422052 THOMALLA DAVID J  12@8.9%¢
LeTTTRZRTS 4Z-2UES TMOESCHTER RICHRARD ~— ™ 1Z23.&8&
@ - DBEVYE  42-2115 ATCHISON JOHN H 1268.89
: RIea7  42-2231 KORTUS DONALD v 134.93
_;“"‘T”T': TUg TTHATEEEER PELTIER WITTIAM F 1378758
e 2229 42-35731 LANG 1268. 83
e
e

NN

W O

REPRC



® ' DATE BE/25/6S CITY OF MAPLEWDGD
e PROGRAM PR12 PAYROLL CHECK REGISTER REPC
\
© 77 THECK BROSS
® NUM  EMPLOYEE NUMEER  NAME PAY
e QIR 4E-4E01 RYAN MICHAEL P 1455.65
s QEQ11 42-4916 HEREERT MICHAEL J 12€8. 83

v TRERIZTAZ=eTI® T DREGERTT T 7T TRICHARD T CT 1427.:0

.“' o @Ed13 42-7418 BERGERON JOSEPH A 788. 2¢
gIalsd 42-788% MEEHAN, JR JAaMES E 1Z&2.99
LT EZdITT &Z-7887 GREEN NORMAN L 1421.1%
. AZPLE  42-8226 STAFNE GREGORY L 12329.£&
S SERAlT7 42-8516 HALWEG HEVIN R 1378.74
ERER A ICH S B = B S Il ] R STOCKTON DERRELL 7T~ 1zZ@7.=25
® 2RI 42-2887 BOWMAN RICHK A 1BZe. &5
- DIVIZIDON 4z FOLICE SERVICES IR4E2. 29
-_ oy 43-22973 KARIS FLINT D 1285, Zz
LT EONDESn Ert o HEINZ STEFHEN J TiEEE TE
& 2 43-2318 NELSON CAROL M 1407, 36
, Pl 5 43-1789 GRAF DAVID M 1z78.12
LT TR EIEEETaTT YOUMNGREN JEMES G 1agSo19
oo 7] 4 43-4316 RAZSHAZOFF DALE E i1278.12
. IRk 43~-607 VORWERK ROBERT £ 1200082
SR T 7731 MELAFDER JCN A IE78IE
P a 4Z-3434 ZECKE ROMNALD D  134&.%2%
6‘“ LIVISION 43 PEREAMEDIC SERVICES 11651. 83
® 451273 EMRERTSON JAMES Mo1322. 40
o SGEEEIEE T T U TTTHILLIeMS T T T DUARNE T T T U1EEE.E
5 [ER VNN NI 45 FIFE FREVENTION =538, !Z'H?s"J
®
® ‘ 31 46-2183 RARINE JAMNET L 748. @2
. 32 4E-QZEE STAMHNME JULIE A 572. 89
“ 53 4o-1833 URHANEDS ANTHUONY G 141,14
.' - 154 46-3913 NELSON KRREN A 772. 42
. DE2IT 4E-TRIQ MARTIN SHAWN M E72. B2
T REQIET HESTRSE T T TTTTTTTFLAUGHER T JAYME T T T L T 784, 80
o BEAST  4E-3873 MADELL RARYMOMND M 672. 812
iSl :
® _v; DIVISION 4, CISPATCHING SERV S72E. 74
';-l’




,  DATE @

L'h
{'u
m

/85
"f PROGRAM PR12

PAYROLL CHECK

CITY

0OF

4
. ST CHEDK

TG

F

v
~4

GRUSS
(;’; NUM EMPLOYEE NUMEER NAME PAY
@ 02038 S1-B267 BARTA MARIE L &02. 38
. RER3I9  S51-3174 WEGWERTH JUDITH A ECR.73
- TTEEURmETTE1=E87E HATDER KENNETH ™ G T1&838.40°
(3 
ff{:;i DTVISTON =1 PURCIC WORKS ADMIN TBET. 45
(' .
S—-@547 MEYER GERALD W 1224.28
S52-1241 KANE MICHREL R 374.37
SE=T1431 COTZ DRVID 2] JEELCED
S&—-1484 REINERT EDWRRD A 1ER23.30
S2-3473 KLAUSING HENRY F 142,58
TTEE=4A37 HELEY RONALD J - 9s3.EeR
SZ-E224 TEVLIN, JR. HARRY J 127S5.&3
S2-E254 FREBERG RONALD L 253,69
pRYCE ST FRET TNER RERICISR= =] B 138303
Eo-ai14 CASS WILLIAM C 1351.63
PY DIVISION 52 STREET MAINTENAMNCE 1960Q. 15
@ : 1
L PE251 S53-1212 ELIAS JAMES G 1195.62
R Feit 7 Mo T T 27031~ S PECK DENMNIS — "L ~1125.&0
® 2EATT SI-25E2 PRIEERE WILLIAM QIN. 4
Lo EEs 53-337Q AHL-JR. RAY C 1321i.322
?:. pS] SE3-4ET71 wEooelE RESTH <R T TR UTE
® - 15 S53-6£129 GEISSLER WALTER M 1234, 8D
"77 DIVISICON =3 ENGINEERING SE21. 63
'!QQ 2EBTT S54-3775 LOFGREN JOHN R E£77.602
‘A,_; DIVISION =54 PURLIC WORMS EBLDG MAINT E77.EQ
e
@
. SE=OTIE TLARSON GREGUORY W Eaniumanin
" B =8-1014 NADEAU EDWARD A 337, &9
58-1530 MULWEE GEORGE W 94, 4D
e

«

MAPLEWDO

REGISTER REPG



i mATE 0E/25/85 CITY 0F
& PROGRAM PR1O PAYROLL CHECK
i ,
., /7 CHECK GRDSS”j
€ - hu EMPLOYEE NUMEER  NAME PAY |
- ;;g
6 58-1720 NUTESGN LAVERNE S 1453, 48
5 S8-2583 BREHE I M ROGER W 970. 41
P Toh-IERz T EDECN T T TTTDAVID T T TE TidEIl=a
N =8-3790 ANDERSON ROBERT 5  443.63
s SB-53%3 DWEN GERALD C 122e.002
“ i LY AT I T [=3 o it ool B¥Y e s ~ = 1=
2 S1IVIZION =8 SRN SEWER OPERATICN 7278.58
=ITIT0T AOCVENEY DEFNIS M 105, &0
53-37E MACDONALD JOHN E 1046. 40
.- DIVISION 53 VEH & EGUIP MAINT 2293, 20
. ~-Q3873 ODEGARD ROEERT D 1571.:2@
- “ET=IVEE BRENNER roIs J - 828.95
e £1-1993 KRUMMEL BEAREARA A 315.:29
£1-2618 STARLES PAULINE 1233, 23
& nrurszon 61 COMM SERVICES ADMIN usaa.qa
-
Ly ET=35711 GUSTINDO MELVIN T IZETLES
- 2" £3-33:5 LINDORFF DENNIS P 3925, &
n £I-4@927 YUVER WALTER A 54,20
TS TTER=4121 T HELEY - ROLAND ™ B~ 972.0@ -
ZR7E  EE-4189 TOWNLEY MICHAEL F . 400.00
277 62-~4533 HOSCHKA JAMES F  2ee.:22
IUTE S EESE NEAL TODD o7, 50
22273 E2-S2EE WARD TROY G 378.2Q
. ZINEA EE-SS506 MARUSKA MARK A 985.2@
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MEMORANDUM 4otion by Counc1];
Endorse
Modirie
Rejecteqd.
. Date
\N
T0: City Manager -
FROM: Finance Director (4//
RE: Budget Changes for Insurance Costs
DATE: June 28, 1985

At the last Council meeting, authorization was given for new insurance
contracts which cost significantly more than previous contracts.
Preliminary estimates have been made of the insurance premium allocation
between funds and between years. These estimates indicate that budget
transfers are needed to cover the insurance costs. Some of these budget
transfers will have to be made from the unreserved portion of fund equity
due to inadequate contingency account balances. The following budget
transfers are recommended:

FROM
Contingency Unreserved
Account rund Equity
$27,770 General Fund
4,080 $24,020 Hydrant Charge Fund
5,940 10,490 V.E.M. Fund
$37,790 $34,510 Total

There will be sufficient money in the budgets of the Sewer and Payro11l
Benefit Funds to finance their portion of the insurance premiums. Also,
it should be noted that the above amounts do not include premiums for an
unbrella 1iability policy as a quote has not been received yet and it is
untikely that this policy would be purchased.

DFF:1nb
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dotion by Council:

Endorse

MEMORANDUM Modified
TO: City Manager . ReJeoted
FROM: Associate Planner--Johnson G Date
SUBJECT: Time Extension--PUD and Preliminary Plat
LOCATION: Mailand Road and Sterling Street
APPLICANT/OWNER: Marvin Anderson Construction Company
PROJECT: Crestview Forest
DATE: June 24, 1985

Reguest

Approval of a time extension for the Crestview Forest planned unit
development and preliminary plat.

Proposal

1. See the applicant's letter of request on page 6.
2. See the phasing plan on page 5.

Comments

The applicant is making a good-faith effort to develop this PUD in a
timely manner. The final Plat request for Phase 3 will be made
shortly. Phases 3 and 4 are expected to be completed by 1989f

Recommendation

Approve a four-year time extension for the planned unit development
and for the portion of the Preliminary plat designated as Phases 3, 4
and 5.



5 BACKGROUND

Past Actions

5-15-80:

l. Council approved the Crestview Forest preliminary plat, subject to
conditions which included the "redesignation of the common areas as
outlots."”

2. Council approved the Crestview Forest PUD, subject to community
design review board approval of the building scale design and location
of the structures relative to nearby single dwelling uses. The CDRB
approved the site and building plans on 9-23-80.

9-4-80:

Council approved a 90-day time extension for the Crestview Forest
preliminary plat.

10-16-80:

Council approved the final plat for Phase 1 of the PUD.
6-27-83: |
Council approved:

l. A two-year time extension for the PUD.

2. A two-year time extension for the portion of the preliminary plat
lying east of Sterling Street.

3. The final plat for the Crestview Forest Second Addition (Phase 2).

Planning

l. Section 36-442(e) states that "all conditional use permits shall
be reviewed by council within one year of the initial approval. At
that time council may specify an indefinite term or specific term not
to exceed five years for subsequent reviews."

2. Section 1005(e) of the subdivision code provides that for one year
following preliminary approval and for two years following final plat
approval "unless the subdivider and the city agree otherwise, no
amendment to a comprehensive plan or official control shall apply to
or affect the use, development density, lot size, lot layout or
dedication or platting required or permitted by the approved
application. Thereafter, pursuant to its regulations, the city may
extend the period by agreement with the subdivider and subject to all
applicable performance conditions and requirements, or it may require
submission of a new application, unless substantial physical activity
and investment has occurred in reasonable reliance on the approved



application and the subdivider will suffer substantial financial
damage as a consequence of a requirement to submit a new application.
In connection with a subdivision involving planned and staged
development, the city may by resolution and agreement grant the
rights referred to herein for such periods of time longer than two
years which it determines to be reasonable and appropriate.”

jw

Enclosures

1. Location Map '

2. Crestview Forest Planned Unit Development/Phasing Plan
3. Applicant's Letter of Request
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BETTER HOMES FOR BETTER LIVING

MARVIN H. ANDERSON CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
8901 LYNDALE AVENUE SOUTH
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNEARs=—32(

\ 3

May 17, 1985

" Mayor John Greavu v
City of Maplewood
c/o Mr. Randy Johnson
1902 East County Road B
Maplewood, Minnesota 55109

Dear Mayor Greavu:

| respectfully request a time extension for our 132 unit PUD of
Crestview Forest.

In April of 1981, we opened our townhome models for new sales. In
the last four years we have had 38 sales which gave us to date about 10
sales per year. We had hoped for twice that many, but due to high property
taxes in earlier years and the potential of a land fill site adjacent to
our property, sales have been difficult.

Now in 1985 we have constructed the swimming pool for our townhome
association, the tennis court was completed last year, we have a new sales
force and traffic in our sales office has increased. We are more optimistic
about our future in Maplewood.

Phase | and 2 as shown on the attached map shows a total of 48 units
with about 80% of them sold at this time.

Phase 3 final plat will be submitted to the city council in the summer
of 1985 with construction of new homes in the late fall.

Phase 4 and 5 will begin as needed in the future.
The total units left to be built are 94 out of 132 original planned
units. Our new sales force tells us with the new interest in this area we
can expect about 15 to 20 sales per year. This will give us to about the
year 1989. We hope sales will be better but this is our estimate at this time.

We once again thank the city council and staff personnel for thier
continued support regarding our housing communities in Maplewood.

Sincerely,

MARVIN H_~ANDERSON CONSTRUCTION CO

Frederic E. Haas

Vice Pres. Land Development

FEH/lw _
Attachment 3 ) 6
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MEMORANDUM Aotion by Council:
‘*..

. Endorsele e
TO: , City Manager _ Modified
FROM: Thomas Ekstrand--Associate Planner Rejecte
SUBJECT: Planned Unit Development Renewal e —
LOCATION: McMenemy Street and Sloan Place Datee———
APPLICANT: St. Paul Business Center (Donald Bachmeier)
PROJECT: St. Paul Business Center East
DATE: July 1, 1985

SUMMARY

Request

Renewal of a PUD for three service commercial buildings.

Project Description

1. Building area: 85,800 square feet

2. Types of use: 65% office and 35% warehouse space
3. Refer to page 6 for the site plan.

Comments

Council conditions and code requirements are being met.

Recommendation

Renewal of the PUD for the St. Paul Business Center East for

.one year.



BACKGROUND

Site Description

1. Acreage: 6.8 acres

2. Existing land use: St. Paul Business Center East (under
construction)

Surrounding Land Uses

Northerly: Skillman Avenue, single dwellings fronting Sloan Place and
an apartment fronting Skillman Avenue

Westerly: 1I-35E. Across I-35E is the St. Paul Business Center
Southerly: NCR building, Sloan Place and Parkside Fire Station
Easterly: McMenemy Street, undeveloped land and single dwellings

Past Action

5-22-84:

The community design review board denied the appllcant s request for
site plan approval. The board felt that their review should be
conducted after the use had been approved by council.

6-11-84:
Council conditionally approved a PUD for this development.
7-10-84:
The board conditionally approved building elevations.

PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS
1. Land use plan designation: LSC, limited service commercial
2. Zoning: F, farm residential

3. Section 36-442 of the zoning code states the following regarding
conditional use permits and PUDs:

(e) All conditional use permits shall be reviewed by the council
within one year of the date of initial approval. At that review
the council may specify an indefinite term or specific term, not
to exceed five years, for subsequent reviews. The council may
impose new or additional conditions upon the permit at the time
of the initial or subsequent reviews. A conditional use permit
shall remain in effect as long as the conditions agreed upon are
observed, but nothing in this section shall prevent the city from
enacting or amending official controls to change the status of



. conditional uses.

Any conditional use that meets the agreed upon

conditions is later disallowed because of the city enacting or
amending official controls shall be considered a legal

nonconforming use.

jc
Attachments

1, Location Map

2. Property Line/Zoning Map

3. Site Plan
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MEMORANDUM Action by Councty.

To: Barry Evans, City Manager Endorsed

From: Robert D. Oéegard, Director of Community Services Modi;il

Subj: $50 Donation From Maplewood Coin Club R e
e ected_____

Date: June 21, 1985

Date_____ _
We are in receipt of a check for $50.00 from the Maplewood Coin Club which
meets at the Maplewood Heritage Center.

I request that the City Council accept this contribution and designate it
for the purchase of cardtable chairs to be used at the Heritage Center. A
letter expressing our thanks and gratitude will be sent to the Maplewood
Coin Club.



F - l Action by Council:

A Endorsede——
Modifled
- Rejected
. Date
MEMORANDUM

TO: City Manager

FROM: City Clerk

DATE: July 1, 1985

RE: Industrial Revenue Note Financing

Western State Bank has applied for a $2,300,000.00 Industrial Revenue
Note to finance the construction of an office building at 1740 Rice
Street.



APPLICATION/AGREEMENT
FOR TAX EXEMPT MLA,
MORTGAGE REVENUE NOTE FINANCING

This Agreement is hereby entered into between the City of Maplewood,
Minnesota, hereinafter called the "City" and _ WAV Inc.
hereinafter called the "applicant"”.

{

The applicant is requesting financing for a development project and
desires that the City issue notes according to the terms of the Mun1C3pa1.
Industrial Development Act of 1967 as amended. In order for the application
to be considered by the City, the applicant hereby agrees to pay all costs
involved in the legal and fiscal review of the proposed project and all costs
jnvolved in the issuance of said notes to finance the project. :

It is further agreed and understood that the City reserves the right to
deny any application for financing in any stage of the proceedings prior to
adopting the resolution authorizing the Issuance of notes.

1. APPLICANT:

a. Business Name - WAV Inc.
b. Business Address - 1740 Rice Street, Maplewood, MN 55113
c. Business Form (corporation, panbmexshim sobexproprighkonshir, eigx) -
c. Authorized Representative - Dennis J. Prchal or A. William Sands
e. Telephone - 487-2051
2. NAME(S) OF MAJORITY STOCKHOLDERS, OFFICERS & DIRECTORS, PARTNERS, PRINCIPALS:
3. Western Bancshares, Inc. 100%
b. A. William Sands - Director, President, CEO, CFO, Treasurer

€. Robert P. Sands - Director, Vice President, Secretary

d.

e.

3. INCLUDE A PROPERTY LINE MAP SHOWING EXACT LOCATION OF PROPERTY, NAMES OF
ADJACENT STREETS, AND DIMENSIONS OF PROPERTY.

4. NATURE OF BUSINESS

a. Briefly describe the project proposal: _ ownership, improvement

and operation of real estate used by Western State Bank

of St. Paulland others.




b. Is the project associated with an existing Maplewood Business?

Yes X No . If yes: Relocation Expansion _x
RehabiTitation
5. AMOUNT OF CITY FINANCING BEING REQUESTED: $ 2,300,000
6. PURPOSE OF REQUESTED FINANCING: {
a. Business purpose to be served. Construction of banking house and
commercial office building of 24,696 gross square feet.
b. Public purpose to be served. Increase tax base; provide long-term and
short-term employment; and prevent migration of educated residents
7. BUSINESS PROFILE: from the City and the State.
a. Numper of employees in Maplewood:
: Full Time Part Time
Before this Project 6 4
After this project : 65 6
b. Projected annual sales: $ 1,500,000 + Tenants
c. Projected annual payroll: $ 1,292,000
8. NAMES OF:
a. Financial consultant for the business: Eberhardt Company
b. Legal counsel for the business: Fredrikson & Byron, P.A.
c. Corporate counsel: Fredrikson & Byron, P.A.
9. WHAT IS YOUR TARGET DATE FOR:

a. Construction start: July 15, 1985

b. Construction completion: . March 15, 1986

WAV Inc.,
NamUTW1 icant Z V

Tignature of Authorized Representative
A.” William Sands

President
Title
June 12, 1985

Date

The following items must be submitted with this application to the Community
‘Development Department:

1.

2.
3.

A filing fee of 1% of the issue amount - $20,000 maximum; First $1,000 to
. accompany application.

A resolution setting a hearing date

An application to the Commissioner of Securities for approval of Municipal

Inductrial Revenue Bond project

If you have any questions on items 2 or 3, call the City Clerk, Lucille Aurelius,
7

70-4520.




A.

B.

A IR

MORTGAGE REVENUE NOTE CRITERIA

Adopted 10-1-81

Definitions

b

2.

Exisiting Business shall be defined as 3 presently operéxing industry

or commercial enterprise with at Jeast one year of operational history

within the City

New Business shall be defined as any indugtria]
which does not qualify as an existing business.

or commercial enterprise

proiect Elegibility Guidelines

1.

ct shall be compatible with the overall development plans of the

The proje > 2
prehensive Plan, Zoning, and Community Design Review

City, including the Com
Board Standards

uire 2 significant amount of public expenditures

The project shall not req
and watermains

for City jmprovements such as roads, Sewers,

t the City wishes to

The project shall involve an existing business tha
expand or a new business which the City wishes to attract:

a. Existing Business Criteria

Any expansion, relocation, or rehabilitation of an existing business

b. New Business Criteria

1. Offers significant new employment, opportunities, based upon the
nature of the use, on a year around basis, Or

2. The project jnvolves the rehabilitation of a vacant or scheduled

to be vacated structure, Or

3. The proposed location is within a designated development or redevel-

opment target area, and

4. Possesses 3 10w potential for creating pollution.

eral nature in the area of the

The number of businesses of the same gen
the need for commercial

proposed project shall be considered in determining
revenue note financing.

