CITY OF RICHFIELD, MINNESOTA
TUESDAY, JULY 13, 2010
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- SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL WORKSESSION

CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS
6700 PORTLAND AVENUE

6:00 P.M.
AGENDA

dededodek ke deke dededededededodododedodedodededo dedodede ko dede ok

. Call to order

Roll call

1. Discussion regarding Property Excellence Task Force final report (continued from
June 22)

Notes:

2. Discussion regarding Multi-Pet Residential Licenses (Council Memo No. 102)

Notes:

3. Follow-up dlscussmn regarding City of Richfield Key Fmanmal Strategies (contlnued from
May 25) (Council Memo No. 75, dated May 20)

Notes:

Adjournment
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REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING

COUNCIL CHAMBERS
6700 PORTLAND AVENUE

7:00 P.M.
AGENDA
INTRODUCTORY PROCEEDINGS

ke dkk Kk ok

Call to order
Roll call
Open forum (15 minutes maximum)

Each speaker is to keep their comment period to three minutes to allow sufficient time for

others. Comments are to be an opportunity to address the Council on items not on the agenda.

Individuals who wish to address the Council must have registered prior to the meeting.

Notés:




Pledge of Allegiance -

Approval of minutes of (1) Special City Council Worksession of June 22, 2010; and (2)
Regular City Council Meeting of June 22, 2010

COUNCIL DISCUSSION

1. Council discussion
o Hats Off to Hometown Hits

Notes:

AGENDA APPROVAL

2. Council approval of agénda

CONSENT CALENDAR

3. Consent Calendar contains several separate items, which are acted upon by the City
Council in one motion. Once the Consent Calendar has been approved, the individual
items and recommended actions have also been approved. No further Council action is
necessary. However, any Council Member may request that an item be removed from
the Consent Calendar and placed on the regular agenda for Council discussion and
action. All items listed on the Consent Calendar are recommended for approval.

A. Consideration of approval of first reading amending City Code Appendix 1 to remove
references to properties within the New Ford Town and Rich Acres area S.R. No. 114

B. Consideration of approval of Metropolitan Council Livable Communities Act Apartment
Remodeling Forgivable Loan Agreements between the City and Woodlake Park
Apartments and New Orleans Court Apartments S.R. No. 115

C. Consideration of approval of resolutions declaring costs to be assessed and ordering
preparation of the proposed assessment roll for 2009 Lyndale/HUB/Nicollet
maintenance, and proposing a similar assessment process for 2011 and setting public
hearing for August 9, 2010 S.R. No. 116

D. Consideration of approval of resolutions declaring costs to be assessed and ordering
preparation of the proposed assessment roll for 2009 77" Street maintenance district,
and proposing a similar assessment process for 2011 and setting public hearing for
August 9, 2010 S.R. No. 117

E. Consideration of approval of resolution declaring costs to be assessed and ordering
preparation of the proposed assessment roll for removal of diseased trees from private
property for work ordered in 2009 and setting public hearing for August 9, 2010 S.R.
No. 118 :

F. Consideration of resolution authorizing acceptance of the Statewide Health
Improvement Program Mini-Grant agreement between the City and Minnesota Institute
of Public Health S.R. No. 119

G. Consideration of resolution authorizing approval of 2010 Minnesota Laws, Chapter 207,
relating to authority to impose limited response time residency requirement for
firefighters S.R. No. 120

H. Consideration of approval of resolution accepting a grant of $48,600 from the US
Department of Homeland Security assistance to Firefighters Grant Program S.R. No. 121

I. Consideration of approval of resolution authorizing the use of ES&S Central Counter
Model 650 for the tabulation of all absentee ballots S.R. No. 122

J. Consideration of approval of an amendment to the 2010 Emergency Preparedness
Contract with the City of Bloomington for outreach and training coordination with grant
funds received related to CERT (Citizens Emergency Response Team) S.R. No. 123




4. Consideration of items, if any, removed from Consent Calendar

Notes:

RESOLUTION

5. Consideration of resolution approving contract with International Association of Firefighters
Local 1215 for the contract period January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2010

Staff Report No. 124

Notes:

OTHER BUSINESS -
6. Consideration of approval of Transportation Commission’s recommendation to approve
Hennepin County restriping plans for the conversion of Portland Avenue from 4-lanes to 3-

lanes between 68th Street and 76th Street as a one-year Pilot Project to be evaluated in
2011

Staff Report No. 125

Notes:

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

7. City Manager’s report

Notes:

8. Claims and payrolls

Open forum (additional 15 minutes if more time needed after first Open Forum and by majority
vote of the City Council)

Each speaker is to keep their comment period to three minutes to allow sufficient time for others.

Comments are to be an opportunity to address the Council on items not on the agenda. Individuals
who wish to address the Council must have registered prior to the meeting.

Notes:

9. Adjourhment

Auxiliary aids for individuals with disabilities are available upon request. Requests must be made
at least 96 hours in advance to the City Clerk at 612-861-9738.




CITY OF RICHFIELD, MINNESOTA
Office of City Manager

July 8, 2010 _

Council Memorandum No. 102

The Honorable Mayor

and

Members of the City Council

Subject: Muiti-Pet Residential Licenses

(Council Worksession Agenda Item No. 2)

Council Members:

On July 22, 1991, the City Council directed staff to draft a policy that would limit the |

number of animals to six, over the age of six months, which could be kept at a
property licensed as a residential kennel. This action became necessary as a result
of increased neighborhood complaints from residents concerning properties that
were licensed in their neighborhoods as residential kennels. In most instances,
their complaints related to the number of animals being kept on the property. One
residential kennel license, at that time, had more than six animals. They were
allowed to keep all those animals but were told that they could not replace them
over the number of six as they were sold, lost, given away or had expired.

In April of 2004, staff met with Council, at their request, to discuss a number of
concerns Council had about the maximum number of animals at a property, the
name of the license (residential kennel), the approval process (staff vs. Council), the
frequency of inspections/neighborhood feedback, etc. (See attached staff report
from October 12, 2004.) The contents of that staff report indicate what the Council’s
direction was after having had two study sessions on the subject. One of the issues
they agreed upon was that staff would continue to request neighborhood feedback
on the licensed property at the time of license renewals each year.

City staff has contacted the cities of Apple Valley, Bloomington, Eagan, Edina,
Farmington, Golden Valley, and Lakeville to inquire about their fee structure and
process for Multi-Pet Residence Licenses (residential kennel licenses). Following
are the findings:

Apple Valley — Kennel licenses are required for more than three (3) animals. There
are two types of kennel licenses. One is a hobby kennel which only allows for dogs
that are under 20 Ibs. The other is a regular kennel which allows for allsized
animals. Residential kennels must be a minimum of 500 feet away from their
neighbor’s residence. This means that either a structure or the residence itself is
required to meet the 500 foot distance requirement. Therefore, they do not issue
many licenses. If a home in a residential neighborhood is found to have more than
three animals, they are required to decrease the number they have to three. The
fee for a kennel license for qualifying properties is $120, initially, with a $60 yearly
renewal fee.




Bloomington — No residential kennels are permitted. There is a limit of three
animals per residence. Any residence owning more than three animals are required
to eliminate the number they have to three.

Eagan — The maximum number of animals allowed without a kennel license is

- three. Residential kennel licenses require a C.U.P. process and fee, as well as a
fee for the kennel license. Licenses are issued on a case-by-case basis with high
regard to the location of the property. Very few licenses are granted. The licensing
fee is $100 initially with a $50 yearly renewal fee. This does not include fees for the
C.U.P.

Edina — As of the date of this writing, there was no response to my inquiry. No
detailed information available on their website.

Farmington — The maximum number of animals allowed in a residential district is
two. Kennel license are only issued to properties with a minimum of 2% acres. - Any
residence exceeding the maximum would be issued a citation and be required to
eliminate the number of animals they have to two. If a residence qualifies for a
kennel license, the license fee is $300 per year.

Golden Valley — As of the date of this writing, there was no response to my inquiry.
No detailed information available on website.

Lakeville — Residential kennels are not allowed in the City of Lakeville. Kennels

are only allowed in the agricultural, commercial, or industrial areas of the city.