The note shall be for an issue of not less than $300,000

Construction must begin within one year of preliminary approval.




C. Application Processing Guidelines

1. City financing of the project shall be limited to the isguance of a single
mortgage revenue note, to be marketed as a private placement.

2. Final approval shall not be granted by the City Council until the project
has received approval with respect to zoning, site design, building design,
or platting.

3. The applicant shall sign a memorandum of agreement providing that they
will pay all costs involved in the legal and fiscal review of the proposed
project and all costs involved in the issuance of notes to finance the
prodect.

4. The City reserves the right to deny any application for financing at any
stage of the proceedings prior to adopting the resolution authorizing issuance
of the note.

5. The applicant, at the time of the pbulic hearing, shall present schematics
of their proposal to give the City Council reasonable notice as to the
nature and sign of their proposed building.

6. Briggs and Morgan are to be retained as Bond Counsel.

The purpose of the above data is to evaluate your proposal under City laws and
policies. You may refuse to provide this data. Refusal, however, may jeopardize
approval of your application. The above information will be made public to all
who request it.
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Action by Councilr

STATE OF MINNESOTA
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT  Endorsed
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT DIVISION Modified
. Rejected—
Application for Approval of Date

Industrial Development Bond Project Pursuant to Chapter 474
(Please submut this form in duplicate — all supporting data in single copy only)

. ‘ Date: _June 12, 1985

The governingbodyof _the City of Maplewood . County of Ramsey .
Minnesota, hereby applies to the Minnesota Department of Energy and Economic Development (Department) for
approval of a proposed industrial Development Bond issue as required by Minn. Stat. 474.01, subd. 7a.

An allocation of issuance authority under Minn. Laws 1984, ch. 582 § 13-20 (to be codified as Minn. Stat. 474.16
— 474.24) for this proposed issue has (¥, has not O, been received from the Department.

(If an allocation has been received, please show source: Entitlement XJ, Competitive Pool 1)

We have entered into preliminary discussions with:

Firm: W A V Inc. Attorney: _Fredrikson & Byron, P.A.
Address: 1740 Rice Street Address: %égoséggggngséggglsggggre
City: Maplewoc;d State: MN City: Minneapolis State: MN
Name of Project: Western Bank Office Building

This firm is engaged primarily in (nature of business):___OWnership, improvement and operation

of real estate used by Western State Bank of St. Paul and others.

The proceeds from the sale of the industrial Development Bonds will be used to (describe project):

Construct and equip an approximately 24,700 square foot (gross) three-
story commercial bank and office building (plus basement).

Address of Project: 1740 Rice Street, Maplewood, Minnesota
Proceeds from the sale of the bonds of approximately $_2, 300,000 . will be applied toward payment of
costs now estimated as follows:
Acaquisition of land: ‘ $ =0-
New construction: 1,928,030
Demolition and site preparation: -0-
Acquisition of Equipment:

Movable (limited to 10% of proceeds) -0-

Other -0~

Installation -0~
Fees: Architectural, engineering, inspection, fiscal,

. legal. administration, or printing: 290,190
Construction Interest: 81,780
Initial Bond Reserve: -0-
Contingencies: -0-

Other: -0-




it1s presently esumated that construction will begin on or about July 15 19_85  ang
will be completed on or about March 15 .19_86  when completed. there will be approx:-
mately 60 new jobs created by the project at an annual payroll of approximately $ 1,140,000

based upon currently prevaiing wages. (If apphcable) There are

existing jobs provided by business.

(If applicable) There will be _._5 0 jobs created by construction of the project. Number of hours 64, 26,8;\\,3,.
age wagelevel $_12.00 per hour. :
The tentative term of the financingis _10 ___ years, commencing December 1 ,19.85 .

The following exhibits are furnished with this application and are incorporated herein by reference:

1.

10.

An opinion of bond counsel that proposal constitutes a project under Minn. Stat. 474.02 and Minn. Laws
1984, chp. 582 § 12 (to0 be codified as Minn. Stat. 474.23).

A copy of the city council resolution giving preliminary approval for the issuance of its revenue bonds and
stating that the project, except for a project under Minn. Stat. 474.02, subd. 1f, would not be undertaken
but for the availability of industrial Development Bond financing.

A comprehensive statement by the municipality indicating how the project satisfies the public or purpose
and policies of Minn. Stat. ch. 474.

Aletter of intent to purchase the bond issue or a letter confirming the feasibility of the project from a financial
standpoint.

A statement signed by the principal representative of the issuing authority to the effect that upon entering
into the revenue agreement, the information required by Minn. Stat. 474.01, Subd. 8 will be submitted to the
Department (not applicable to project under Minn. Stat. 474.02, subd. 1f).

A statement signed by the principal representative of the issuing authority that the project does not include
any property to be sold or affixed to or consumed in the production of property for sale, and does not include
any housing facility to be rented or used as a permanent residence.

A statement signed by the principal representatives of the issuing authority stating that the project: (1) does
not include: an airplane; a private luxury box; a facility primarily used for gambling; or a store the principal
business of which is the sale of alcoholic beverages for consumption off premises; and (2) that no more than
10 percent of the proceeds of revenue bonds will be used to finance movable equipment not constituting a
fixture, no more than 25 percent of revenue bonds will be used to finance the acquisition of land, and not
more than $10,000,000 in revenue bonds which are industrial development bonds subject to the exemption
described in section 103(b}(6) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended December 31, 1983, will
be issued with respect to any one building which is used for commercial, office or industrial purposes, with-
outregard to ownership of condominium units within the building.

A statement signed by a representative of the issuing authority that a public hearing was conducted pursu-
anttoMinn. Stat. 474.01, Subd. 7b. The statement shall include the date, time and place of the meeting and
certify that a draft copy of this application with all attachments was available for public inspection and that
allinterested parties were afforded an opportunity 1o express their views.

Copies of noticel(s) as published which indicate the date(s) of publication and the newspaper(s) in which the
notice(s) were published.

Provide a plan for compliance of employment preference of economically disadvantaged or unemployed indi-
viduals. (See Minn. Stat. 474.01, Subd. 11.)



We. the undersigned. are duly elected representatives of the City of Maplewood
Minnesota and solicit your approval of this project at your earliest convenience so that we may carry it to a fma}
conclusion.

Signed by: (Principal Ofticers or Representatives of Issuing Authority; type or print official’'s name on the line to
the left of the signature line. Thank you.)

John C, Greavu

Mayor chair Signature

Lucille Aurelius
Twe: Clerk Signature

This approval shali not be deemed to be an approval by the Department or the State of the feasibility of the project
or the terms of the revenue agreement to be executed or the bonds to be issued therefor.

Authorized Signature Minnesota Department of Date of Approval
Energy and Economic Development

Pleasereturn to: Minnesota Dept. of Energy and Economic Development
Business Financial Management
900 American Center Building
150 East Kellogg Bivd.
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101



RESOLUTION RECITING A PROPOSAL FOR A
COMMERCIAL FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT PROJECT
GIVING PRELIMINARY APPROVAL TO THE PROJECT
PURSUANT TO THE MINNESOTA
MUNICIPAL INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT ACT
AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF AN APPLICATION
FOR APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT TO THE
ENERGY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA
AND AUTHORIZING THE PREPARATION OF
NECESSARY DOCUMENTS AND MATERIALS
IN CONNECTION WITH THE PROJECT

WHEREAS,

(a) The purpose of Chapter 474, Minnesota
Statutes, known as the Minnesota Municipal Industrial
Development Act (the "Act") as found and determined by the
legislature is to promote the welfare of the state by the
active attraction and encouragement and development of economi-
cally sound industry and commerce to prevent so far as possible
the emergence of blighted and marginal lands and areas of
chronic unemployment;

(b) Factors necessitating the active promotion
and development of econaomically sound industry and commerce are
the increasing concentration of population in the metropolitan
areas and the rapidly rising increase in the amount and cost of
governmental ‘services required to meet the needs of the
increased population and the need for development of land use
which will provide an adequate tax base to finance these
increased costs and access to employment opportunities for such
population;

(c) The City Council of the City of Maplewood
(the "City") has received from WAV Inc., a corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Minnesota (the
"Company") a proposal that the City assist in financing a
Project hereinafter described, through the issuance of a
Revenue Bond or Bonds or a Revenue Note or Notes hereinafter
referred to in this resolution as "Revenue Bonds"” pursuant to
the Act;

(d) The City desires to facilitate the selec-
tive development of the community, retain and improve the tax
base and help to provide the range of services and employment
opportunities required by the population; and the Project will



assist the City in achieving those objectives. The Project

. will help to increase assessed valuation of the City and help
maintain a positive relationship between assessed valuation and
debt and enhance the image and reputation of the community;

(e) The Company is currently engaged in the
business of ownership, improvement and operation of real estate
used by Western State Bank of St. Paul and others. The Project
to be financed by the Revenue Bonds is an approximately 24,700
square foot three-story commercial bank and office building
located at 1740 Rice Street in Maplewood and leased to Western
State Bank of St. Paul and consists of the construction of
buildings and improvements thereon and the installation of
equipment therein to be initially owned and operated by the
Campany, and will result in the employment of additional
persons to work within the new facilities;

(£) The City has been advised by representa-
tives of Company that conventional, commercial financing to pay
the capital cost of the Project is available only on a limited
basis and at such high costs of borrowing that the economic
feasibility of operating the Project would be significantly
reduced, but Company has also advised this Council that the
Project would not be undertaken but for the availability of
industrial bond financing;

(g) Pursuant to a resolution of the City
Council adopted on June 24, 1985, a public hearing on the
Project was held on July 8, 1985, after notice was published,
and materials made available for public inspection at the City
Hall, all as required by Minnesota Statutes, Section 474.01,
Subdivision 7b at which public hearing all those appearing who
so desired to speak were heard;

(h) No public official of the City has either a
direct or indirect financial interest in the Project nor will
any public official either directly or indirectly benefit
financially fram the Project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the
City of Maplewood, Minnesota, as follows:

1. The Council hereby gives preliminary approval to the
proposal of Campany that the City undertake the Project
pursuant to the Minnesota Municipal Industrial Development Act
(Chapter 474, Minnesota Statutes), consisting of the
construction and equipping of an approximately 24,700 square
foot three-story commercial bank and office building located at
1740 Rice Street within the City pursuant to Company's



specifications suitable for the operations described above to
be initially owned and operated by the Campany and pursuant to
a revenue agreement between the City and Company upon such
terms and conditions with provisions for revision fram time to
time as necessary, so as to produce income and revenues
sufficient to pay, when due, the principal of and interest on
the Revenue Bonds in the maximum aggregate principal amount of
$2,300,000 to be issued pursuant to the Act to finance the
acquisition, construction and equipping of the Project; and
said agreement may also provide for the entire interest of
Company therein to be mortgaged to the purchaser of the Revenue
Bonds; and the City hereby undertakes preliminarily to issue
its Revenue Bonds in accordance with such terms and conditions;

2. On the basis of information available to this Council
it appears, and the Council hereby finds, that the Project
constitutes properties, real and personal, used or useful in
connection with one or more revenue producing enterprises
engaged in any business within the meaning of Subdivision la of
Section 474.02 of the Act; that the Project furthers the
purposes stated in Section 474.01, Minnesota Statutes; that the
Project would not be undertaken but for the availability of
industrial bond financing; that the availability of the
financing under the Act and willingness of the City to furnish
such financing will be a substantial inducement to Company to
undertake the Project, and that the effect of the Project, if
undertaken, will be to encourage the development of
economically sound industry and commerce, to assist in the
prevention of the emergence of blighted and marginal land, to
help prevent chronic unemployment, to help the City retain and
improve the tax base and to provide the range of service and
employment opportunities required by the population, to help
prevent the movement of talented and educated persons out of
the state and to areas within the State where their services
may not be as effectively used, to promote more intensive
development and use of land within the City and eventually to
increase the tax base of the cammunity;

3. The Project is hereby given preliminary approval by
the City subject to the approval of the Project by the
Minnesota Energy and Economic Development Authority or such
other state officer having authority to grant approval (the
"Authority"), and subject to final approval by this Council,
Company, and the purchaser of the Revenue Bonds as to the ulti-
mate details of the financing of the Project:



4. In accordance with Subdivision 7a of Section 474.01
Minnesota Statutes, the Mayor of the City is hereby authorized
- and directed to submit the proposal for the Project to the
Authority requesting its approval, and other officers,
employees and agents of the City are hereby authorized to
provide the Authority with such preliminary information as it
may require;

5.  Company has agreed and it is hereby determined that
any and all costs incurred by the City in connection with the
financing of the Project whether or not the Project is carried
to campletion and whether or not approved by the Authority will

be paid by Company;

6. Briggs and Morgan, Professional Association, acting as
bond counsel, is authorized to assist in the preparation and
review of necessary documents relating to the Project, to
consult with the City Attorney, Campany and the purchaser of
the Revenue Bonds as to the maturities, interest rates and
other terms and provisions of the Revenue Bonds and as to the
covenants and other provisions of the necessary documents and
to submit such documents to the Council for final approval;

7. VWothing in this resolution or in the documents pre-
pared pursuant hereto shall authorize the expenditure of any
municipal funds on the Project other than the revenues derived
fran the Project or otherwise granted to the City for this
purpose. The Revenue Bonds shall not constitute a charge, lien
or encumbrance, legal or equitable, upon any property or funds
of the City except the revenue and proceeds pledged to the
payment thereof, nor shall the City be subject to any liability
thereon. The holder of the Revenue Bonds shall never have the
right to compel any exercise of the taxing power of the City to
pay the outstanding principal on the Revenue Bonds or the
interest thereon, or to enforce payment thereof against any
property of the City. The Revenue Bonds shall recite in
substance that the Revenue Bonds, including interest thereon,
is payable solely from the revenue and proceeds pledged to the
payment thereof. The Revenue Bonds shall not constitute a debt
of the City within the meanlng of any constitutional or
statutory limitation;

8. In anticipation of the approval by the Authority the
issuance of the Revenue Bonds to finance all or a portion of
the Project, and in order that completion of the Project will
not be unduly delayed when approved, Company is hereby



authorized to make such expenditures and advances toward
payment of that portion of the costs of the Project to be
financed from the proceeds of the Revenue Bonds as Company con-
siders necessary, including the use of interim, short-term
financing, subject to reimbursement from the proceeds of the
Revenue Bonds if and when delivered but otherwise without
liability on the part of the City:;

9. If construction of the Project is not started within
one year from the date hereof, this resolution shall thereafter
have no force and effect and the preliminary approval herein
granted is withdrawn.

Adopted by the City Council of the City of Maplewood,
Minnesota, this 8th day of July, 1985.

Mayor

Attest:

City Clerk



STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF RAMSEY
CITY OF MAPLEWOOD

- I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and
gcting Clerk of the City of Maplewood, Minnesota, DO HEREBY
CERTIFY that I have compared the attached and foregoing extract
of minutes with the original thereof on file in my office, and
that the same is a full, true and complete transcript of the
minutes of a meeting of the City Council of said City duly
called and held on the date therein indicated, insofar as such
minutes relate to a resolution giving preliminary approval to a
commercial facilities development project.

WITNESS my hand and the seal of said City this

day of , 1985.

City Clerk

(SEAL)



[City's Letterhead]

Mr. Richard Nadeau

Minnesota Energy and Economic
Development Authority

9th Floor

American Center Building

150 East Kellogg Boulevard

St. Paul, Minnesota 55101

Re: City of Maplewood - $2,300,000 Commercial
Development Revenue Note (Western Bank Office
Building Project)

Dear Mr. Nadeau:

Attached hereto in duplicate is the application of
the City of Maplewood for approval of the above referenced
project (the "Project") including a copy of the Preliminary
Resolution adopted by the City Council.

As indicated in the attached Preliminary Resolution,
we believe that this Project fully meets the public purpose
requirements of Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 474. 1In
particular, this Project will accomplish an expansion of the
community's tax base by addition of facilities worth more than
$2,300,000 and will provide our citizens with immediate access
to greatly needed commercial bank and office facilities.
Employment from the Project should result in up to 60 new ‘
employees. Finally, we believe that the Project will serve the
interests of the community by diversifying the commercial base
and would help to dampen the severity of any general economic
downturns.

Reference is made to the Preliminary Resolution for a
more definitive statement of the public purposes served by the
financing.

The Project does not contain any property to be sold
or affixed or consumed in the production of property for sale,
and does not include any housing facility to be rented or used
as a permanent residence. The Project does not include: an
airplane, a private luxury box; a facility primarily used for



gambling; or a store the principal business of which is the
sale of alcoholic beverages for consumption off premises; and
- no more than 10 percent of the proceeds of revenue bonds will
be used to finance movable equipment not constituting a
fixture, no more than 25 percent of revenue bonds will be used
to finance the acquisition of land, and not more than
$10,000,000 in revenue bonds which are industrial development
bonds subject to the exemption described in Section 103(Db) (6)
~of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended December 31,
1983, will be issued with respect to any one building which is
used for commercial, office or industrial purposes, without
regard to ownership of condominium units within the building.

The City has complied with the notice and hearing
requirements of Minnesota Statutes, Section 474.01, as amended,
and agrees it will comply with the reporting requirements set
forth in Minnesota Statutes, Section 474.01, Subdivision 8.

The public hearing was held on July 8, 1985 at 7:00 P.M., at
the City Hall in Maplewood, and all interested parties were
afforded an opportunity to express their views.

The City will undertake to encourage that the
employment opportunities made available by the Project will, if
feasible, be offered to individuals who are unemployed or who
are economically disadvantaged as contemplated in Laws of 1983,
Chapter 289, Section 113. The City will comply with the
reporting requirements set forth in said Section 113.

We respectfully request prompt approval by the
Minnesota Energy and Economic Development Authority of the
Project under the provisions of Minnesota Statutes, Chapter
474.

Very truly yours,

CITY OF MAPLEWOOD

By

Its Mayor



[Briggs and Morgan Stationery]

Richard Nadeau

Minnesota Energy and Economic
Development Authority

9th Floor

American Center Building

150 East Kellogg Boulevard

St. Paul, Minnesota 55101

Re: City of Maplewood - $2,300,000 Commercial
Development Revenue Note (Western Bank Office
Building Project)

Dear Mr. Nadeau:
This is to advise you that our firm has reviewed the

attached resolution, the feasibility letter of
« the application of the City of Maplewood

and the letter of transmittal fram the City. Based upon a
review of that material it is our opinion that the Project
referred to therein constitutes a project within the meaning of
Minnesota Statutes, Section 474.02, Subdivision la and that the
proposed financing thereof as set forth in the attached
resolution is authorized by law.

Please do not hesitate to give me a call if there are
any questions.

Very truly yours,

Mary L. Ippel

Enclosures



[Bank's Letterhead]

Honorable Mayor and City Council
City Hall

1380 Frost Avenue

Maplewood, Minnesota 55109

Re: Proposed Issuance of City of Maplewood -
$2,300,000 Commercial Development Revenue Note
(Western Bank Office Building Project)

Gentlemen:

At the request of WAV Inc., we have conducted a study
of the econamic feasibility of the proposal that the City of
Maplewood issue one or more of its revenue bonds under the
provisions of the Minnesota Municipal Industrial Development
Act to provide funds for the acquisition and construction of a
cammercial bank and office facility located within the City of
Maplewood, to be owned by WAV Inc., and leased to Western State
Bank of St. Paul.

Our study has led us to the conclusion that on the
basis of current financial conditions, the Project is
economically feasible and the revenue bond(s) of the City can
be successfully issued and sold.

We understand a copy of this letter will be forwarded
by the Maplewood City Mayor to the Minnesota Energy and
Economic Development Authority of the State of Minnesota to
serve as the letter of feasibility required by the Authority.

Very truly yours,

By
Its




TO:

FROM:
SUBJECT:
LOCATION:
APPLICANT:
OWNER:
PROJECT:
DATE:

Request

1. Approval
thirty feet.
setback.

2. Approval

MEMORANDUM F '1

Aotion by Council:
City Manager

Thomas Ekstrand--Associate Planner Endorsede.
Design Review and Front Setback Variance Modified __ ____
550 E. Roselawn Avenue Rejectedee
Leon Rotering, Administrator ¢ Date

Fair Oaks Lake Apartments £x. O
Maplewood Maple Manor Health Care Center Sunroom
June 11, 1985

SUMMARY

of a 7.5-foot front setback variance. Code requires
The proposed addition would have a 22.5-foot

of exterior building elevations for the proposed 7.5

by 23-foot sunroom addition.

Proposal

l. The appl

presently projects outwards toward Roselawn Avenue.

icant is proposing to enclose the canopy'which
There would

be no further encroachment towards the street.

2. The addi

around the new entrance doors,

tion would primarily be glass enclosed, with brick
the easterly side and along the

bottom two feet.

3. The front yard is already nicely landscaped. No additional
plantings are proposed, or needed.

Recommendati

on

1. Approval
addition at

a.
the

b.
the
2.

setback vari
Care Center'

a.
hard

Adoption of the resolution on page 10,

of plan date-stamped 5-22-85 for the sunroom
Maplewood Maple Manor Health Care Center, subject to:

The brick on the addition shall match the brick of
existing building.

Approval of a front setback variance of 7.5 feet by
city council.

approving a front yard
ance of 7.5 feet for Maplewood Maple Manor Health

S sunroom addition, on the basis that:

Strict enforcement of the code would cause undue
ship, since the building is already at the thirty-

foot minimum setback line, and there is no other feasible
place to construct the addition.



b. The spirit and intent of the ordinance would be met,
since the addition would not obstruct any sight lines due
to the mature trees on this and adjacent lots.

C. The addition is relatively small compared to the
overall building.

d. The canopy already extends into the setback.



BACKGROUND

Site Description

1. Acreage: 2.05 acres

]
2. Existing land use: 2.05 acres, Maplewood Maple Manor Health Care
Center

Surrounding Land Uses

Northerly: Roselawn Avenue and Edgerton Elementary School
Southerly, Easterly and Westerly: Single dwellings

Past Actions

8-6-64:

Council rezoned this property from F, farm residential to R-3, multiple
dwelling residential for the nursing home.

2-15-73:

Council approved the construction of a 45-space parking lot.

8-6-73:

Council approved plans for expansion of the building.

19-18-79:

Council approved a conditional use permit for the expansion of the parking
lot into property zoned F, farm residential, west of the original parking

lot.

Approval was subject to the installation of landscaping, a decorative wood
screening fence and parking lot lighting--all of which have been installed.

PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS
1. Land use plan designation: RH, high density residential
2. Zoning: R-3
3. Code requirements: Section 36-122(f) requires a minimum front yard
setback of an R-3B (17 or more units per building) multiple dwelling shall
be thirty feet.
4. Statutory requirements: Section 367.10 subdivision 6(2). State law

requires that the following findings be made before a variance can be
granted:

a. Strict enforcement would cause undue hardship because of
circumstances unique to the property under consideration.



'b. The variance would be in keeping with the spirit and intent of
the ordinance.

"Undue hardship as used in connection with the granting of a
variance means the property in question cannot be put to a
reasonable use if used under conditions allowed by the official
controls. The plight of the landowner is due to circumstances
unique to his property, not created by the landowner, and the

variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the
locality.

mb

Attachments

1. Location Map

2. Property Line/Zoning Map
3. Site Plan

4. Applicant's letter dated 5-13-85
5. Resolution

6. Plans date-stamped 5-22-85
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Maplewood Maple Manor Care Center

Managed by Good Neighbor Care Centers, Inc.
550 East Roselawn Avenue * St. Paul, MN 55117 « (612) 774-9765

v ,'7 ';-_}:',
TO: City of Maplewood

FROM: Leon Rotering, Adm.
DATE: 5/13/85

RE: Request Statement

Maplewood Maple Manor Care Center is a nursing home licensed
by the State of Minnesota for 159 beds. The North section
was built in 1964 with 63 beds. The South section of two
stories was added in 1969 with 96 beds.

The original North section has a small dining room and a small
day room.

We are requesting to close in the porch with a solarium-type
structure for two reasons: ‘ g

1. To enlarge the eating area for our 63 residents on
this wing. Even with two shifts there is extreme
crowding. 56 of 63 residents use wheelchairs which
was not true when the building was originally con-
structed. Wheelchair residents find it difficult to
get through to their place at table and sometimes
must wait until others are finished eating before
they can return to their rooms.

Also, 40 residents have to be fed by staff. There
is such crowding that staff frequently stand while
feeding residents because there is no room for a
chair.

2. Secondly, this section of the building gives an
institutional feeling to residents and families. By
enlarging and adding a solarium we would not only
expand the seating capacity but add light and a bright
atmosphere as well. This will enhance the feeling of
dignity for our residents.

Further comments on the construction and use of the solarium:

1. We intend to use the additional space for the same purposes the
building currently has, i.e., the care of nursing home residents.
Therefore, there is no question of different zoning use.

2. There will be no detriment to public health, safety and welfare.
The use of the addition will be the same as now. All disaster
plans will be reviewed and practiced with no changes forseen.

Attachment Four



Request Statement, pg. 2

3. The use is the same as now and so compatible with the zoning
district.

4. The appearance and use of the addition should enhance property
values. The building will look less institutional.

5. The use of the addition will not disturb or be detrimental to
any present and potential land use. There will be no additional
noise, glare, odor, smoke, dust, fumes, water pollution, water
run-off, vibration, general unsightliness, electrical interference,
or other nuisances.

6. The use of the addition will make no change in traffic, parking
or access to other area properties. It will not increase our
resident, staff, or visitor populations. :

7. Public services such as streets, police, fire protection, utilities,
schools and parks are unaffected by the addition. Police and

fire protection will be provided in the same way.

8. No additional public facilities and services will be needed. It
will not be detrimental to the welfare of the city.

9. The addition will blend in with the sites natural and scenic
appearance.

10. We see no adverse environmental effects.



Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the city
council of the City of Maplewood, Minnesota was duly called and held in the
council chambers in said city on the day of ¢+ 1985 at 7 p.m.

The following members were present:

The following members were absent:

WHEREAS, Leon Rotering of Maplewood Maple Manor Health Care Center
applied for a variance for the following-described property:

Unplatted lands, the North 330 feet, of the East 300 feet of the West
475 feet of the Northeast 1/4 of the Northeast 1/4 of the Southwest
1/4, subject to the avenue, Section 17, Township 29, Range 22, City of
Maplewood, County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota.

This property is also known as 550 E. Roselawn Avenue Maplewood;

WHEREAS, Section 36-122(f) of the Maplewood Code of Ordinances
requires a thirty-foot front setback;

WHEREAS, the applicant is proposing to reduce the front setback to
22.5 feet, requiring a variance of seven and one-half feet; ’

WHEREAS, the procedural history of this variance is as follows:
l. This variance was applied for on May 22, 1985.

2. This variance was reviewed by the Maplewood Community Design
Review Board on June 25, 1985. The Board recommended to the city council
that said variance be .

3. The Maplewood City Council held a public hearing on July 8, 1985
to consider this variance. Notice thereof was published and mailed
pursuant to law. All persons present at said hearing were given an
opportunity to be heard and present written statements. The council also
considered reports and recommendations of the city staff and Board.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL that
the above-described variance be approved on the basis of the following
findings of fact: :

l. Strict enforcement of the code would cause undue hardship, since
the building is already at the thirty-foot minimum setback line and there
is no other feasible place to construct the addition.

2. The spirit and intent of the ordinance would be met since the

addition would not obstruct any sight lines, due to the mature trees on
this and adjacent lots.
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3. The addition is relatively small compared to the overall building.
4. The canopy already extends into the setback.
Adopted this day of »1985.

Seconded by Ayes~-

STATE OF MINNESOTA

COUNTY OF RAMSEY SS.

N N N Nt

CITY OF MAPLEWOOD

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and appointed clerk of
the City of Maplewood, Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully
compared the attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting
of the City of Maplewood, held on the day of , 1985, with the
original on file in my office, and the same is a full, true and complete
transcript therefrom insofar as the same relates to this variance.

Witness my hand as such clerk and the corporate seal of the city this
day of r 1985,

City Clerk
City of Maplewood

1



MEMORANDUM ' F-‘? ‘
. Actlon by Council:

TO: City Manager .
FROM: Associate Planner--Johnson Endorsed.______
SUBJECT: Preliminary Plat and Rezoning (F to R-1) Modified ____
LOCATION: Highwood Avenue and McKnight Road Rejected
OWNER: George Broshears ‘ Date ‘
APPLICANT: Michial Mularoni and Associates and George Broéﬁears' -
DATE: June 13, 1985

SUMMARY
Request .

l. Approve a preliminary plat for eighteen single-dwelling lots.

2. Approve a rezoning from F, farm residence to R-1, single dwelling
(city staff). .

Proposal

1. Refer to the enclosed preliminary plat for the street and lot
configurations.

2. Valley View Drive and the adjoining ten lots would be developed as
a second addition.

Recommendation

1. Approve the Broshears Preliminary plat, subject to:

a. Entering into a development agreement with required surety
for the public improvements prior to final plat approval. This

agreement shall include, but not be limited to, the following
requirements:

1) Granting of an easement and construction of a temporary
cul-de-sac at the east end of Valley View Drive if the
construction of this street has not been secured in the
Leonard's Oak Hills No. 5 Addition.

2) Removal of the silo, barbed wire fencing and other
miscellaneous equipment from the former farmstead, prior to
release of the surety.

b. Approval of a final grading, utility and drainage plans. The
grade and location of Valley View Drive shall be consistent with

that proposed for Valley View Drive in Leonard's Oak Hills No. 5

Addition.

C. The portion of the site to be pPlatted as the second addition
shall be designated as Outlot A in the first addition plat or the

Valley View Drive right-of-way must be dedicated as part of the
first addition plat.



2. Adopt the enclosed resolution (page 8), rezoning the entire site
from F, farm residence to R-1, residence district (single dwelling).
At least four votes in favor are necessary for approval.

This rezoning is proposed to eliminate the possibility of any
future nuisance complaints associated with the uses permitted in a
farm zone, such as the raising of livestock.



BACKGROUND

Site Description

Gross area: 5.6 acres
Net area: 4.7 acres

Existing land use: undeveloped, except for a silo and miscellaneous
remnants of the former farmstead, including barbed wire fencing.

Surrounding Land Uses

North: five single-dwelling homes that front on Phylis Court

East: undeveloped property, proposed for the Leonard's Oak Hills No.
5 Addition (page 6).

South: Highwood Avenue. Across the street are two double and two
single dwellings.

West: McKnight Road and single-dwelling properties,

Past Actions

1-30-81:

An administrative lot division was approved to create the property
labeled as the "exception" shown on the proposed plot drawing, subject
to conditions that have been met.

4-15-82:

Council approved the Leonard's Oak Hills planned unit development and
preliminary plat for 26 single and four double dwellings for the site
abutting to the south, subject to conditions. The PUD approval for
double dwellings has expired. Four time extensions have been approved
for the preliminary plat. '

Planning
1. Land use plan designation: RL, residential low density

2. Zoning: F, farm residence

3. The proposed meets or exceeds all zoning and subdivision
requirements

Public Works

City sewer and water are available,

Procedure
—=-oredure

l. Planning commission recommendation

2. City council

mb
Attachments
;- ;ocatlzn 2?9 Jzoning M 4. Preliminary Plat
. roper Line/Zonina Man L X .
3 Leogardzs Oak Hills 5th Addition 5. Resolution (rezoning)

\

6. Preliminary Plat (separate
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Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the
city council of the City of Maplewood, Minnesota was duly called and
held in the council chambers in said city on the day of
¢« 1985 at 7 p.m.

The following members were present:

The following members were absent:

WHEREAS, the City of Maplewood initiated a rezoning from F, farm
residence to R-1, residence district (single dwelling) for the
following-described property:

The Southwest quarter of the Southwest quarter of the Northwet
quarter of Section 13, Township 28, Range 22, except the east 197.00

feet thereof, also except the South 168.00 feet of the West 175.00
feet thereof.

WHEREAS, the procedural history of this rezoning is as follows:

1. This rezoning was initiated by the City of Maplewood, pursuant
to Chapter 36, Article VII of the Maplewood Code of Ordinances.

2. This rezoning was reviewed by the Maplewood Planning
Commission on June 17, 1985. The planning commission recommended to
the city council that said rezoning be .

3. The Maplewood City Council held a public hearing on
+ 1985 to consider this rezoning. Notice thereof was published and
mailed pursuant to law. All persons present at said hearing were
given an opportunity to be heard and Present written statements. The
council also considered reports and recommendations of the city staff
and planning commission. -

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL that
the above-described rezoning be approved on the basis of the following
findings of fact:

l. The proposed change is consistent with the spirit, purpose
and intent of the zoning code.

2. The proposed change will not substantially injure or detract
from the use of neighboring property or from the character of the
neighborhood, and that the use of the property adjacent to the area
included in the proposed change or plan is adequately safeguarded.

3. The proposed change will serve the best interests and

conveniences of the community, where applicable and the public
welfare.

Attachment 5



4. The proposed change would have no negative effect upon the
logical, efficient, and economical extension of public services and
facilities, such as public water, sewers, police and fire protection
and schools.

Adopted this day of r 1985,
Seconded by Ayes~--
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
COUNTf OF RAMSEY ; SS.
CITY OF MAPLEWOOD ;

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and appointed clerk
of the City of Maplewood, Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have
carefully compared the attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a
regular meeting of the City of Maplewood held on the day of
+ 1985 with the original on file in my office, and the same is a full,
true and complete transcript therefrom insofar as the same relates to
this rezoning.

Witness my hand as such clerk and the corporate seal of the city
this day of r 1985.

City Clerk
City of Maplewood.



MEMORANDUM F 7

TO: City Manager Action by Council:
FROM: ' Thomas Ekstrand--Associate Planner ‘

SUBJECT: Code Amendment--Parking Endorsedem———
APPLICANT: City of Maplewood Modifledme
DATE: June 25, 1985 Rejeotede oo

Date
SUMMARY
Request

Amendment of the general parking requirements for commercial and
multiple dwelling.

Reasons for the Request

l. The parking requirements in the CO, commercial office district
require 25% more parking than any other commercial district.

2. Council asked staff to determine if the number of parking spaces

for retail uses may be inadequate, because of problems with Sound of
Music on Beam Avenue.

3. Our parking stall size requirements are overly restrictive.

4. Curbing requirements are required by policy, but not included in
ordinance. '

Comments

1. Office Parking:

The study on office parking came about from a request for a zone
change from CO to LBC, limited business commercial for the
proposed office site between NCR and Mr. Steak on Sloan Place.
This proposed two-story office building could not provide enough
parking under CO regulations, but could under LBC requirements.

Based on the survey results on page 10, the most widely used
pParking formula for offices is one space required for each 200
square feet of floor area. Planners in these surveyed cities
find that this formula works well.

The 1:200 square-foot formula is the same as Maplewood's current
requirement except that Maplewood has a less restrictive formula
(one space for each 300 square feet) for upper floors. There is
no reason why upper floor floor office space should need less
parking than office space on the main floor. This separate upper
floor area requirement should be eliminated.



2. Retail Parking:

The retail parking requirements are being reviewed because of the
Sound of Music store's need for additional parking space. Sound
of Music is exceeding Maplewood's parking requirements by two
spaces, but their parking is inadequate.

The examples below are to help evaluate if other stores in
Maplewood are experiencing the same problem.

Comments
. based on
Store Spaces Spaces Provided Observation
Sound of Music 31 33 (1:188 sg.ft.) insufficient parking
Hirshfields 117 149 (1:167 sqg.ft.) always excess
: parking
Maplewood Square 228 235 (1:193 sqg.ft.) enough pérking

Other than the Sound of Music, there has not been any problem with
Maplewood's current retail parking requirement. The code should not be
changed. Requiring increased parking for all retail uses would create
an excess of parking for future stores and shopping centers and be an
unnecessary cost of development.

3. Parking Stall Dimensions:

Maplewood has no uniform parking stall size requirments. Staff is
proposing that parking stalls be permitted to be nine feet wide,
which is the most accepted standard today, based on the survey
results on page . Sixty-five percent of these cities permitted
this width space.

The only problem with reducing the parking space width to nine
feet is that door nicks could potentially increase. Although this

is a disadvantage, nine-foot spaces are still very adequate and
safe.

Eighteen-foot deep spaces, when abutting a curb, sidewalk or
landscaped area, would suffice, since cars typically overhang
beyond the space one to two feet. Even the larger vehicles, like
the 18.5-foot long Chevrolet Kingswood Estate Wagon (see page 4 ),
would only need a parking space 16.5 to 17.5 feet deep.

The aisle widths staff has proposed for the various angles of
parking space arrangement were derived from a parking study
prepared by the engineering firm of Barton-Aschman.

A letter of support from the Joseph Company is enclosed on page 15.

4. Curbing:

Staff is also proposing to formalize in ordinance, our current
policy of requiring continuous concrete curbing around parking
lots. This requirement is important because:



a. Concrete curbing holds up longer. Bituminous and timber curbs
are susceptible to damage by snowplows and are generally much

shorter lived, therefore, there is much less of a maintenance
problem with concrete.

" b. Continuous curbing is important to contain and direct storm
water run-off and also serves as a wheel stop to protect
landscaping. . '

The park and recreation commission recommends that city parks be
exempt from the curbing requirement (see enclosed minutes and memo
from the director of community services, pages 17 and 18 ). The
community design review board recommended against exempting parks
because it would allow a double standard. The staff recommends a
compromise--requiring curbing only in parks with parking lots that
are used in the winter. Curbing gets most of its abuse in winter
from snow plows.

Recommendation

Approval of the attached code amendment regarding minimum parking
requirements. (Recommendations of the community design review board
are included, except for the curbing requirement for parks.)



BACKGROUND

Past Action

11-28-83:

Council amended the off-street parking regulations in a multiple-
dwelling district (Section 36-109) to read: "Minimum parking stall
size shall be ten (10) feet by twenty (20) feet, except that parking
stalls for owner-occupied units may be reduced to nine (9) by eighteen
(18) feet."

Sample of Car Dimensions

Make Dimensions (width/length in feet)
VW Bug 5 x 13.5
Mercury Linx 5.5 x 14
VW Rabbit pickup 5 x 14.5
Dodge Aries 5.5 x 14.5
Oldsmobile Omega 5.5 x 14.5
Ford F 100 (full size pickup) 6.5 x 16.5
Ford van 6.5 x 17
Chevrolet Caprice 6.5 x 17.5
Ford Torino 6.5 x 17.5
Chevrolet Kingswood Estate Wagon 6.5 x 18.5

Surveys
Four surveys are attached and their results are summarized as follows:

1. Office parking requirements--the most frequently applied parking
requirement is one space for each 200 square feet of floor area.

2. Retail parking rquirements--the most commonly applied formulas are

one space for each 150 square feet and one space for each 200 square
feet.

3. Parking space dimensions--the most often required parking stall
dimension is a nine by twenty-foot space.

4., Of the 28 cities surveyed, fourteen cities required concrete
curbing in their park parking lots; ten do not; three do not require,
but encourage it; and one city installs concrete curbing only along the
portion of parking lot that fronts on the right-of-way.

Procedure

1. Recommendation by the community design review board
2. First reading by the city council
3. Second reading and hearing by the city council

mb

Attachments:

1. Ordinance amendment

2. Office parking survey

3. Retail parking survey

4. Parking space dimension survey 1

5. Curbing Survey (park parking lots)
6.  Survey-manufacturing and warehouse parking

. Letter: Joseph Co.
Memo: Curbing

Parks Commission minutes
CDRB minutes
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ORDINANCE NO.
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING MINIMUM PARKING REQUIREMENTS

THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL HEREBY ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 36-22 is amended as follows (additions are
underlined and deletions are crossed out):

Section 36-22. Off-street parking.
(a.) Nee—less—-th&&—%we—ea—eéf——s&eet—pafﬁag—spaeesv—eeﬂsﬁmg—of

ac;ess_£:og*a_s;zegt—o§~aiéey7—sha4;—be—p¥evédeé—ea—aﬁy-%et—eﬂ
which—a—mainbuilding-is erected

. The following types of uses
shall provide additional off-street parking space, as indicated,
unless otherwise authorized by the city council. All whieh
parking spaces shall have proper access from a street or alley and
shall be located on or near the lot on which such use is situated:

(1) Single-family dwelling: Two (2) spaces. as provided
above.

(2) Multiple dwelling: Two (2) spaces for each housekeeping
unit. One of these spaces must be enclosed.

(3) Hotel or tourist cabin court: One space for each rental
room or suite.

(4) Restaurant, cafe or tea room: One space for each fifty
(50) square feet of floor space devoted to patron use.

(5) Theater, auditorium, church or other place of public
assemblage: A minimum of one space for every four (4) seats.
Schools must have a minimum of one space for every twenty (20)
auditorium seats.