Residents are allowed to have up to three animals. Any more than three animals
“would require the resident to eliminate the number to three.

e The City of Richfield currently requires a multi-pet residence license for residents
owning three or more of the same animal with a maximum limit of five total animals.
The current fee for a multi-pet residence license is $164 per year. Processing these
license requests includes:

o Initial contact to inform applicants of the kennel license process and to discuss
the City Ordinance relating to kennels.

Mailing application and copy of City code.

Collecting completed application and fee.

Identifying the addresses surrounding the applicant’s address.

Typing and mailing notices to the surrounding neighbors informing them of the
kennel license request.

Phone contact with surrounding neighbors, complainants, and others regarding
the request and documenting this information.

o Personal contact and inspection of the applicant’s property.

o Issuance of license and entry into database.

o Filing of all original paperwork.
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Staff time o process a Multi-Pet residence license is approximately one and a half
hours and requires time from both Public Safety office staff and Community Service




Officers (this does not include fuel or postage costs). However, each request is unique
and more often than not results in additional time and attention beyond that time frame.

e Pro’s of changing multi-pet license to inspections every three years:

o Minor saving of CSO time in conducting yearly kennel inspections.

o There currently are seven residential multi-pet license inspections conducted
by CSOs; six of them have a total of three dogs, while one has a total of five
dogs and was grandfathered in — as she loses two dogs, they can’t be
replaced which will leave her with three.

o There could be more but because they aren’t all obtained at the same time
and are processed by three different individuals, our current computer case
management system can’t call them up or flag them when they reach three in
number. The only other way to ascertain the number of animals at a
household is to individually enter each address in the City and then all that
are licensed with three will show up. This is an antiquated system that was
scheduled to be replaced with a Logis licensing system but has been delayed
due to budget constraints. ‘

o There are eight commercial kennel licenses which are inspected by the Code
Compliance Officer and not CSOs.

e Con’s of changing multi-pet license to inspections every three years:

o Current yearly inspections aliow us to verify license and vaccination status of
each animal at a property individually, determine the condition of the property
on a regular basis and to verify that no breeding operation or puppy mill is
being conducted.

o Application for the license which requires an inspection gives us the right to
enter to inspect, or the license will not be issued. Entrance to a residence or
a secured privacy fence without an invitation or a warrant to inspect is not
possible unless a witness to conditions is willing to provide an affidavit which
can be used to secure a search warrant.

o Properties with more than two dogs, which require a multi-pet residential
license, have caused a significant number of problems in the past that
Council has had to deal with. It is for this very reason that the current
process was put into place by the City Council at an earlier date and time.

o 63rd & Vincent — multiple cats and dogs but primarily barking issues —
Council had a conditional license on it for six months under the condition that
bark collars were obtained. Dogs created a lot of noise in the neighborhood
and neighbors were very unhappy. This lasted for approximately one year
and ended up resulting in the City denying her request to have that many
animals.

o Most recently a residence in the area of 68th & Third Avenue with multiple pit
bulls caused large nuisance and public safety issues requiring multipie CSO
and Police responses.

o There have been many other numerous problems with multi-pet residential
licensed properties, and often we are told by neighboring residents that they
appreciate having the ability to comment on the property and the animals on
an annual basis. Some are hesitant to speak up individually for fear of




retaliation but feel that because a dozen neighbors are contacted for their
feedback that this process provides them with the anonymity that they need
without the fear of revenge. .

o The size of residential parcels in Richfield requires close monitoring and
regulation regarding the number and type of animals allowed in residential
areas. The proximity of residences on our parcels makes this a very
sensitive issue for residents that can also cause a great deal of staff
involvement when problems develop.