(6) Commercial office or recreational building use, other than
those specified abovey having—atotal-£floor-on ground—area——of

e—fee+t One space for each
two hundred (200) square feet, or portion thereof, of greund—er
—greound floor areag. plus one space for sach—three—hundred—(344)
square feet, or portion thereof, of upper-floor-area,—in—excess
of one thousand (1,000) square-feet.

(7) Shopping centers having enclosed, nonleasable common
areas: one space for each two hundred (200) square feet, or
portion thereof, of leasable floor area.

{8) &+ Manufacturing and warehouse establishments: One space
for each two (2) employees-L or one space for each 400 sgquare
feet of manufacturing space and one space for each 1,000 square
feet of warehouse space, whichever is greater. Off-street
parking facilities existing at the effective date of this
paragraph (June 22, 1972) shall not subsequently be reduced to
an amount less than that required under this paragraph for a
similar new building or use. Off street parking facilities provided to

comply with the provisions of this paragraph shall not subsequently be

Attachment 1



(9) Motor Fuel Stations: Four (4) spaces, plus three (3)

additional spaces for each service stall. If there is a
convenience store or restaurant associated with the fuel
station, additional parking shall be provided in accordance
with this section.

(b) Each parking space shall be not less than nine feet wide and
nineteen feet in length (measured parallel with the striping
lines), exclusive of access aisles. _If a parking space abuts a
curb, sidewalk or landscaped area, the length of the space may be
reduced to eighteen feet.

.(c) . _All spaces_shall be served by access aisles of the following
widths, based on the angle of the parking stalls:

Parking Angle Aisle Width

90 degree 24 feet (two-way traffic)
60 degree 19 feet (one-way traffic)
45 degree 16 feet (one-way traffic)

(d) All parking lots shall have continuous concrete curbing
surrounding the exterior perimeter of the lot and drives. Park
parking lots, that are not used in the winter, and parking lots
having twelve spaces or less are exempt from this requirement,
unless required by the city engineer for drainage control.

(e) .All parking lots shall be continually and properly
maintained.

Section 2. Section 36-140 (g-j) of the CO, commercial office
district, regulations are amended as follows (deletions are crossed
out) :

{1 Offices: One na;kjng space for each-one hundrad £;ft¥
=7 - - p vt

{2)—Restaurants+—One-parking space—for cach two-and—one—half
{2~%%2+—sea%sT-effééé%y—+§e+—squa{e—£eeE—e£—£;ee£—a£ea—ée¥e%eé
to—patron—use,whicheveris greaters
e3+——Re%a44—ases—aaé—med4ea;~ogmdenta4—@44;u{4u——ome—pa;king-

s9aee—£o;—eaeh—one—hund;ed—£i£ty—+isa+—squa;e—éeetnoi-guxuup
—£floor area




(g) —4h)> Lighting: All lighting shall be designed and located so
as to confine direct rays to the premises. Lighting standards
shall not exceed a height of fifteen (15) feet. Lighting
standards and fixtures shall be of a design and of materials that
are compatible with the architecture and the landscape
architecture of the site.

. . . )

&) I%“ih storage—and—loeading areas ALl SEE£§SE s§ E?EESHE'. .
eontalners and—trash—shall-be shiclded from—view w;tp;n.a.bu;ld;ng
oF T*Fhfu ah azfa'euelsfe?lbﬁ a fall."fF lers Ehan tive Fi) faag
‘bud i —enclosure shall he of materials and

. : : ; : .

desigh—that—is sgmga;;ble with—the—architecture—of the.ma;n
s:gae:uze. Al ;sad;ug g;g?s shall Ee;segeeuediizsm '%?; f‘gm

(h) 43 Uses confined to structure: All uses shall, unless
otherwise specified, be contained entirely within a completely
enclosed structure. Parking facilities are exempted from this
requirement. (Ord. No. 380, s 104, 1-16-75; Ord. No. 529, s 4,
11-22-82)

Section 3. Section 36-172 (7), (8) and (9) of the SC, shopping
center district regulations are amended as follows (additions are
underlined and deletions are crossed out):

(7) 8 parking, loading or service areas used by motor vehicles
shall be located entirely within the lot lines of the shopping
center, shall be physically separated from public streets and
shall have no more than two (2) accessways to any one public
street. All accessways shall be located at least one hundred
(100) feet from the intersection of any street lines.

(8) 499 The city council may prescribe more restrictive conditions
or any further reasonable conditions deemed appropriate with
respect to the suitability of the shopping center in the
neighborhood. (Code 1965, s 908.020; Ord. No. 529, s 8, 11-22-82)

Section 4. Sections 36-156 and 36-157 of the fuel station
ordinance shall be amended as follows (additions are underlined and
deletions are crossed out):



Section 36-156. Motor fuel stations--Generally.

All automobile garages, motor fuel stations and other businesses
providing fuel or service for motor vehicles shall be classified
according to the classes set forth in Section 367-151 of this division
and shall be placed upon a site having the area and treatment as
provided in Section 36-151 and Sections 36-15% 8 through 36-161 of
this division. (Ord. No. 232, 8 4 (8997.,030), 10-19-67)

. See 3m%i.!ig.
+a+7—§~minimum—§é—éeaf—f4+—ea%séée—pafk4ﬁg—spaees—p&ﬁs—fhfee—%a)
shall be provided—at—all-motor fuel-statiens.

sed--service—stall

(Q)___A__p.a.l'_k_i_n.g_s.par*p a_t__a motor fuel station, other than at

;;gsks:ap_shall_be_a_space~o£_at_least—e4ght—+8+-by—%wea%y—+20
-feed).

Section 5. Section 36-109 of the multiple-dwelling district
parking regulations shall be amended as follows (additions are
underlined and deletions are crossed out) :

Section 36-109. Same--Off-street parking.

Each multiple-dwelling unit in the city shall have off-street
parking space. Parking spaces shall be in addition to, and not part
of, the driveways or maneuvering space necessary to the parking areas
serving such multiple dwelling. All parking spaces, driveways and
other parts of the parking facilities shall be dust free and shall be

surfaced with concrete or blacktop. Regquired parking—facilities

Parking requirements shall be as follows:

{1)—There shall be--provided-two—{2)—parking—stalls for ecach
<carport—or—similar structure

20) £ I{ i stalls £ g .

may be-reduced—tonine{9) by eighteen {18} feet.

€,




(1) £ An open parking stall shall be a minimum distance of
fifteen feet from a dwelling unit window and five (5) feet from

any side or rear abutting property line. side—or-rear.

(2) 4 Parking stalls may not encroach-—upon-the-minimum multiple
Twelli y bac] c

be located within fifteen feet of a
street rights-of-way, unless Section 36-27 applies.

(3) 6+ Where a garage or carport opens to a public street, the
width of the driveway onto that public street shall not exceed
twenty-four (24) feet in width, and in no event shall a series of

garages open directly to that street. Where a series of garages
face each other on a private road, the minimum width separating
garages shall be thirty (30) feet in order to provide visibility
in backing out or turning around. (Code 1965, § 906.070; Ord.
No. 231, § 1, 10-5-67; Ord. No. 245, § 4 (§906.030), 10-3-68;

Ord. No. 555, § 2, 11-28-83)

(4) Parking shall also be in accordance with section 36-22.

Section 6. This ordinance shall take effect upon its passage

and publication.

Passed by the Maplewood City Council this
day of r 1985,

Mayor
Attest:

Ayes--
City Clerk Nays--




SURVEY
OFFICE PARKING REQUIREMENTS
(Spaces Per Square Foot)

Maplewood--1:2080 (first floor) plus 1:300 (upper floors)--in most
districts. 1:150 in CO districts

Coon Rapids--1:300
Roseville--1:200

Burnsville--1:150 for buildings under 6,000 square feet
1:200 for buildings over 6,000 square feet

Plymouth--1:200

Brooklyn Center--1:200
Fridley--1:250

Blaine--1:200

Crystal--3 spaces plus 1:200

New Brighton--1:200

New Hope--3 spaces plus 1:200

Golden Valley--1:250

White Bear Lake--3 spaces plus 1:200

Apple Valley--1:150 for the first 6,000 square feet
1:200 if over 6,000 square feet

South St. Paul--1:300
Eagan--1:150
Maple Grove--1:250

Columbia Heights--1:2008 for the first 6,000 square feet
1:250 if over 6,000 square feet

Cottage Grove--1:200

West St. Paul--1:150 for the first 6,000 square feet
1:200 if over 6,000 square feet

North St. Paul 1:150
Oakdale--6:10600 (1:167) for the first 20,000 square feet
Newport--1:200

Vadnais Heights--6:1000 (1:167) for the first 20,000 square feet
1:200 if over 20,000 square feet

St. Paul--1:200
Attachment Two



SURVEY

RETAIL PARKING REQUIREMENTS
(Spaces Per Square Foot)

Maplewood--1:200 (first floor) and 1:300 (additional floors)

Burnsville--1:150

- Roseville--1:200

Coon Rapids--1:200
Plymouth--1:200
Brooklyn Center--1:125
Fridley--1:150
Crystal--1:140

Néw Brighton--1:200

New Hope--1:150

Golden VvValley--1:150
White Bear Lake--1:200
Apple Valley--1:150
South St. Paul--1:100
Eagan--1:15¢

Maple Grove--1:200
Columbia Heights--1:200
Cottage Grove--1:15¢
Shoreview--5.5:1000 (1:182)
Oakdale--1:200
Woodbury--1:185
Newport--1:150 (plus one for each employee)
Vadnais Heights--1:200
St. Paul--1:15¢

Blaine--

1 Attachment Three



PARKING SPACE DIMENSION SURVEY
8-30-83
Stall Dimensions when

Parking Stall abutting curb, sidewalk
City Dimensions or landscaped area Aisle Width

Coon Rapids 9 x 18 9 x 16 24
Eagan 10 x 20 19 x 18 24
Brooklyn Center 8'8"x 19.5 8' 8"x 18 T 24
Vadnais Heights 9 x 18 9 x 16 24
St. Paul 9 x 18 9 x 16 20
(8 x 16 compact)
Burnsville 9 x 18 no change 24
Plymouth 9 x 18.5 " 26
Fridley 10 x 20 " 25
Blaine 9 x 20 " 24
Crystal 9.5 x 20 " 24
New Brighton 9 x 20 " 22
New Hope 19 x 20 " 24
Golden Vvalley 9 x 20 " No specified
' requirement
White Bear Lake . 8.5 x 20 " 24
Apple Valley 190 x 20 " - 24
South St. Paul 9 x 20 " 20
Roseville 9 x 18 " 24
Columbia Heights 9 x 20 " 22
Cottage Grove 9 x 20 " No specified
: requirement
Shoreview 9 x 20 " 24
No. St. Paul 9 x 20 " No specified
requirement
Oakdale 9 x 20 " "
Woodbury 9 x 20 " 24
Newport 10 x 20 " No specified

requirement

Attachment Four
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14.
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20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.

29.

CONCRETE CURBING IN PARK PARKING LOTS

Maplewood

Coon Rapids
Roseville
Burnsville
Plymouth
Brooklyn Center
Fridley

Blaine

Crystal

New Brighton
New Hope

Golden Valley
White Bear Lake
Apple Valley
South St. Paul
Eagan

Maple Grove
Columbia Heights
Cottage Grove

West St. Paul
Shoreview
North St. Paul
Oakdale
Woodbury
Newport

Little Canada
Vadnais Heights
St. Paul

Ramsey County

No Concrete Requires Concrete
Curbing Requirement Curb
X
(only curb along portion that fronts on r.o.w)
X

X (does encourgage it)
X

X
X
X (does encourage it)
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
x (asphalt
optional)
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X (concrete preferred but not

required)
X (does encourage it)

. Attachment 5
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ll.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Maplewood

Coon Rapids

Roseville

Burnsville

Plymouth

Fridley

Blaine

Golden Valley

White Bear Lake

Apple Valley

So. St.

Eagan

Maple Grove

Columbia
Heights

Cottage Grove

Shoreview

Paul

SURVEY
5-30-85

Manufacturing

*1/2 employees

l/each employee on the
largest shift

2/3'employees or 1/1,000

MANUFACTURING AND WAREHOUSE PARKING

Warehousing

1/2 employees

1l/each employee on
the largest shift

1/2,000 sq. ft.

sq. ft. whichever is greater

1l/each employee on largest
shift plus one for each
company

1/300 sqg. ft.

1/400 sq. ft.

1/2 employees or 1/200 sq.
ft., whichever is greater
1/500 sq. ft.

1/350 sq. ft. plus 1l/each
company vehicle

4 spaces plus 1/800 sq. ft.

1/400 sq. ft. or 1/4
employees, whichever is
greater

1/800 sqg. ft.

1/350 sq. ft. plus one for
each company vehicle

4 plus 1/400 sq. ft.

4 plus 1/400 sq. ft.

1/2,000 sg. ft.

*Spaces per number of employees_

l/each employee on
largest shift plus
one for each company

1/2,000 sq. ft.
1/2,000 sq. ft.

1/2,000 sq. ft. or
1/2 employees,
whichever is greater

1/2,000 sq. ft.

1/1,000 sqg. ft. plus
one for each employ-
ee on the largest
shift.

1/400 sg. ft. (under
6,000 sqgq. ft.) 1/800
sq. ft. (over 6,000
sq. ft.)

1/800 sg. ft. or 1/4
employees, whichever
is greater

1/800 sq. ft.

1/2,000 sq. ft. plus
one for each company

vehicle.

1/400 sq. ft. (under
6,000 sq. ft.) 1/
1,000 sq. ft. (over
6,000 sq. ft.

1/400 sq. ft. (under
6,000 sq. ft.) 1/
2,000 sg. ft. (over
6,000 sq. ft.

1,2000 sq. ft.

AL 2 % " ~
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5001 NORTH UNIVERSITY STREET / PEORIA, ILLINOIS 61614 / TELEPHONE 309/692-113§

June 18, 1985

Mr. Geoff Olsen
Planning Director

City of Maplewood

1902 E. County Road "B"
Maplewood MN 55109

Re: Parking Stall Size
Dear Mr. Olsen:

Discussions with Tom Ekstrand of your office has prompted us
to write you. Our development of well over one million sguare
feet of commercial properties across the Midwest has taught
us valuable guidelines with respect to parking requirements.

A recent study by the U.S. Dept. of Transportation indicates
that, by 1990, the percent of automobiles in the U.S. that
are compact will be between 70 and 80 percent. When more
than one out of two vehicles parked in a shopping center or
other development is a compact, it is appropriate to consider
special accommodation of these vehicles.

Our experience has found most stall width requirements to be
8.5 to 9 ft., recognizing that with the growing proportion

of small vehicles, it is increasingly less likely that two
large vehicles will park adjacent to one another; thus space
for opening doors (which governs the required distance between
adjacently parked vehicles) and stall width can be reduced.

Rearrangement of surface parking area to accommodate the advent
of today's car sizes also allows more landscape areas. The tra-
ditional "sea of asphalt" can be made more attractive with the
use of landscape islands. The islands are made available by
downsizing the area required by the cars.

UNIVERSITY SQUARE FONDULAC PLAZA BARTONVILLE SQUARE
PEORIA : EAST PEORIA BARTONVILLE

ar A s . N -




Mr. Geoff Olsen
June 18, 1985
Page two

We have attempted to illustrate our experiences which have
offered the best solutions to parking development for every-
one concerned. If we can assist any further, please call.

Best regards,
6¢z&aﬁf Nguwvmmu~/

Monte J. Brannan AIA
Corporate Architect

MJB :Hkb
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MEMORANDUM 3
To: Park and Recreation Commission

From: Robert D. Odegard, Director of Community Services
Subj: Cement Parking Curbs Required Around A1l Parking Lots
Date: June 12, 1985

An amendment to the minimum parking requirements of the City's Ordinance
includes the following: "(d) A1l parking lots shall have continuous concrete
curbing surrounding the exterior perimeter of the lot and drive. Parks and
parking lots having twelve spaces or less are exempt from this requirement
unless required by the City Engineer for drainage control.”" In the previous
sentence, the words "Parks and" were struck out by the Design Review Board.
It was their feeling that parks should be treated as any other business, etc.
in the City and have to construct concrete curbing. Part of their reason-
ing for going to concrete curbing was due to the abuse that asphalt curb has
taken during the winter when plows have chipped out the asphalt and it has
not been repaired in the Spring.

I do not have any real objection to the installation of concrete curbing
around parking lots in the parks, however I do feel that the Park and Recrea-
tion Commission and myself should have the right to decide what type of curb-
ing would be most attractive in each park. Attractiveness is always in the
"eye of the beholder". While we do have some parking facilities that are
cleaned in the winter at skating rink locations, there are many parking lots
that are not cleaned in the winter and therefore the excuse about hitting
with snowplows does not apply.

I would submit that there are other means of control besides cement cdrbs for
our parks:
1) Timbers laid flat on the parking surface or used for a timber wall.

2) Curb wheel blocks.

3) Timbers or metal posts inserted similar to fence posts and where needed
planking attached to the timbers.

4) Fencing such as chainlink, woven wire, wood, decorative fence, metal plate
guardrails.

5) Simple chain or cable.

6) Berms which can be either dirt or rock with attractive landscaping planted
in them.

7) A slight swale.

8) Plantings such as shrubs, trees, hedges, vines.

9) Proper striping where the lot is basically used in the summer.
10) Large stones or boulders.

11) Brick walls or brick flower planters.

Parks are like people - each one is an individual and should be planned and
developed to its greatest potential. It is my recommendation that the Plan-
ning Commission be advised that the parking facilities in the Maplewood parks
not be limited to concrete curbs around parking facilities.

17
Attachment 8



MEMORANDUM

To: Geoff Olson, Director of Community Development JE}Lf)
From: Robert D. Odegard, Director of Community Services:“v
Subj: Cement Curbs Around Parking Lots

Date: June 24, 1985

The following motion was made after considerable discussion at the regular
Park and Recreation Commission meeting on June 17, 1985:

Commissioner Christianson MOVED to recommend to the City Council to reinstate

the words "Parks and" in the proposed amendment to the City Ordinance struck

out by the Community Design Review Board and leave the matter of drainage con-

trol and aesthetics to the City Engineer and Park Board;

SECOND by Commissioner Schneider;

AYES: Commissioners Brenner, Chegwyn, Qualley, Christianson, Piletich and
Schneider;

NAYES: Commissioner Zappa;

Motion Passed.

Attachment 9
18



If construction has not begun within two years of approval,-board review
shaN be repeated. //,///////////*/b
8. Site security lighting shall be provided shall be directed or shielded

a
so not to cause any~undue glare onto adja f/gﬁoperties or roadways,

9. The landscape plan sha ised for staff approval providing for:

rovided in the areas indicated on the building

d Member Peterson seconded - Ayes—-all,
B. Parking Ordinance Amendment

Secretary Ekstrand said that Gary Jackson from Maplewood Mall is present at
the meeting to listen to discussion regarding the parking ordinance and amendment.

Board Member Juker said she is opposed to the proposed 9-foot wide stalls.

The board discussed the number of parking spaces required for school
auditoriums and suggested staff survey other communities regarding their
requirements. The board agreed that any parking lot, either in a park or

by a commercial building, should be required to have the continuous concrete
curbing.  They eliminated reducing the parking stall size for employees
to 8 1/2 feet.They suggested adding to the manufacturing and warehouse parking
‘requirements to include 1 space for 400 square feet of manufacturing use and

1 space for each 1,000 square feet of warehousing space or one space of each
two employees, whichever is greater. Also section (i) should.be (h).

Board Member Rossbach moved the board recommend approval of the proposed
amendment to the parking requirements as amended by the board as follows:

. Section 36-22 (a) (8) add after "One space for each two (2) Employees"

"or 1 space for each 400 square feet of manufacturing use and 1 space for each
1000 square feet of warehousing space, whichever is greater.”

2. Eliminate from Section 36-22 (b) "Parking spaces designated- for 'employees
only' may be reduced to:a minimum width of 8 1/2 feet."

*3. Eliminate from Section 36-22 (d) "Parks and."

4. Section 36-140 "(i)" should be changed to "(h) "

Board Member Peterson seconded ) Ayes--Board Members Peterson,
: Rossbach, Deans
Nays--Board Member Juker
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Action by Council:

A Y

MEMORANDUM Endersed.
Modified —
. Rejected
TO: City Manager Dat
FROM: Assistant City Engineer
SUBJECT: McClelland Street Water Main--Project No. 84-04,
Assessment Hearing
DATE: July 1, 1985

An assessment hearing has been scheduled for July 8, 1985 at 7:30 p.m.
for the above-named project. All properties proposed for assessment
have been notified. '

The project has been substantially completed and approximately 90% of
the project costs have been incurred. The remaining costs have been
estimated and a final project cost determined. The cost of $63,700.00
is approximately 13% above the engineer's estimate from the fesibility
report. This cost overrun of $7,300.080 is directly attributed to wet
and rainy conditions encountered prior to paving which caused the
existing base materials to become saturated and needed to be removed
and replaced prior to paving operations.

At the public hearing for this project, the city council ordered city
participation in the cost sharing of this project. This cost was to
be determined by assuming the city's share as one-third (1/3) of the
water main installation cost up to a maximum when the remaining two-
thirds (2/3) of the installation cost, which is to be assessed against
the benefited properties, reaches $35.00 per front foot. This .
calculates to a city share of $15,603.00.

The following table shows project costs compared to that estimated in
the feasibility study:

Actual Assmt, Assmt. Feasibility Feasibility
Description Cost Units Rate Cost Rate
Services S 8,325 9 Ea. $925.00/Ea. S 8,420 $842.00/Ea.
Water Main 39,772 884.6 FF 44 .96 /FF 32,377 36.31/FF
City Partic. 15,603 - - 15,603 -
$63,700 $56,400

Attached are a project map denoting the properties proposed for the
assessment, the project mailing list, and the proposed front-footage
assessment for each parcel. 1In addition to the front-footage
assessment, parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 received water
services to the property line and are proposed to be assessed $925.00
each.
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IMPROVEMENT 84-4

MC CLELLAND STREET WATER MAIN
OFFICIAL ASSESSMENT HEARING MAILING LIST

Mailed June 7,
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RESOLUTION
ADOPTION OF THE ASSESSMENT ROLL

WHEREAS, pursuant to proper notice duly given as required by law,
the city council has met and heard and passed upon all objections to
the proposed assessment for the construction of the McClelland Street
Water Main as described in the files of the city clerk as Project

Number 84-

just,

NOW,
MINNESOTA:

l.

¢4 , and has amended such proposed assessment as it deems
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF MAPLEWOOD,

Such proposed assessment, as amended, a copy of which is
attached hereto and made a part hereof, is hereby accepted
and shall constitute the special assessment against the
lands named therein, and each tract of land therein included
is hereby found to be benefited by the proposed improvement
in the amount of the assessment levied against it.

Such assessment shall be payable in equal annual
installments extending over a period of 2¢ years, the first
of the installments to be payable on or after the first
Monday in January, 1986, and shall bear interest at the rate
of ten (10) percent per annum from the date of the adoption
of this assessment resolution. To the first installment
shall be added interest on the entire assessment from the
date of this resolution until December 31, 1985. To each
subsequent installment when due shall be added interest for
one year on all unpaid installments.

It is hereby declared to be the intention of the council to
reimburse itself in the future for the portion of the cost
of this improvement paid for from municipal funds by levying
additional assessments, on notice and hearing as provided
for the assessments herein made, upon any properties
abutting on the improvement but not made, upon any
properties abutting on the improvement but not herein
assessed for the improvement, when changed conditions
relating to such properties make such assessment feasible.

To the extent that this improvement benefits non-abutting
properties which may be served by the improvement when one
or more later extensions or improvements are made, but which
are not herein assessed, therefore, it is hereby declared to
be the intention of the council, as authorized by Minnesota
Statutes Section 429.0651, to reimburse the city by adding
any portion of the cost so paid to the assessments levied
for any of such later extension or improvements.

The clerk shall forthwith transmit a certified duplicate of
this assessment to the county auditor to be extended on the
property tax lists of the county, and such assessments shall
be collected and paid over in the same manner as other
municipal taxes.



TO:

FROM:
SUBJECT:
LOCATION:

APPLICANT:
OWNERS:

DATE:

Request

1

. Amend
2.

Amend

Reason for

Fé

Action by Couneil:

MEMORANDUM
Endorsed.____
Citvy M Modified . _
ity Manager ote
Director of Community Development g:i: do e

Plan Amendments and Rezonings
West of Highway 61, Between County Road C and

Highway 36

City of Maplewood

William Dunn, Lester Deets, Chester Herringer,
Maplewood Industrial Park, Richard Peltier, Alfred
Zuercher, Libo Napoli, Northernaire Motel (Francis
Trudell), Eugene Lund, William Bedell, Corrine Pine, S
& S Real Estate, H and L Investment Company, Jack
Ambler, Richard Hermanson, Lillian Falk and R. K.
Pillsbury
June 11,

[}

1985

SUMMARY

the plan as shown on page 8 of this report.
the zoning map as shown on page 10 of this report.

the Request

This area is part of the city-wide rezoning program initiated by the

city.

use plan.

The purpose of this program is to eliminate inconsistencies
between the land use
allows a more intensive use

plan and zoning ordinance, where the zoning
of the property than proposed on the land

The land use plan is the long- range quide for development.
The zoning defines the current development rights.
conflict between the two, the zoning applies.

If there is a
Therefore, it is

important to restrict the zoning of property that is planned for a
less intensive. use.

Comments

This area has developed with an interspering of commercial, industrial

and residential uses.
highest and best use of
properties,

policies.

Recommendation (at least four votes in favor are

The recommended changes attempt to balance the
these properties with that of surrounding
in a manner consistent with the city's development

required for

approval)
1.

a.

Approval of the enclosed resolution (page 15),
use plan, as shown on page

amending the land
8 to:

Add a BW, business warehouse designation at the southwest

corner of County Road C and Highway 61 and amend the frontage of

Mr. Dunn's property (south of
RM, residential medium density

1122 and 1116 County Road C) from
to BW, on the basis that:



b.

1) This area has been zoned for M-1 use since the 1950's.

2) This area has excellent visibility and access for
commercial use.

3) The proximity to Highway 61 makes this area undesirable
for residential use.

Amend the area south of the Town and Country mobile home

park from RM, LSC, limited business commercial and RL,
residential low density to BW on the basis that:

2

O
o Y

a.

1) This area is better suited to commercial uses than to
residential uses due to its proximity to Highway 36 and
Highway 61 and the existing commercial development

2) The BW designation would recognize the long standing M-
1 zoning in the area.

3) There is a need to assemble a large area of commonly
planned acreage to encourage the development of an internal
road system. An internal road system is necessary to
efficiently use these properties.

4) A more intensive commercial designation would allow a
zoning that may not be compatible with planned or existing
residential uses to the west.

Approve the resolution on page 17, rezoning as shown on the map
page 10 as follows:

Amending the west half of the drive-in property, 1055

Gervais Avenue and 1041 Gervais Avenue from BC, business
commercial and F to M-1, on the basis that:

b.

1) It would be consistent with the proposed BW designation
on the land use plan.

2) To develop the F zoned land residentially would require
a cul-de-sac from Demont Avenue that would exceed the 1,000
foot limit in city code.

3) The F zoned property is owned by the same owner as the
drive-in property to the south and can be more easily
developed commercially with that site.

4) The drive-in property has been zoned and used
commercially for many years.

Amending the mobile home park from M-1, R-1 (single dwelling

residential) and F (farm residence) to R-3 (multiple dwelling),
on the basis that an R-3 zone best reflects the current and
planned use for the property.

In addition to the reasons cited above, each rezoning is

also recommended for approval on the basis of the four findings
required by code.



BACKGROUND

Study Area Description

1. Area: about 95 acres

2. Existing land uses: Town and Country Adult Community mobile home
park, Maple Leaf Drive-in Theater, Northernaire Motel, Swenson's
Carriage House, Midwest Mobile Home Supply, Hermanson's Dental Lab,
Twin City Vending, Maplewood Industrial Park, Zuercher's Well Drilling
and residence, three single dwellings and undeveloped land

Surrounding Land Uses

North: County Road C, six single dwelling properties, Cypress Street
and Kohlman Lake city park .

East: Highway 61 and its frontage road
South: Highway 36 frontage road (Keller Parkway)

West: single-dwelling lots and two large undeveloped parcels, planned
for single dwelling use

Past Actions

9-23-58:

A rezoning from F, farm residence to BC, business commercial was
approved for the Maple Leaf Drive-in Theater property.

12-4-69:

Council approved a special use permit to allow the Town and Country
mobile home park to expand to 155 units.

5-17-79 and 6-21-79:

Council ordered a project which included the construction of Forest
Street from County Road C to Keller Parkway, as a condition of the
Carsgrove's Meadows plat approval. Two, eight acre-foot storm water
ponds were also approved--one to the west of Forest Street's planned
intersection with Keller Parkway and a second to the west and south of,
the mobile home park. (See page 10.) Approval for the improvements
outside of the Carsgrove's Meadows subdivision has expired because a
developer's agreement was not entered into.

5-23-83:

Council approved a variance for Zuercher Well Driliing (2483 Highway
61) to erect a metal pole building in an M-1 zone.

3-4-85:

The planning commission recommended approval of a plan amendment to
create a BW, business warehouse designation for the area northwest of

Highway 61 and County Road C. (See page 8.) Council action is
pending.



Planning

1.

2.

Policy criteria from the plan:

a. Page 18-2: Zoning maps should be updated, as necessary, to
make both the land use maps and zoning maps compatible.

b. Page 18-5: Renewal, replacement and redevelopment of
substandard and/or incompatible development shall be accomplished
through public action and private means (e.g. amending the plan

.for the Maple Leaf Drive-in Theater property).

c. Page 18-5: Transitions between distinctly differing types
of land uses shall be accomplished in an orderly fashion which
does not create a negative impact on adjoining developments.

d. Page 18-5: Whenever possible, changes in types of land use
shall occur along rear property lines so that similar uses front
on the same street . . .

e. The LSC, limited service commercial classification refers to
commercial facilities on a neighborhood scale. Heavy industrial
uses, department stores, motels, auto accessory stores, etc.
would be prohibited, while other land uses of a medium intensity
nature would be permitted subject to meeting certain performance
standards.

f. The BW, business warehouse classification is designed for
uses including governmental and public utility buildings and
structures, storage and warehousing facilities, wholesale
business and office establishments, cartage and express
facilities, radio and television stations and other industrial
uses of a lower-intensity nature.

g. The RM and RH designations are for multiple dwellings. The
RH designation allows up to 34 people per net acre. The RM
designation allows up to 22 people per net acre. The units per
net acre varies by type of unit and bedroom mix. As an example,
the maximum density for a two-bedroom town house project would be
ten units per net acre for RH and seven units per net acre for
RM.

The existing density of the mobile home park is about 26 people

per acre. The permit for the park would allow a density of 33 people
per acre.

3.

Compliance with land use laws:

a. Section 36-485 requires four findings for approval of
rezonings. Refer to the resolution on page 17 .

b. Refer to page 11 for the uses permitted in the M-1 zoning
district



C. Section 36-187 (b) requires approval of a conditional use
permit to construct, alter or conduct an M-1 use, except parking,
within 200 feet of a residential district.

d. The existing single dwellings and the Town and Country
"mobile home park would remain nonconforming uses with the
recommended changes. A nonconforming use is a use that is not
permitted by the existing zoning, but was permitted before the
existing zoning was approved. Such use may continue, but may not
expand without city approval. '

Public Works

1. An eight acre-foot storm water pond will eventually be required
to the west and south of the Town and Country mobile home park. Refer
to the map on page 10.

2. There is right turn only access to Highway 61 from east of the
mobile home park. Signals are not proposed.

3. The street system in this area should be planned to discourage
the traffic generated by the M-1 uses from traveling through the
nearby residential neighborhood.

Minnesota Department of Transportation

In 1967, MN/DOT acquired a right-of-way easement over the property for
an interchange south of County Road C, between Highway 61 and the west
frontage road. The interchange will not be constructed. The majority
of the easement area, according to a MN/DOT official, "may be
available for reconveyance to the underlying fee property owner."
Direct access to Highway 61 will not be permitted.

Citizen Comments

Each of the affected property owners and the property owners within
350 feet of the study area were asked their opinion of revising the
land use plan, as shown on page 12 . Of the 33 persons contacted, 16
responses were received--nine were in favor, five were opposed and two
had no comment. ;

Procedure

1. Plan amendments:

a. Planning commission recommendation following a public
hearing

b. City council decision

c. Metropolitan council review for consistency with metro-
politan policies and plans

2. Rezonings:

a. Planning commission recommendation
b. City council decision following a public hearing
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Attathments:

1. Kohlman Lake Neighborhood Land Use Plan (existing)
2. Kohlman Lake Neighborhood Land Use Plan (proposed)
3. Property Line/Zoning Map (existing)

4. Property Line/Zoning Map (proposed)

5. M-1 zoning district

6. Land use plan amendment proposal sent out for citizen comment
7. Maple Leaf Drive-in redevelopment proposal

8. Resolution (plan amendment)

9. Resolution (rezoning)
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) (b) Manufacturing, assemdbly or processing of:

3 electrical machinery.

DIVISION 9. M-3 LIGKT MANUFACTURING DISTRICT
Sec. 36-186. Permitted uses.

The following uses are permittied in the M-1 District provided that,
no use whith-4s noxious or hazardous shall be permittied. .
(s) Any use listed as 8 permitted use 4n a BC Business and Commercial
District, 4f the property 1s not designated for LSC limited Service Com-
wercisl or R Residential Medium density use on the eity's compredbensive
plan.

'||.

(d) Wnolesale business establishments.

= -
(c) Custom shop for making articles or products sold m—thej premises.
(e8) thbh.u, beating, air conditioning, glezing, p-intm;ipaper- .-

banging, roofing, ventilating and electrical contractors, bdlacksmith
sbop, carpentry, soldering or welding shop. .

" (e) Printer's shop. - .-
(f) Place of amusement, recreation or assemdbly.

(g) Bottling establishment.

(1) Canvas ané canvas products.

(I1) Clothing and otber tertile products.
(II1) Bectrical equipment, .ppliea.ng'n and supplies, except beavy

(IV) Food products, except meat, poultry or fish.
(V) Jewelry,- clocks or -watches.
(V1) Leatbher products. -

(VII) Medical, dental or drafting equipment, optical goods.
(VIII) Musical- dnstruments.

(IX) Perfumes, pharmeceutical Products, rubber products and syntbetic
treated febrics.

(X) Small products from the following previously prepared materials:

C:::i feathers, felt, fur, glass, heir, born, paper, plastics ar
e 8.

(XI) Sporting goods.

(XII) Tool, dye and pattern making, or similar Emall machine shops.
(XIII) ¥ood products.

(1) Carpet and rug cleaning. o

(J) Lewndry, &ry cleaning or dyeing plant.

(X) Laborstory,-research, experimental—or testing.
(1) offices

{z) Schood

{n) ¥arehouse ) v =

(o) Accessory use on tbe-same ot with and customarily incidental t:t.:v .
of the sbove permitted uses, including an spartnent for security puposes.

(Cote 1965, § 909.010; Ord. No. 395, B 1, 513-76; Ord. No. 556, §1, 12-12-83)
Sec. 36-187. Conditicnal uses.

(2) Toe following uses are perrittied 1o an M-1 District subsequent to0 -
spproval of s conditional use permit:

.

(1) Used car lot. . =

(2) Yaré for the storage, ssle or distribution of ice, eod,"ﬁ:el ofl,
building materiels or similar materfals. Junk, salvage Or wrecking
yards shall pot de sllowed. -

(3) Ay use 13sted as a permitted use 4n s BC Business Cormeriisl
3 District, 4f tbe property 4s éesignsted for LSC Limited Service
N Comercinl or RN Residential medium density use on tbe city's
cocprebensive plan.

(Z) Any use of the same character ss 8 permitted use in Section 36-186.

(5) Trucing yard or termdnal,
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Consulting Planners One Groveland Terrace (612)377-3536

Minneapolis -

Minnesota §5403

Dahigren, Shardiow, and Uban/Incorporated

-~

et l.’"'l’s'l ',"‘

-~ MEMORANDUM
DATE: 7 March 1985
TO: Randy Johnson, City of Maplewood
FROM: C. John Uban, ASLA
: Mapleleaf Theatre Property

We have studied the Mapleleaf Theatre property and surrounding area to
determine for Jerry Herringer the land use potential for the property.

1. Today the area is a conglomerate of varied uses organized along a
single located frontage road. The quality is very mixed, and the

opportunity for good quality uses to fill in the voids is quite
minimal.

2. The transitions of wuses between residential and industrial is
nonexistent., The - prime residential areas lie westerly of Cypress
Street. Any residential east of Cypress will have to absorb the impact
of changing land uses. .

3. The ownership pattern in the area severely limits the potential for
significant redevelopment. An HRA or the City directly, through a
redevelopment district, needs to consolidate land for new development.
Rather than promoting strip development along the frontage road, an
interior road system serving a new business park formed from the
theatre property and others along the highway would promote the most
rational and desired development.

4. The theatre property should be zoned to Ml, Light Industrial, to match
adjacent. properties and assist in unifying the land uses in the area.
. To form a transitional use between the industrial (Ml), the trailer
- court, and the westerly R-1, a portion of the Herringer land should be
j: rezoned to R-3 using Cypress Street as access to County road C.
=5. The Ml Zoning District should be restructured to allow the new
office/warehouse uses being used in the emerging high-tech parks.
Flexibility with good design creates a most successful dévelopment.

6. We believe the theatre property, along with others, has an excellent
potential of redeveloping into a quality business park. We strongly
urge the City to consider public involvement in assembling and
constructing public roads.

13 Attachment <even
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PLAN AMENDMENT RESOLUTION

' WHEREAS, the procedural history of this plan amendment is as
follows:

1. This amendment was initiated by the City of Maplewood as
part of its city-wide rezoning program.

2. The Maplewood Planning Commission held a public hearing on
June 17, 1985 to consider this plan amendment. Notice thereof was
published and mailed pursuant to law. All persons present at said
hearing were given an opportunity to be heard and present written
statements. The planning commission recommended to the city council
that said plan amendment be
&

3. The Maplewood City Council considered said plan amendment on
1985. The council considered reports and recommendations from the
planning commission and city staff.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL that
the following plan amendments be approved:

1. Add a BW, business warehouse designation at the southwest
corner of County Road C and Highway 61, and amend the frontage of Mr.
Dunn's property (south of 1122 and 1116 County Road C) from RM,
residential medium density to BW, on the basis that:

a. This area has been zoned for M-1, light manufacturing
use since the 1950@'s

b. This area has excellent visibility and access for
commercial use.

c. The proximity to Highway 61 makes this area undesirable
for residential use.

2. Amend the area south of the Town and Country mobile home
park from RM, LSC, limited service commercial and RL, residential low
density to BW, on the basis that:

a. This area is better suited to commercial uses than to
residential uses due to its proximity to Highway 36 and Highway
61 and the existing commercial development.

b. The BW designation would recognize the long standing M-
1 zoning in the area.

c. There is a need to assemble a large area of commonly
planned acreage to encourage the development of an internal road
system. An internal road system is necessary to efficiently use
these properties.

15 Attachment eight



e. A more intensive commercial designation would allow a
zoning that may not be compatible with planned or existing
residential uses to the west.

Adopted this day of r 1985.

Seconded by . Ayes--
L.

.
L
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Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the
city council of the City of Maplewood Minnesota was duly called and
held in the council chambers in said city on the ' day of
, 198 at 7 p.m.

The following members were present:

The following members were absent:

WHEREAS, the procedural history of this rezoning is as follows:

1. These rezonings were initiated by the City of Maplewood,
pursuant to Chapter 36, Article VII of the Maplewood Code of
Ordinances.

2. This rezoning was reviewed by the Maplewood Planning
Commission on r 1985. The planning commission
recommended to the city council that said rezoning be .

3. The Maplewood City Council held a public hearing on
+ 1985 to consider this rezoning. Notice thereof was published and
mailed pursuant to law. All persons present at said hearing were
given an opportunity to be heard and present written statements. The
council also considered reports and recommendations of the city staff
and planning commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL that
the following rezonings be approved:

l. From F, farm residence and BC, business commercial to M-1,
light manufacturing for the following described property:

a. The North 396 feet of that part of the East 1/2 of the
SE 1/4 and NW 1/4 east of Peter's Addition also a triangular
tract adjacent on the north being in and measuring 66 feet on the
East line of the East 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 all in
Section 9, Township 29, Range 22

b. Subject to Gervais Avenue and except the East 240 feet
of the South 290.4 feet, the South 924 feet of the East 1/2 of
the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 9, Township 29, Range 22

This property is also known as the Maple Leaf Drive-in
Theater

c. Subject to Bedell Road (Gervais Avenue) the East 150
feet of the South 290.4 feet of the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of
Section 9, Township 29, Range 22

17 Attachment nine



This property is also known as 1055 Gervais Avenue

d. Subject to County Road B2 and Bedell Road (Gervais
Avenue), the west 90 feet of the East 240 feet of the South 290.4
feet of the NW 1/4 of Section 9, Township 29, Range 22

This property is also known as 1041 Gervais Avenue
The specific reasons for approval are:

a. It would be consistent with the proposed BW designation
on the land use plan.

b. To develop the F zoned land residentially would require
a cul-de-sac from Demont Avenue that would exceed the 1,000 foot
limit in the city code.

c. The F zoned property is owned by the same owner as the
drive-in property to the south and can more easily be developed
commercially with that site.

d. The drive-in property has been zoned and used
commercially for many years.