SLD:ds

Attachment

Email: Department Directors
Assistant to the City Manager




AGENDA SECTION:

AGENDA ITEM #
REPORT #
STAFF REPORT
RICHFIELD
CI1TY COUNCIL MEETING
— OCTOBER 12,2004
Related to:
CiTy COUNCIL GOAL(S)NO. 24 AND/OR RICHFIELD 2020 GOAL(S)NO N/A
) BETSY OSBORN, ADMINISTRATIVE
REPORT PREPARED BY: SUPPORT SERVICES MANAGER
NAME, TITLE
COUNCIL PRESENTER:
DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR D
REVIEW:
SIGNATURE
REVIEWED BY CITY E]
MANAGER:
ITEM FOR COUNCIL CONSIDERATION:
Motion to Approve:
e Second reading of an ordinance amendment to Section 905, which deals with multi-pet
residence licenses;
e Approve summary publication of amended Section 905

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
By Motion: Approve second reading of attached ordinance

amendment to Section 905, which deals with multi-pet residence
licenses and approve summary publication of amended Section 905.

IL BACKGROUND

On April 13, 2004, at a worksession, staff met with the City Council to discuss the subject
of multi-pet licenses in the City of Richfield. A second worksession was scheduled for
June 22, 2004. Staff had been looking for direction from the City Council on several issues

1012 Second Reading Multi-Pet Ordinance

_—




relating to the subject of multi pet licenses. The direction that Council gave staff at that
worksession was as follows:

The City Council agreed to change the name of residential kennel licenses to muiti-pet

residence licenses.

The definition of a multi-pet residence license needed to be more clearly defined as

well as the definition for a commercial kennel.

The maximum number of pets a person can have on their property should be

decreased from six to five.

The licensing year for these types of licenses should be changed to a calendar year.

The Council agreed to delegate licensing to staff, with a fee-based appeal to the City

Council. There will be a provision to appeal a staff administrative decision to the City

Council but there will be a non-refundable $500 fee to do so. '

Residents currently holding residential kennel licenses, which now may have up to six

animals, will be allowed to continue to exist. This is with the understanding that as the

number of their animals decrease due to death, moving, illness or adoption, that they

will not replace animals in excess of five.

Staff will continue to request neighborhood feedback on the licensed property at the

time of license renewals each year.

A multi-pet residence license will be defined as one in which there are three dogs and

two cats or three cats and two dogs. A multi-pet residence license will not be needed if

there are only two dogs and two cats. If a resident wants a third dog or a third cat, they

would need to make application for a multi-pet residence license and go through the

process with the understanding that there cannot be more than three dogs or three cats |
on the property at any time, or a total of no more than five animals. Animals less than ?
six months of age do not require a license. ‘
The breeding of animals will require a commercial kennel license and they will be ‘
prohibited from being located in a residential neighborhood.

A first reading of the ordinance was heard on July 27, 2004 and approved.

All currently licensed residential kennel license holders were sent a letter in late

September highlighting the changes to the ordinance and were given a copy of the

ordinance for their review. They were also made aware that the Council would be

conducting a second reading on October 12, 2004 and they were invited to attend, if

they choose to do so.

The second reading of an ordinance amendment to Section 905 is submitted for

Council approval at this time.

II1.

BASIS OF RECOMMENDATION

A. PoLicY

o The City Council has made it clear that six animals at a property, with
the size of the lots in the City, is too many animals to have on one lot
without it affecting the neighborhood.

o The City Council is interested in staff administratively approving multi-
pet residence license requests. If an applicant is not pleased with
staff's denial of their license request, they can appeal the decision to
the City Council but only after paying a nonrefundable appeal fee.




o The City Council is extremely concerned about the impact on
neighbors and the neighborhood in general, when having too many
animals results in issues for others.

B. CRITICAL ISSUES

o Current residential kennel license holders will be allowed to continue
to maintain more than five animals, but no more than six, with the
understanding that as the number of animals decreases due to death,
moving, iliness or adoption, that they will not replace animals in
excess of four. If they decide to add animals in excess of four, they
would have to undergo the multi-pet residence license process with
the new added animals.

C. FINANCIAL

. N/A
D. LEGAL
o N/A
IV. ALTERNATIVE RECOMMENDATION(S)
o The City Council could decide to do nothing. This would mean that property
owners could have up to six animals on a single lot and would be approved.
V.  ATTACHMENTS .
. Ordinance Section 905, Animal Control with changes.
o Resolution approving Summary Publication of City Code Section 905, Animal
Control.
VI. PRINCIPAL PARTIES EXPECTED AT MEETING

. None