2. From M-1, R-1 (single dwelling residential) and F (farm
residence) to R-3 (multiple dwelling) for the following described
property:

Subject to widened Highway 61 and except the Easterly 90
feet of the Northerly 150 feet of that part westerly of said
highway, the following part of Lot 6 southerly of a line running
from a point on the West line of and 85.7 feet from the Southwest
corner of said lot to a point on the East line of and 19.7 feet
south of the Northeast corner of the South 66 feet of said Lot 6
and all of Lot 5, W. H. Howard's Garden Lots and

Except the North 550 feet of the East 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of
the NW 1/4 northerly of a line running from the Southwest corner
of said East 1/4 to a point on the East line of and 66 feet from
the Southeast corner thereof in Section 9, Township 29, Range 22.

The specific reason for approval is that an R-3 zone best
reflects the current and planned use for this property.

In addition to the specific reasons cited above, each rezoning is
approved on the basis that:

1. The proposed change is consistent with the spirit, purpose
and intent of the zoning code.

2. The proposed change will not substantially injure or detract
from the use of neighboring property or from the character of the
neighborhood, and that the use of the property adjacent to the area
included in the proposed change or plan is adequately safeguarded.

18



3. The proposed change will serve the best interests and
conveniences of the community, where applicable and the public
welfare.

4. The proposed change would have no negative effect upon the
logical, efficient, and economical extension of public services and
facilities, such as public water, sewers, police and fire protection
and schools.

Adopted this day of , 1985.
éeconded by Ayes-—-
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
COUNTY OF RAMSEY ; SS.
CITY OF MAPLEWOOD ;

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and appointed clerk
of the City of Maplewood, Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have
carefully compared the attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a
regular meeting of the City of Maplewood held on the day of
, 1985 with the original on file in my office, and the same is a full,

true and complete transcript therefrom insofar as the same relates to
this rezoning.

Witness my hand as such clerk and the corporate seal of the city
this day of . 1985.

City Clerk
City of Maplewood.

an



/: ‘7 Action by Council:

MEMORANDUM

Endorsed . ___
Modified . _
TO: City Manager ReJected —
FROM: Director of Community Development Date
SUBJECT: Plan Amendments and Rezonings
LOCATION: Highway 36, City Limits and Cope Avenue
APPLICANT: Hillcrest Development and City of Maplewood
OWNERS: Hillcrest Development, Charles Humphrey and James and
Gudrun Pomush
DATE: June 13, 1985

Reguest

1. Amend the city's land use plan from RL, residential low density
to BW, business warehouse and RM, residential medium density as shown
on page 7.

2. Amend the zoning map from R-1, single family residential and BC,
business commercial to M-1, light manufacturing and R-2, double
dwelling as shown on page 9.

Comments

The court has ordered the city to approve this plan amendment and a
consistent rezoning. The council's previous action to rezone part of
this site from BC, business commercial to R-1 and denial of a petition
by Hillcrest Development for a plan amendment have been voided by the
court after Hillcrest Development brought a suit against the city.

Recommendation (at least four votes are required for approval)

1. Approve the enclosed resolution amending the land use plan from
RL, residential low density to BW, business warehouse and RM,

residential medium density as shown on page 7, based on the district
court's order.

2, Amend the zoning map from R-1, single family residential and BC,
business commercial to M-1, light manufacturing and R-2, double
dwelling as shown on page 9. 1In addition to the required findings in
code, these rezonings are approved on the basis that:

a. The previous rezoning to R-1 was voided by district court.

b. Rezonings, compatible with the plan amendments, are required
by the court and state law.

c. The proposed zonings are the most compatible with the court
ordered plan amendments.



BACKGROUND

Site Description

Acreage: 9.5
Existing land use: a city water tower and undeveloped land

Surrounding Land Uses

Northerly: Castle Drive and Highway 36

Easterly: single dwellings and undeveloped land in North St. Paul,
planned and zoned for single dwellings

Southerly: single dwellings and undeveloped land, planned and zoned
for single dwellings

Westerly: Maplewood Care Center and single dwellings

Past Actions

11-4-65:

Council approved the BC zone on the Hillcrest Development site for the
construction of a small shopping complex.

3-21-83:

The planning commission tabled a proposed rezoning of the BC zone to
R-1 to give Hillcrest Development time to apply for a plan amendment.

5-16-83:

The planning commission set a hearing date for the plan amendment
requested by Hillcrest Development and expanded the area west to the
Maplewood Care Center.

5-23-83:

The city council held a public hearing and tabled the rezoning until
the planning commission considered the plan amendment requested by
Hillcrest Development.

6-20-83:

The planning commission recommended approval of the plan amendment as
shown on page 7.

7-11-83:

éouncil did not approve any amendments to the plan.

8-1-83:

The planning commission tabled a request to rezone the BC zone to R-1,

as they had addressed this issue previously and felt the site should
remain BC.



9-12-83:
Council rezoned the BC zone to R-1.
5-14-85:

After a court hearing, district court voided the council actions and
ordered the city to amend the plan as recommended by the staff and
planning commission and rezone accordingly.

Planning

1. Land use plan designation: RL, residential low density and W,
water tower

2. The RL designation is primarily designated for a variety of
single dwellings. An occasional double dwelling may be allowed.

3. The BW, business warehouse designation includes governmental and
public utility buildings and structures, storage and warehousing
facilities, wholesale business and office establishments, cartage and
express facilities, radio and television stations and other industrial
uses of a lower-intensity nature.

4. The RM, residential medium density designation provides for such
housing types as single dwellings on smaller lots, double dwellings
and town houses.

5. One of the general development design objectives in the
comprehensive plan (p. 18-5) states, "Whenever possible, changes in
the land use shall occur at center mid-block points, so that similar
uses front on the same street, or at borders of areas separated by
major man-made or natural barriers."

Taxes

Mr. Gerald Augst, of the Ramsey County Assessor's Office, states that
rezoning this area for commercial use would not affect the valuation
or taxes of surrounding homes or even a home rezoned for commercial
use. If the home was sold for a commercial use, it would then be
taxed as such.

Public Works

Sewer and water are available

Parks

The city's park plan proposes a neighborhood park in the area of
County Road B and the North St. Paul border. The director of
community services stated that the park and recreation commission is
not interested in the Hillcrest site.



Citizen Comments

Surveys were sent to the property owners within 350 feet. Of the 22
replies, eight were in favor, four had no opinion and ten objected.

Procedure

1. Planning commission holds a public hearing and makes a
recommendation to the city council.

2. City council makes the final decision

jc

Attachments

1. Location Map

2. Sherwood Glen Plan--existing

3. Proposed Plan Map

4. Existing Zoning

5. Proposed Zoning ’
6. M-1 district .
7. Resolution--plan amendment

8. Resolution--rezoning

9. Applicant's letter of justification
1. Court order
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Sec. 36-186. Permitted uses.

- The following uses are permittied in the M-1 District provided that,
Do use which is noxious or hazardous shall be permitted.

il
(s) use listed as & permitted use in & BC Business and Commerc
Distr?z, if the property is not designated for 1SC Limited Service Com-
mercial or }M Residential Medium density use on the city's comprehensive
Pplan. ’

(b) Wholesale business establishments.
(c) Custom shop for maxing articles or products scld on the premises.
banging. rootine, ventiletiog and shesticit comtrariores Samiiatth
shop, carpentry, soldering or welding shop. -
(e) Printer's shop. i
(f) Place of amusement, recresticn or sssenbly.
(g) Bottling establishment. -
(h) Manufscturing, assembly or processing of:

(1) Canvas and canvas products.

(11) Clothing and other tertrile products. =

(111) Bectrical equipment, epplicances and supplies, except heavy
elecirical machinery,

(IV) Food products, except meat, poultry or fish.

(V) Jewelry, clocks or watches.

(VI) Leather products.
(VI1) Medical, dental or drafting equipment, optical goods.
(VIIT) Musical instruments.

(IX) Perfumes, Pharmeceutical products, rubber products and synthetic
treated fabrics.

(X) Small products from ﬁe following previously prepared materials:
Cork, feathers, felt, fur, glass, bair, born, paper, plastics or
shells. ’

(X1) Sporting goods.
(XII) Tool, dye and pattern making, 01; s&mllu small machine shopg.
(XIII) ¥ood products. .
‘ (1) Cerpet and rug cleaning.

(J) laundry, dry cleaning or dyeing plant.
(x) Lavoratory, research, erperimental or testing. o
(1) Offices
(n) School s
(n) Warehouse -

(0) Accessory use on the same lot with and customarily incidental to any
of the sbove permitted uses, including an apartment for security purposes.

(Code 1965, § 909.010; Ord. No. 395, E1, 5-13-76; Ord. No. 556, B 1, 12-12-83)
Sec. 36-187. Canditional uses.

(2) The following uses are perrmitted ip an M-1 District subsequent to -
epproval of a conditional use permit:

(1) Used car lot.

(2) Yard for the storsge, sale or distribution of ice, coal, fuel oil,
bullding materials or similar materjels. Junk, salvage or wrecking
yards shall not be allowed. '

(3) Any use listed as a permitied use 4n » BC Business Commercial
District, 4f the property 4s designeted for LSC Limited Service
Commercial or RM Residential meddum density use on the city's
comprehensive plan,

(4) Any use of the same character as a permitted use in Section 36-186.
(5) Trucking yard or terminal.
(b) ¥o building or exterior use, except parking, shall be erected, altered

or conducted within two hundred feet of a residential district without a
conditional use permit.

. e e . . e . - Attachment




Plan Amendment Resolution

WHEREAS, the City of Maplewood is considering an amendment to the
Maplewood comprehensive Plan from RL, residential low density to BwW,
business warehouse and RM, residential medium density for the pProperty
bounded by Highway 36, North St. Paul and Cope Avenue.

WHEREAS, the procedural history of this plan amendment is as
follows:

J1. This plan amendment was initiated by Hillcrest Development
and the City of Maplewood.

2. The Maplewood Planning Commission held a public hearing on
June 20, 1983 and June 17, 1985 to consider this plan amendment.
Notice thereof was published and majiled pursuant to law. All persons
present at said hearing were given an opportunity to be heard and
present written statements. The planning commission recommended to
the city council that said plan amendment be approved.

3. The Maplewood City Council did not approve said plan
amendment on July 11, 1983.

4. District court, on May 14, 1985, voided the council action
and ordered the city to amend the plan as proposed.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL that
the plan designations for the following areas be changed as follows:

1. The area bounded by Highway 36, North St. Paul, the south
line of block 11, lots 1 through 15 and block 19, lots 1 through 5,
and the west line of the east half of block 7, lot 26 and block 10,
lot 5 shall be changed from RL to BW, business warehousing.

2. Block 10, lots 28 through 3¢ and block 11, lots 16 through
22 and 27 through 3¢ shall be changed from RL to RM, residential
medium density.

Approval is based on the district court's order.
Adopted this day of ¢+ 1985,

Seconded by Ayes--

1 Attachment seven



Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the
city council of the City of Maplewood, Minnesota was duly called and
held in the council chambers in said city on the day of
, 1985 at 7 p.m.

The following members were present:

The following members were absent:

WHEREAS, the City of Maplewood initiated the following rezonings:

1. From R-1, single dwelling residential and BC, business
commercial to M-1, light manufacturing:

Block 6; Lot 1 - 15, Block 11; Lot 1 - 4 and the East half
of Lot 5, Block 10; and Lots 27 - 3@ and the East half of Lot 26,
all in Dearborn Park, Section 11, Township 29, Range 22.

2. From R-1 and BC to R-2 double dwelling:

Lots 16 - 30, Block 11 and Lots 27 - 30 and the East half of
Lot 26, Dearborn Park, Section 11, Township 29, Range 22.

WHEREAS, the procedural history of this rezoning is as follows:

1. This rezoning was initiated by the City of Maplewood, pursuant
to Chapter 36, Article VII of the Maplewood Code of Ordinances.

2. This rezoning was reviewed by the Maplewood Planning
Commission on June 17, 1985. The planning commission recommended to
the city council that said rezoning be approved.

3. The Maplewood City Council held a public hearing on '
1985 to consider this rezoning. Notice thereof was published and
mailed pursuant to law. All persons present at said hearing were
given an opportunity to be heard and present written statements. The
council also considered reports and recommendations of the city staff
and planning commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL that

the above-described rezoning be approved on the basis of the following
findings of fact:

1. The proposed change is consistent with the spirit, purpose
and intent of the zoning code.

2. The proposed change will not substantially injure or detract
from the use of neighboring property or from the character of the
neighborhood, and that the use of the property adjacent to the area
included in the proposed change or plan is adequately safeguarded.

12 At+mmrthmant adiabkit



3. The proposed change will serve the best interests and
conveniences of the community, where applicable and the public
welfare.

4. The proposed change would have no negative effect upon the
logical, efficient, and economical extension of public services and
facilities, such as public water, sewers, police and fire protection
and schools.

5. The previous rezoning to R-1 was voided by district court.

6. Rezonings, compatible with the pPlan amendments are required
by the court and state law. :

7. The proposed zonings are the most compatible with the court
ordered plan amendments

Adopted this day of , 1985,
Seconded by ‘ Ayes--
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
COUNTY OF RAMSEY ; SS.
CITY OF MAPLEWOOD ;

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and appointed clerk
of the City of Maplewood, Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have
carefully compared the attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a
regular meeting of the City of Maplewood held on the day of
r 1985 with the original on file in my office, and the same is a full,
true and complete transcript therefrom insofar as the same relates to
a rezoning.

Witness my hand as such clerk and the corporate seal of the city
this day of r 1985.

City Clerk
City of Maplewood.
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STATEMENT OF WRITTEN JUSTIFICATION
FOR CHANGE IN LAND USE CLASSIFICATION

Applicant Hillcrest Development, the owner of numerous
lots previously described, which are located along Minnesota
Trunk Highway 36, north of Cope Avenue and west of Ariel
Street, submits this Statement of Written Justification for
Changing the Land Use Classification under the Maplewood
Comprehensive Plan for that property. We believe that a
change from the existing low-density residential classifi-
cation to a commercial classification is warranted for the
following reasons:

1. The property in question is situated in an area of
high ground on the frontage road immediately bordering
Highway 36. A portion of the property was acquired in
eminent domain proceedings by the City a few years ago for
construction of a large water tower.

2. It is fair to say that the trend of development
along Highway 36 over the past few years supports the pro-
posed change. Virtually no residential development has
occurred; rather, the uses are commercial and institutional
in character. 1In fact, a portion of the subject property is
currently zoned commercial, and has been since late 1965.
Thus, the proposed land use classification will not have any
adverse effects on, and will be more desirable to, the
surrounding neighborhood, the City of Maplewood, and the

comprehensive plan itself.
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Attachment 7 - continued

3. Most of the land use classifications along Highway

36 between Highway 61 and North St. Paul are commercial.
The subject property is_the only R-1 classification along
the highway. It is unclear why this property should have
received the R-1 designation, other than the fact that at
some time in the past it was platted.

4. There is no realistic possibility that this pro-
perty could ever be developed into single-family residential
housing. This is so because of its proximity to a major,
high-volume highway, as well as the large Maplewood water
tower. Given a choice between this location and some other
location which had no such incompatible uses present, no one
would build or buy a home in this area.

5. From a rational planning standpoint, it makes no
sense to designate this property as residential. Rather; a
more intensive commercial use should be permitted on this
property, so that it can blend with the residential areas
which exist farther to the south.

6. If the proposed change to a more rational and
compatible land use classification is not approved, Hillcrest
Development would, as a practical matter, be deprived of all
beneficial use of the property in question. 1In Hillcrest's

- judgment, this would amount to a taking without just compen-

sation.
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LAIS, BANNIGAN & KELLY, P.A.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
409 MIDWEST FEDERAL BUILDING
5TH AND CEDAR
SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA 55101

DONALD L. LAIS AREA CODE 612
JOHN F. BANNIGAN, JR. 224.3781
PATRICK J. KELLY May 20, 1985

Mr. Barry Evans
Maplewood City Manager
1380 Frost Avenue
Maplewood, MN 55109

RE: Hillcrest Development
vs City of Maplewood

Dear Mr. Evans:
Enclosed find the following documents:
1) Copy of Judgment entered May 14, 1985 received May 15, 1985; and

2) Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order for Judgment dated,.
filed and entered May 6, 1985.

The Judgment was entered consistent with the authority vested in me by
the Council to effect a settlement without further legal proceedings. The Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order for Judgment reflect a stipulation entered
into with the Plaintiff. That Stipulation is consistent with a conference held
with the trial court after the submission of evidence wherein the Court indicated
in general terms the direction he thought the evidence lead him. I confirmed
this after submitting the Stipulation and proposed Findings to him. Lastly, the
Judge has indicated a willingness to meet with me and councilperson Bastian
for a conference to further explain the Court's position.

The effect of the judgment is as follows: The rezone is vacated and
consideration of Plaintiffs application to amend the land use plan must be
reconsidered and action taken consistent with the recommendation of the planning
commission and the director of community development. Once the comprehensive
land use plan is amended, the zoning must be amended to reflect the plan.
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* Mr. Barry Evans Page 2 May 20, 1985

The Court will retain jurisdiction
I will be happy to meet with the Co
ramification of this Court action.

to insure that these steps are taken.
uncil at its pleasure to discuss in detail the

Sincerely yours,

JB:cg
Enclosures

C: Geoff Olson
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't KAY 15 j0ac DISTR
oialk O MINNESOTA ) Wi RAY 15 1935 DISTRICT Courr

) ) SECOND JUDICIAL D R
ISTr
COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) ICT

FILE NoO. 464367

Hillcrest Development, a Minnesota limited partnership,

Plaintiff
PURSUANT
Vs JUDGMENT
City of Maplewood, Ramsey County, Minnesota, a municipal corporation, ROLL
Defendant

Pursuant to the Findings of Fact Conclusions of Law and Order for Judgment,

Shumaker, J., dated and filed 5-6-85: IT IS ORDERED:

1) The actions cf the Maplewocd City Council denying Hillcrest
Development's application for a municipal land use plan amendment and amending
its zoning crdinance with respect to the property involved herein are w1thout
rational basis and therefore void. | |

2) The aprlication of Hillcrest Development to amend the lard use plan
is remanded to the Maplewocd City Council for further consideration and
aprrcpriate action ccnsistent with the planning commission action taken June
20, 1983 (Exh. 6) ard as reccmmended by its Director of Comir unity Development
in that Staff Report dated June 16, 1963 (Exh. 5) ard as graphically depicted in
Exhibits 19, 21 and 22.

3) This Court shall retain jurisdiction herecf for the purpose cf insuring
that Maplewocd City Council shall act upon Hillcrest Development's application
Ccnsistent with the Findingsz and Conclusions herein and that the zoning crdinance
be epprepriately amended thereafter consistent herewith and Minn. Stats.,
§473.8€5, Subd. 3 therect.

LET JUDGMENT BE ENTERED ACCORD]NGLY, without costs or

disbursemrents awarded to either side.

- .t - nl 'f‘“““"‘" ‘f"b’l“"" "“é’ e Form CDC 815B
John F. Bannigan, Jr., atty. or City o aplewood, Revised 8/81
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S'I‘A.'.IfE OF MINNESOTA F l L E D DISTRICT COURT

MAY 6 1085

COUNTY OF RAMSEY J.E.GOCKQWSKI, Cletk  SECOND Tupiciar DISTRICT
- - f

— By == COURT FILE 464367

HILLCREST DEVBLOPMENT, a8 Minnesota
limited Partnership,

Plaintiff

FINDINGS OF FACT
.- VS8 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
———==2 2w Ul LAW

AND.
CITY OF MAPLBWOOD, RAMSEY COUNTY, ORDER FOR JUDGMENT
MINNBSOTA, @ municipal corporation,

Defendant.

The above-er.titled matter came op for trial without g jury before the
undersigned Judge of the District Court at the Ramsey County Courthouse, St.
Pauj, Minnesota op Pebruary 1, 12 ang 13, 1985. Geciirey P, Jarpe, Esquire, of
the firm of Maun, Greene, Hayes, Simon, Johanneson ard Brehl, 332 Hamm
Building, St. Paul, MN 55102, appeared for Hillcrest Deve]opment, Plaintiff.
Jotkn F. Banm‘gan, Jr., Esquire, of the firm of Lais, Barnigan & Kelly, P.A., 409

Midwest Federal Building, St. Paul, MN 55101, appeared for the City of Maplewood,

Based upon the files, records, Inémoranda ang procecdings nerein, the
STIPULATION of counsel dated thejfil day of May, 1865, the Court now being
fully advised, makes the following

FINDINGS OF FACT

1) That Plaintiff (hereinafter "Hillcrest") js a family-owneg limited

18



development of commercial, industrial and multi-residential real estate in the

Twin Cities Metropolitan Area.

2) That Defendant (hereinafter "Maplewocd") is a municipal corporation

3)  That Hillcrest has been the fee owner of record for over 20 years

No. 36 (hereinafter "Hwy. 36") east of its intersection with White Bear Avenue

and described as follows:

Lots 16 and 17, Block 6, Lots 28, 29 and 30, Block 7; Lots
1, 2, 3, 28, 29 and 30, Block 10; and Lots 14, 15, 16 arg 17,

Block 11, all in Dearborn Park (including the vacated alleys
and streets).

4) That Maplewocd, by its Resolution No. €5-13-327 edopted November
4, 1965, amended its Zoning Ordinance as jt pertained to the abcve irect frcm
Residential (R-1) to Business and Commercial (BC).

S) That Hillcrest has likewise been the fee owner of record for many
Years of unimproved lands situated in the &foresaid location adjacert ang near
the aforesaid tract, described as follows:

Lots 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29 and 30, Elock b; the east
one-half of Lot 26, and Lot 27, Block 7; and Lots 1, 2,
3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 27, 28, 29 and 30, Block 11 an in Deerborn
Park (including the vacated alleys and Streets)
6) That James ang Gudrun Pomush, husbang and wife, whe presently

reside in Circle Pines, 'Minnesota, have since 1952 been the fee owners of record

of an unimproved tract of land situateg in the foresaid location between two

of the Hillcrest tracts, described ag {follows:



Lots 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22, Block 6; and Lots'9, 10, 1, 12
13, 18, 19, 20,° 21, and 22, Block 1, all in Deerborn Park
(mcludmg the vacated alleys and streets).

7) That Maplewood, pursuant to Minn. Stats. §462.35], et seq., adopted
a Comprehensive Municipal Plan as defined in Minn. Stats. §462.352, Subd. 5,
in 1973 identifying the above tracts therein for low density residential uses.

8) That said tracts are bounded on the south by Cope Avenue, platted
but otherwise unimproved, and on the north by Castle Avenue which is improved,
although substandard in construction, and serves as a frcntage road to Hwy. 36
connecting the controlled intersection of Cope Avenue and White Bezr Avenue
and the Ariel Street access to sa.id Hwy. 36 at the Maplewocd-Ncrth St. Paul
city boundary.

9) That Hwy. 36 is a heavily traveled urban trunk highway averaging
25,670 vehicular trips per day in 1982 and 26,130 vehicular trips per day in 1983.

10) That White Bear Avenue is a high volume County State Aid Highway
which is connected to Hwy. 36 by a controlled access interchange.

1) That Maplewood acquired frcm Hillcrest in 1977 through proceedings
in eminent domain the site for the construction of a 1.5 million gallon elevated
water tower on the following described tract:

Lots 23, 24, 25 and 26, Block 11, Dearborn Park;
Said water tower was therezfter constructed and has been in existence for the
past several yeers. |

12)  That since Hillcrest purchased the tract in guestion, extensive light
industrial, commercial, office and similar non-residential development has occurred
along Hwy. 36 {rom its intersection with State Trunk Highway No. 61 to the west
and Century Avenue (the €ast county line) to the east. Many of thesé land uses

are in cloce proximity to single family residential developments.



- 13)  That in March of 1983 the Maplewocd Council duly initiated proceedings
puréuar‘t to Chapter 36, Article VII of the Maplewocd Code of Ordinances and
Minn. Stats. §462. 357, Subd. 4 thereof and §473.865, Subd. 3 thereof to amend
its zoning ordinance to comply with the Maplewocd land use plan.

14) That on the let day of March, 1983 the Maplewood Planning
Commission tabled cons:deranon of the council initiated 'zoning amendment
" for a period of six months to allow Hillcrest to make an alternative proposal
for the property. |

15)  That Hillcrest applied April 26, 1983 to Maplewocd for an amendment
1o the munijcipality's land use plan from low density residential (RL) to limited
service commercial (LSC) for the tracts described in Findings 3), 5), and 6) above.

16) That the Maplewoed council on May 23, 1983 1izbled {further
consideration of its injtated zoning amendment from RBC 16 R-1 pending Planning
Commission consideration and recommendation on Hillcrest's application for
land use plan amendment frcm RL to LSC. |

17)  That the Maplewocd Director of Community Development by his
MEMORANDUM dated June 16, 1983 (Exh. S and 19 herein) recommenced amending
said land use plan from RL to RM (Residentfal Med:um Density} on the strip
ironting Cope Avenue and BW (Business-Warehouse) on the balance cf the tracts,
subject to Metro Council aprroval.

18)  That the Maplewood Planning Commission considered Hillcrest's
application at a public hearing thereon June 20, 1983 and recommended to the
council approval of a resolution amending the land use plar frcm RL to RM and
BW as set forth in Finding 17 (Exh. 6)

19)  That on July 11, 1983 Hillcrest's aprlication for land use plan amendment

as amended by the Planning Commiscion came before the City Council at a public



hearing thereon. Upon the close cf the public hearing, the council took no action
on the application thereby in practical effect denying the same without giving
any reason therefor or making ary fact finding thereon (Exh. 7).

20) That on August 1, 1983, the Council initiated zoning amendment from
BC to R-1 for that portion of the’ Hillcrest property described in F inding 3 came
on for ‘consideration before the Planning Commission. A motion to recommend
approval of said amendment failed. The Planning Commission tabled further
consideration thereof stating they had previously addressed the issue and the
site should remain BC (Exh. 9).

21) That on September 12, 1983, a public hearing was held before the
Council to consider amending the zone on the subject tract from BC to R-l
Upon closing the public hearing, the Council approved amending the zone based
on the following:

"1) The proposed change is consistent with the spirit,
purpcse and intent of the zoning ordinance and
comprehensive plan.

2) The proposed change will not substantislly injure or
detract from the use of neighboring property or frcm
the character of the neighborhood and that the use of
the property adjacent to the area included in the proposed
change or plan is adequately safeguarded.

3) The proposed change will serve the best interests and
conveniences of the community, where aprlicable, and

the public welfare.

4) The current zoning was done previous to adoption of
the comprehensive plan." (Exh. 10)

22) That Gary L. Tankenoff testified as one of two general partners in
Hillcrest. The prcperty described in Finding 3 above was purchased in 1967 vacant
and unimproved for commercial development purposes. It is situated on one

of the highest elevations in Maplewocd contiguous to Hwy. 36 with excellent



visibility therefrom. With thebsiting cf an elevated water tower on contiguous
property previously owned by Hillcrest, the high volume of traffic, ard the level
of highway noise cn said Hwy. 36, Mr. Tankenoff opined that the subject tract
had no reasonable or probable value for single-family residential purposes. He
was of the further opinion that commercial, office and/or light industrial uses
~ were the highest and best as well as the most reasonable and probable uses within
the forseeable future for the subject tract. James Pomush, an owner of the
land adjacent to the Hillcrest tracts and the water tower, testified by deposition
onthe same matters in a manner consistent with Mr. Tankenof{.

23) That Alfonzo E. Perez, a registered professional engineer, specializing
in acoustics and noise control, doing business as Northern Soungd, scientifically
monitored and measured Hwy. 36 generated traffic noise at the site in question.
He concluded that the noise from Hwy. 36 exceeded State noise standards for
single-family residential uses.

24) That Hillcrest called as an adverse witness, Geoffrey W. Olson,
Maplewood Director of Community Development, who testified that Hwy. 36
is the principal alterial highway through the City with the highest traffic volumes
and speeds. He testified that the Maplewood land use plan attribu{es the major
source cf air pollution to vehicular traffic; that noise generated by traffic has
been a prcblem:; that Maplewocd is bisected by several major highways and noise
levels along these corridors are apt to be high; ard that low-density residential
development adjacent to such highways is generally discouraged. Mr. Olson
lestified that in his prcfessional judgment the best expression of land uses
Compatible with the objectives of the Maplewocd land use plan and the existing
Circumstances surrounding the subject tract are reflected in his prcposed plan

amendment (Exh. 6 ard 19).



25) That Hil.rest presented tre testimony of Robert M. LaFond, of E.F.
LaFond Co., Inc., who qualified to testify as an expert in real prcperty valuation.
He concluded that with the high volume of traffic and noise cn Hwy. 36 and
the proximity of the elevated water tower, the site in question was not conducive
to quality single-family residences compatible with the residences to the south.
He determined that the highest and best use cf the site would be for commercial
- and light industrial uses. In bis cpinion, the site had a fair market value of S1.95
per square foct for commercial and light industrial uses and a fair market value
cf $0.37 per square foct for single-family residential uses.

26) That Hillcrest presented the testimony of Kenneth G. Briggs, presertly
the director of lard development for Northeast Realty, a subsidiary of
Harstad-Todd Construction Co., Inc. and formerly director of community
development for the City of Blaine, Minnesota. He tad extensive experience
&s a planner angd developer of single family recsidential subdivisions. He was of
the opinion that the subject site was not marketable for any type cf single-faniﬂy
residential uses without public subsidy. He was further of the opinion as a
professional planner that the lard use plan amendment proposed by the Maplewocd
Staff and reflected in Exh. 19 was the best and most reasonable end probabl?
use to which the site could be put consistent with existing highways, the water
tower, land uses, patterns of development in the area and the expressed objectives
of the present Maplewocd land use plan.

27) That Hillcrest preserted the testimony of Boward N. Deahlgren, whce
qualified to testify as a prcfessional city planning expert. He presently serves
the City of Roseville, amrong others, as its planner. He concluded that single

family residential use of the entire site was unreescnable in light of its physical



setting and location and ,inconsistént with the stated policies of Maplewocd's
land use plan. He found that the uses proposed by the Maplewocd staff ard
approved by its Planning commission as reflected in Exh. 19 best utilized the
site consistent with its surroundings and the land use plan. Exhibits 21 and 22
best reflect this. Business-warehouse uses along the frontage road would
adequately screen out the sight, scund and dust of Hwy. 36. The medium density
residential prcposed north of Cope Avenue and scuth of the business-warehouse
use would prcvide an adequate transition from the non-residentiel to residential
uses south of Cope Avenue consistent with the present land use rlan.

28) That Maplewocd subroened as witnesses the following neighbors frcm
the area:

a) Charles E. Themmes, Jr., who resided at 1528 Castle Avenue, just
west of the subject site on the frcntage road. He constructed a deck at the rear
of his home. Road noise and dust frem Hwy. 36 had no adverse eifect upon his
erjoyment of his home, deck and yard. He was able to sleep nights in the summer
with the windows cpen whil_e convalescing frcm back surgery.

b) Dana L. Toll, who resided at 1922 Castle Avenue, on the frcntage
road. She purchased her home ak yeer and a half before the public hearings on
zoning changes. She shopped around and walked the arez with her dcgs prior
10 purchasing. She found the arez to be quiet, secluded and desirable for
residential purposes.

c) Nick F. Weller, resiged at 2236 Germsan Street, Maplewocd, south
of Cope Averue. He built a new home just before the construction of the elevated
water tower was begun. Since then, he has constructed a pocl ard patio in his
backyard. Hwy. 36 noise angd pollution has no adverse impact on his enjoyment

of the yard, patio and pocl.



29) That Marlewood called on one of its council persons, Mr. Gary Bastian,
to testify as to the basis for the council's action. Mr. Bastian stated that the
presert BC zone was not consistent with the municipal land use plar; that the
uses permitted under the BC zone are potential nuisance uses to the surrounding
residential uses, that BC zone was inadequately buffered from the low density
residential districts to the south and west, that Castle Avenue might be inadequate
to handle @ mix of residential and business-commercial traffic; that the access
from Castle Averue to Hwy. 36 by Ariel Street was subject 10 closure by MnDOT
ard that because cf Castle Averue being substandard in ccnstruction and the
possible loss of alternate access to the area from clecure &t Ariel, police &nd
fire pretection might not have adequate access to the site.

Based upon the above FINDINGS OF FACT, the Court makes the following:

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1) The Maplewocd Council finding in support of the zoning amendment

which reads:

"The prcposed change is consistent with the spirit, purpose

and intent of the zoning crdinance &né ccmyrehensive

plan."
is vague and does not have factua_I svprort in the record, in perticular the
recommendations of the plarning comm.iscion, the staff reports, the testimony
of Mr. Gecffrey Olscn, the Maplewocd City Planner, Mr. Kerneth G. Briggs,
expert lard planning, ard Mr. Howard Dahlgrer, expert City Lard Planning

Consultant.

2) That Maplewocd Council Finding in support of the zoning amendment

which reads:

"The prcposed change will not substantially injure cr detract
frcm the use cf neighboring prcperty or from the character



of the neighborhood, and that the use cf the property
L adjacent to the area included in the proposed change or
plarn is adequately safeguarded."
is factually Suprorted in the record before the Council and this Court but is not
legally sufficient because it lacks substantial relation to public health, safety

ard welfare.

3) That the Maplewocd Council finding . in support of the zoning

amendment that states:

"The prcposed change will serve the best interests and
ccnveniences of the community, where apgplicable &nd
the public welfare.®

is vague and not legally sufficiert having no factual basis in the reccrd and no
substantial relation to public health, safety and welfare.
4) That the Maplewocd Council finding in supgort of the zoning

a@mendment that states:

"The current zoning was done previous to acopticn of
the comprehensive plan.”

has factual basis in the record tut was not legally sufficient having no substantial
relation to public health, safety and welfare.

S) That the failure to act vpon the Hillcrest application for a lard use
Plan amendment from RL to BW constitutes in practical effect a denial without
findinge making it impossible {or this Court to {ind a raiional basis therejor.

6) That the actions cf the City Council cenying Hillcrest's aprlication
to amend the Maplewocd land use plan and amending the zoning crcinance as
it relates to the tract in guestion were and are arbitrary, unrezsonable and
Capricious and void as a matter of law.

From the above CONCLUSIONS CF LAW, the Court makes the following:



ORDER

1) The actions cf the Maplewocd City Council denying Hillcrest
Development's aprlication for a munijcipal land use plan amendment and amending
its zoning crdinance with respect to the property involved herein are wfthout
rational basis and therefore void. |

2) The aprlication of Hillcrest Development to amend the lard use plan
is remanded to the Maplewocd City Council for further consideration and
8prrcpriate action ccnsistent with the planning commission action taken June
20, 1983 (Exh. 6) ard as recommended by its Director of Comrr unity Development
in that Staff Report dated June 16, 1963 (Exh. S) ard as graphically depicfed in
Exhibits 19, 21 and 22.

3) This Court shall retain jurisdiction herecf for the purpose cf insuring
that Maplewocd City Council shall act upon Hillcrest Development's application
CCnsistent with the Findings and Conclusions herein and that the zoning crdinance
be: eéprrcpriately amended thereafter consistent herewith and Minn. Stats;,

§473.8€5, Subd. 3 therect.

LET JUDGMENT BE ENTERED ACCORDINGLY, without costs or

disbursements awarded to either sige.

Dated at St. Paul, Minnesota, this 6 A day of ivay, 1985. —

Judge of District Court



H/

Action by Council:

MEMORANDUM Endorsedm—
Modifiedem———
Rejectedom————o
Date
T0: City Manager a
FROM: Assistant City Engineer

SUBJECT: Ripley Avenue Water Main (West of Edgerton) Project No. 85-04
DATE: June 28, 1985 :

Plans and specifications have been prepared for the above-named project

‘and will be available for inspection by the council at the July 8, 1985
meeting. The resolution ordering preparation of these plans and specifications
was passed by the council contingent upon the developer of the Granada Addition
entering into a developer's agreement with surety for 1507 of his cost. This
agreement has been executed.

It is recommended that the council pass the attached resolution approving
the plans and specifications and ordering the advertisement and receiving
of bids. It is proposed to open bids on August 2, 1985 and have the council
consider the bids and award the contract on August 12, 1985.



RESOLUTION
APPROVING PLANS, ADVERTISING FOR BIDS

WHEREAS, pursuant to resolution passed by the city council
on May 13, 1985, plans and specifications for Ripley Avenue Water
Main, Project No. 85-04, have been prepared by the city engineer,
who has presented such Plans and specifications to the council
for approval, -

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

1. Such plans and specifications, a copy of which are
attached hereto and made a part hereof, are hereby
approved and ordered placed on file in the office of
the city clerk.

2. The city clerk shall brepare 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 specific-
ations. The advertisement shall be published twice, at
least ten days before date set for bid opening, shall
specify the work to be done, shall state that bids will
be publicly opened and considered by the council at 19
a.m., on the 2nd day of August, 1985, at the city hall
and that no bids shall be considered unless sealed and
filed with the clerk and accompanied by a certified
check or bid bond, payable to the City of Maplewood,
Minnesota for 5% of the amount of such bid.

3. The city clerk and city engineer are hereby authorized
and instructed to receive, open, and read aloud bids
received at the time and Place herein noted, and to
tabulate the bids received. The council will consider
the bids, and the award of a contract, at the regular
city council meeting of August 12, 1985,



MEMORANDUM I /

TO: City Manager

FROM: Associate Planner--Johnson

SUBJECT: Plan Amendment (0S and S to LSC, RH and RM)

LOCATION: White Bear Avenue and County Road C

APPLICANT/OWNER: Smith Investment Properties Action by Council:

DATE: June 27, 1985 N :
Endorsed_ ______

SUMMARY Modified _

Rejected_____

Request Dateo o

Amendment of the land use plan from 0S, open space and S, school to
LSC, limited service commercial, RH, residential high density and RM,
residential medium density

Reason for the Request

Harmony School has been closed and sold to the applicant. The 0S and
S5 land use designations are obsolete and must be changed before
redevelopment can occur.

Proposal

1; Refer to the concept development plan on page 9.
2. Refer to the applicant's letter on page 11.

3. The site would be redeveloped in three phases:

Phase 1I:

a. The LSC land use designation is proposed for the
portion of the Harmony School building that fronts on County
Road C, to convert it to an office and retail mall. The
older portion of the school, closest to White Bear Avenue,
would be torn down.

b. The RH land use designation is proposed to add on to
the remainder of the school building to create a 52-unit
rental building for senior citizens. The stage and
auditorium would be retained for an activity and recreation
area.

Phase I1I:

The RH land use plan designation is proposed for a
three-story, 52-unit rental building with underground
parking. The monthly rents would range between $500 and
$700. The unit swould not necessarily be restricted to the
elderly.



Phase III:

The RM land use plan designation is proposed to
construct up to thirteen, two and three'bedroom patio homes.

4. Once the land use plan is amended, the applicant will request
zoning and site plan approval.

Comments

This development concept is consistent with land use plan policies for
establishing or amending land use districts. These policies include
compatibility with the site and the surrounding uses. (See page 9 .)
Phase III was reduced from RH to RM density to be more compatible with
the adjoining single dwellings. Phase I density was reduced from 56
to 52 units to allow enough parking. The plan originally proposed 30
to 40 patio homes. Up to 13 units would be constructed under the
present plan.

The resulting senior and family housing would also help the city move
closer to achieving its housing plan goals.

Recommendation (at least four votes are required for approval)

Approve the enclosed resolution (page 13) to amend the land use plan
for the former Harmony School property from S, school and 0S, open
space to LSC, limited service commercial, RH, residential high density
and RM, residential medium density on the basis that:

1. This land has been declared as excess property and sold by the
school district making the 0S, open space and S, school designations
obsolete.

2. The LSC and RH designations are compatible with the adjoining
commercial and open space uses. The RM designation provides an
orderly transition to nearby single dwelling properties.

3. The site fronts on White Bear Avenue and County Road C, each with

the capability to provide safe and adequate access for the proposed
uses.

4. The proposed senior and family housing is needed to achieve the
city's 1980 to 1990 housing plan goals for low-to-moderate and modest-
income households.



BACKGROUND

Site Description

Area: 8.52 acres

Existing land use: the former Harmony School structure and two
softball diamonds and basketball court in the northeast portion of the
site that are used by North St. Paul and Maplewood for recreation
programs.

Surrounding Land Uses

North: Ramsey County open space

East: a single dwelling on a 208 x 630 foot parcel. The south half
is planned for RL, residential low density use and the north half is
planned for 0S, open space.

South: County Road C. Across the street is Ramsey County open space,
a single dwelling that is planned for SC, service commercial use and
commercial uses on the corner of White Bear Avenue.

West: -a convenience mini-mall, with gas pumps fronting on White Bear
Avenue

Past Actions

19-7-82:

Council amended the designation of the former Hazelwood School site to
RB, residential business for a combination office building and senior
citizen housing development. The RB designation allows high density
housing. Single dwellings and park land surround the site.

Planning

1. Land use plan designation: present--0S, open space and S,
school; proposed--LSC, limited service commercial, RH, residential
high density, RM, residential medium density.

2. Zoning: present--F, farm residence

3. Polcies from the plan:

a. Page 12-11: High density residential areas should be
located adjacent to or close to collector or arterial roadways.

b. Page 18-10: Locate multiple-family housing in areas not
inferior to those generally used for conventional single-family
housing.

c. Page 18-31: The LSC, limited commercial center classific-

ation refers to commercial facilities on a neighborhood scale.



Heavy industrial uses, department stores, motels, auto accessory
stores, etc. would be prohibited, while other land uses of a
medium intensity nature would be permitted subject to meeting
certain performance standards.

d. Page 18-30: The RH, residential high density classification
is designated for such housing types as apartments, two-family
homes, town houses, nursing homes, dormatories or elderly
housing. The maximum population density is 34 people per net
acre.

e. Page 18-30: The RM, residential medium density classific-
ation is designated for such housing types as single-family
houses on small lots, two-family homes, town houses and mobile
homes. The maximum population density is 22 people per net acre.

f. Page 18-5: Transitions between distinctly differing tYpes
of land uses shall be accomplished in an orderly fashion which
does not create a negative impact on adjoining developments.

4. Housing:
a. Page C-3: Senior citizen housing should be located:
1) In a residential district but with good access to

commercial facilities and services, such as grocery stores,
drugstores, medical clinics and passive recreational areas

2) So that there would be quick response of emergency
services (i.e. medical, ambulance, police and fire)

3) Near public transportation
b. 1980 to 1990 goals from the Maplewood housing plan:

1) Page C-31: 785 new modest-cost housing units are to be
provided. As of December 31, 1984, 154 of the 785 units had
been achieved. Modest-cost monthly rent are defined as
between $575 to $600 (1984).

2) Page C-32: 620 new low-to-moderate income housing
units are to be provided. As of December 13, 1984, 394 of
the 620 units had been provided. Low-to-moderate income
monthly rent is defined as not exceeding $575 (1984).

3) The applicant is proposing monthly rents of between
$500 and $700.

5. The city assessors of Coon Rapids and Brooklyn Center have done
periodic studies that show that multiple dwellings do not devalue
adjacent single dwellings. A study by the Bosclair Corporation in
Bloomington from 1960-70 found that homes adjacent to apartments
appreciated at a slightly higher rate than homes that were not
adjacent to apartments. A study done by North Star Appraisal in 1980
for Orin Thompson Homes found that quads had no effect on adjacent
single-dwelling home values or the time it took to sell these homes.



This sales study was based on two quad projects in Savage and Apple
Valley. A 1984 study by Lafayette and Pierce, Inc. for Castle Design
found that the proposed Sterling Glen apartments in Maplewood would
not affect the marketability or value of adjacent homes.

6. Permitted density: no residential uses are planned for this
site. 1If changed to RH, residential high density--34 people/net acre.
If changed to RM, residential medium density--22 people/net acre.
7. Proposed density:

Phases I and II: 27.8 people/net acre

Phase III: The density would not exceed 22 people/net acre.

Town houses or patio homes are proposed. Between four and eight

units would be permitted, depending on whether one, two or three
bedrooms were built.

Public Works

1. Public water should be taken only from the St. Paul system
because of the complaints of low water pressure from people in the
vicinity who are hooked up to the North St. Paul water system.

2. According to the city engineer, the traffic generated by this
development would be adequately handled by the upgraded capacity of
the intersection of White Bear Avenue and County Road C with street
widening and turn lanes.

3. White Bear Avenue is designated as a major arterial and roadway
and County Road C is designated as a major collector street in this
area.

Parks

On May 20, 1985, the parks commission recommended to the developer
that they should give consideration to keeping the ball diamonds in
use until they have to be vacated. The commission would also like to
go on record as recommending to the city council that this project
have more open and recreation space for its residents.

Citizen Comments

Twenty-four property owners within 350 feet of this proposal were
asked their opinion of the May 6, 1985 site plan (page 10 ). Fourteen
responses were received--two owners are in favor, two had no comment
and nine are opposed for the following reasons:

1. Apartment buildings are incompatible with a location near single
dwellings because of increased noise, traffic, invasion of privacy
(trespass problems).

2. The proposed density is too high.

3. The traffic would aggrevate the already dangerous intersection of
County Road C and White Bear Avenue.



4. If the gym and stage are to remain available for larger
gatherings additional parking should be provided.

5. There is need to provide additional outdoor amenities for
seniors, including garden plots, grass, trees, picnic tables and to
site the parking lots away from the views from these units, as much as
possible.

In response to these concerns, the applicant changed Phase III from RH
to RM and reduce the density in Phase I from 56 to 52 units. Other
concerns will be addressed when the site plan is reviewed as part of
the planned unit development process.

Procedure

1. Planning commission recommendation following a public hearing
2. City council decision

3. Metropolitan Council review for impact on metropolitan systems
jc

Attachments

1. Hazelwood Neighborhood Land Use Plan Map (existing)
2. Hazelwood Neighborhhod Land use Plan Map (proposed)
3. Property Line/Zoning Map

4. Site plan sent out for public comment

5. Proposed site plan

6. Letter of justification

7. Resolution
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ANTHONY A. DANNA
ATTORNEY AT LAW
4 NORTHERN FEDERAL BUILDING
WABASHA AT SIXTH STREET
SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA 55102
612-224-8759

May 6, 1985

City of Maplewood
1902 E. County Road B
Maplewood, MN 55109

Re: Development of Harmony
School Site

Gentlemen:
Submitted herewith for your consideration please find the following:

Conditional Use or PUD Application
Comprehensive Plan Amendment Application
List of Property Owners

Preliminary Site Plan

Filing Fees,

The applicant herein is Smith Investment Properties, a Minnesota
Partnership consisting of Bret M. Smith, N. Russell Smith and Norman
P, Smith.,

The firm has retained the undersigned as Attorney, and the firm of
Ackermann and Associates of St. Paul as Architects for the purpose
of aiding it in the development of the abandoned Harmony School Site
at White Bear Avenue and County Road €.

Market Studies performed by the firm indicate a need in the area for
multi-family 1 and 2 bedroom apartments. The developers intend to
use the existing structures by converting the existing classrooms
into the apartments., A portion of the existing structure which runs
parallel to County Road C, is not suitable for apartment conversion,
and since it's felt that the complex will support certain service
oriented commercial space, the developers have designated such space
thus ly .

The developers are extremely sensitive to the concept of preservation
of the neighborhood and to working with the community as a whole in
a positive and constructive manner. They Will be open to suggestions

1 Attachment six



from neighbors, staff, council and community with respect to the
development of the property to its highest and best use, and look
forward to becoming a part of said community.

Ve truly yours,

cell_ Lk
ANT Y A. DANNA
Attorney/ at Law

AAD:as
Encl.

12



RESOLUTION

‘'WHEREAS, Smith Investment Properties initiated an amendment to
the Maplewood Comprehensive Plan from OS, open space and S, school to
LSC, limited service commercial, RH, residential high density and RM,’
residential medium density for the following-described property:

Unplatted land beginning at intersection of White Bear Avenue and
South line of SW 1/4 thence northerly on said centerline 420.55 feet,
thence east parallel with said South line 311 feet, thence northerly
parallel with said centerline 140 feet, thence due north 107.07 feet,
thence east 391.55 feet to point 658.95 feet north from said South
line thence to said South line at point 200 feet west of said 1/4
corner, thence west to beginning, subject to roads, in Section 2,
Township 29, Range 22

This property is more commonly described as the former Harmony
Elementary School.

WHEREAS, the procedural history of this plan amendment is as
follows:

1. The Maplewood Planning Commission held a public hearing on
June 17, 1985 to consider this plan amendment. Notice thereof was
publishged and mailed pursuant to law. All persons present at said
hearing were given an opportunity to be heard and present written
statements. The planning commission recommended to the city council
that said plan amendment be .

2. The Maplewood City Council considered said plan amendment on
» 1985. The council considered reports and recommendations from the
planning commission and city staff.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAPLEWOOD CITY COUNCIL that
the above-described plan amendment be approved on the basis of the
following findings of fact:

1. This land has been declared as excess property and sold by
the school district making the 0S, open space and S, school
designations obsolete.

2. The LSC and RH designations are compatible with the
adjoining commercial and open space uses. The RM designation provides
an orderly transition to nearby single-dwelling properties.

3. The site fronts on White Bear Avenue and County Road C, each
with the capability to provide safe and adequate access for the
proposed uses.

4. The proposed senior and family housing is needed to achieve
the city's 1980 to 1990 housing plan goals for low-to-moderate and
modest-cost households.

Adopted this day of , 1985.

Seconded by Ayes--
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May 15, 1985

Mr. Geoff Ulson

Director of Community Development
City of Maplewood

1902 East County Road B
Maplewood, Minnesota 55109

Dear Mr. Ulson:
The following is response to the Harmony School Development Project:

I am defintely opposed to the propnsal because of the high population
density which is not in keeping with family homes located nearby. The
environmental impact, the lack af privacy, the intrusion into established
life styles, the elimination of much needed recreational area, the
effect on wild life space, the water shed factnrs are all threatened
by this development. The protection of wild life habitat, ducks and
birds nesting, etc., and the open space zoning which will markedly be
overrun with people will degrade the guality of 1life in the aresa.

Even with current fencing, the increase in people mainly from Lake
Ridge Park has caused fires, invasions of privacy, tresspassing,
hazard to wild life and garbage/refuse problems. If you lived here
you would understand and appreciate this and realize how greatly these
problems will be increased with more multiple dwelling units in the
area. Plans have been to maintain space, trees, wildlife in a low
density population environment. Maintengnce of fencing on school and
open space property has had some deterrent to invasion of privacy and
property but increased/ changed status can Dnly cause more problems,

Please refer also to letter of Linda La Pitz who lives at this address,h B

,200 OC,C/,/(/
Slncer8|y ; ,&£44v~{ it
/,{04, 7 / /ﬂ(
Dolnres Ethier
2187 Floral Drive
white Bear Lake, Mn. 55110
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May 15, 1985

Mr. Geoff Olson

Director of Community Development
City of Maplewood ’
1902 East County Road B
Maplewood, Minnesota 55109

Dear Mr. Olson:
The following is my response to the proposed Harmony School Development.

This has been a single family home area for years and the influx of this
many people is in excess to reasonable land use. The proposal will have

a devastating effect on my mother who has lived here all her life, paid
taxes on the land, and kept the area neat and in shape for single family
use. Her hopes for her family, and her father's before her are poignantly
endangered by these proposals. It will cause undue hardship on our

family which has lived in this area for three generations. This does not
take into consideration the rights of current residents, the impact nn
life styles of residents to the east and south of the area which is

mainly all single family units, or the environmental consequences on

open space or private prupeﬂ@ owners. The density of population created
will markedly reduce benefits of single family homes in the area. It

will disturb the normal peace andtranguility of the neighborhood. I do
not believe there will be adequate space, adequate parking, adequate
protection to private property and wildlife for this mass of people. The
environmental impact should be checked. Effect on wild life, recreatinn,
sanitation, traffic, police and fire protection requirement will be
tremendous. The guiet neighborhood now becomes an activity hub with all
the associsted problems. If adequate water control is not provided, it
could possible cause problems on current locations. There has been some
serious gquestions on maintenance of proper water levels. Family residents
near this area do deserve some consideratior and current land Owners,
tenants and those who use the ~rhool recreatinnzl facilities are definitely
"out" on this proposal. The present tenant at this duplex (2045 E 17th Ave.
left an apartment dwellirgon Mchnight Rd. specifically to get some peace
and quiet and a bit of privacy without people essentially "on top of them."
There are definite objections to this increased density and changing a
family residence/school area to multiply dwelling units.

Sincerely,

D .
Retoriis Sz
Dolores Ethier

Note: This response also given for Alice Olson, my ninety year nld mnther
who has lived in this area all her life.

Dolores Ethier
2045 E 17th Ave.
No. Gt. Paul, Mn. 55109



May 14, 1985

Mr. Geoff Olson

Director of Community Development
City of Maplewood

1902 East County Road B
Maplewood, Minnesota 55109

Dear Mr, Olson:

I have several comments to make about the proposed Harmony School
Development project.

According to the maps and tentative plans made available through
your opinion survey there are a few points which need careful consideration.

1. Density =-- The City of Maplewood has given this project its
highest density rating of RB which allows up to 34 people per acre. This
site has approximately 8,52 acres available for development. That would
allow up to 290 residents in this complex, excluding the proposed commercial
development space. That is far too many people for this area.

Immediately east of this area is largely undeveloped single family residen-
tial space. This space has been occupied by my family, including myself,
through four generations, so I am accutely aware of the land situation
surrounding this particular site. My family's land extends from the Harmony
school fence east to Casey Lake Park in North St. Paul and north to the open
space in Maplewood. It is my grandmother's wish (she will be 91 this fall)
that her land remain in the family. I am the oldest of seven children, and
I can assure you that we have every intention of maintaining the family
property within this family as single family residential space. We have no
desire to live immediately next door to an overcrowded complex, particularly
when we are making the efforts of maintaining space and trees and wildlife
in a low-density environment,

Immediately to the north of Harmony School is a large Ramsey County Open
Space area of close to 10.37 acres. This space was sold by my grandmother
for the purpose of open space environment. A small creek flows through it
which is fed by the overflow from Casey Lake. This space is a wildlife
refuge for geese, ducks, pheasants, egrets, woodchucks, muskrats, and a
large variety of other small animals. During the last few years the steady
stream of adventuresome youth has increased to include elaborate treehouses,
regular dirc-bike practice in the summer and snowmobiles in the winter. The
highly intense Lake Ridge Park Condominium development--which still is not
completely occupied--only increases the threat to this important wildlife
space. While some people may maintain that some of the animals, particularly
the muskrats, are not an especially desirable creature, the environment that
they create allows egrets to come back each year and nest, or occasional
blue herons, and Canadian geese, which took wp residence in the park this
spring. These animals are beautiful, and important, and help to increase
the property values and the quality of life in this neighborhood.
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Overcrowding from the south only increases the dangers to this important
open space area. :

2. Curbing and Sidewalks =-- It does not appear that the proposed
development of County Road C, with upgrading to include curbs and sidewalks,
during the next three years has been included in this plan. That planning
should be included as it will affect the proposed parking for commercial
space along County Road C.

3. Commercial Development =- I have no objection to small commer-
cial enterprises on this site, especially if support services for the elderly
and surrounding community are included. A deli, dry-cleaning services, etc.
would be particularly welcome. It does appear that the parking has not been
well planned. If commercial parking is primarily on the north of the site,
only north-bound traffic will be allowed to enter the lot, and north-bound
will be the only possible direction for exiting the lot. Commercial parking
to the south will be limited, especially with the sidewalks. East parking,
which appears to be ideal for residents and visitors, will be limited. Since
any commercial development will attract business from the large residential
neighborhood to the north and east, the east parking lot will be most attract
ive to those residents. If the gym and stage are made available for comnunity
arts and activities and events, the demand for parking to the east will be
very heavy.

4. Parking =-- For the reasons just mentioned, and others connected
with the Phase 2 and Phase 3 development projects, I am concerned that enough
parking space be allocated to this development. Seniors, if they are on a
bus-line, have a tendency to consolidate down to one vehicle per family or
eliminate it altogether if possible. White Bear Avenue offers Route 15 which
goes north to Maplewood Mall or south to downtown St. Paul. Such a location
as this is sure to encourage some seniors to eliminate their cars. But this
area has traditionmally been a challenge for bus-riders, and many residents
will resist giving up their cars for personal transportation. In addition
to the resident vehicles, you must consider the cars of visitors. Friends,
family, support services including home health care workers, etc. will, in
most cases, drive in rather than take the bus. Please be sure that adequate
parking is planned for in this complex to avoid street overflow.

5. Senior Complex Designation -=- In the District 622 News, the
School Board announced that "Harmony Elementary School . . . has been sold
to Smith Investment Properties under the terms of a purchase agreement approv(
by the School Board. The purchase price is $750,000. The purchaser intends
to develop the property for senior citizen housing."

1 have no objection to the creation of a senior housing complex on this site.
In fact, I think it is an ideal location, and would serve the community needs
very well, particularly with an eye to long-range planning. I would like to
make sure that the ENTIRE project retain the "Senior Citizen" designation--
especially Phase 3. Unless the developer makes a commitment to dedicate the
entire site to seniors, serious problems will develop. Phase 3, with two and
three bedroom patio homes, may appeal to single parent families or parents
with young children, and there simply is not enough space in this development
for children. As the mother of three, I can't stress that strongly enough.

6. Recreational Facilities =- I have lived immediately next door
to the Harmony school fence for over seven years. This project, particularly
Phase 2 and Phase 3, are going to eliminate valuable park and recreational
space from our community. As a resident, I know that the space is used three
to five evenings of every week between April and October, with weekends also
very popular. Many of these are informal games or practices that I'm sure

")

o d

have not been formally scheduled through the Parks and Recreation Department.
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The loss of these fields for baseball, softball, T-ball, and basketball,

both games and practice, is going to be severe to many Maplewood residents,
and put additional strains on other facilities or eliminate sport availabilit
7. Phase Three =- This phase of the project bothers me more than
any other aspect of the entire proposal. The prospect of living immediately
next door to thirty or forty, two and three bedroom, two-story patio homes in
the proposed site within the allocated space scares me. I am not anxious to
have all that humanity crowded into tiny little spaces next door--towering
over this little house, and within fingertip reach of the fence.

For one thing, the architectural drawing shows only twenty-seven units, not
thirty or forty. For another, the floorspace is much smaller than the typi-
cal one bedroom unit shown in the wpper right corner, and even a two story
unit will not provide much area for movement, especially if they intend to
squeeze three bedrooms into the tiny area.

Another consideration, again, is the lack of parking.

A three-bedroom unit

encourages a family with more than one car.
There is no space for outdoor recreation.

Again--where do the visitors go?
Does that mean they will spill

over into my back yard, or will the residents be encouraged to peel back the
fence for access to the open space and wildlife near the lake?

8. Overall Quality My final concern is with the quality of thi
project. Obviously, Smith is expecting a profitable return on the investment].
If this is a quality project, using good materials and adequate planning to
provide a quality environment for the residents, then a stable environment
will produce the low maintenance and profitable return the investor hopes fo
1f cheap materials and a desire to pack as many people in as possible overri
the consideration for a quality environment, there will be problems affectin
the entire project and all the surrounding areas.

Quality of life demands space for outdoor recreational activities. Most
seniors feel a need for time and space outdoors. Picnic tables, a small
garden area, grass and trees are very important to area residents. They
should be important to the developer of this project also. Not all seniors
will be able to walk wp to Casey Lake Park, and to look out your window inmto
a parking lot can be very discouraging. The quality of this development
should be closely supervised.

In sum, the development of this project will have a tremendous impact
on my family and me through its impact on the adjoining property. I hope

you take my comments into consideration. /
- g“ﬁ%bu O)m C Al

“\ nda Olson LaPitz
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005 East County Road C
Maplewood, MN 55109




May 17, 1985

Mr. Geoff Olson

Director of Community Development
City of Maplewood

1202 E. Co. Road B

Maplewood, MN 55109

With regard to the Smith Investment Properties Harmony School Site Devel-
opment, I submit the following comments and information.

148 living units plus a commercial development are proposed on 8.52 acres

of land. 1 to 3 bedrooms in each living unit means somewhere around 400 people,
or more.

I don’t have privacy on my property now with 0 people on the Harmony site.
Just because I have a large back yard it apparently belongs to everybody--a
place for the kids to play, a place to walk the dog, to cut Christmas trees
and snowmobil<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>