CITY OF RICHFIELD, MINNESOTA
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 14, 2010
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING

COUNCIL CHAMBERS
6700 PORTLAND AVENUE

7:00 P.M.
AGENDA
INTRODUCTORY PROCEEDINGS

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.

Notes:

Pledge of Allegiance

Approval of minutes of (1) Special City Council Worksession of November 23, 2010; (2)
Regular City Council Meeting of November 23, 2010; and (3) Special City Council Meeting of
November 29, 2010

PRESENTATIONS

1. Recognition Qf Corporate Citizenship to Best Buy

2. Richfield Foundation awarding of grants

COUNCIL DISCUSSION
3. Council discussion |
e Hats Off to Hometown Hits
Notes:
AGENDA APPROVAL
4. Council approval of agenda
CONSENT CALENDAR

5. 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 of ordinance amending Richfield City Code
Appendix D establishing change to fee schedule for Public Works, Section 3,
subsection 10 and setting second reading for January 11, 2011 S.R. No. 222

B. Consideration of approval of first reading of ordinance amending Appendix 1 of
Richfield City Code rezoning portion of 6528 Penn Avenue from General Commercial
and Multiple Use — Community with Penn Avenue Corridor Overlay to Planned Mixed
Use related to proposal for CVS Pharmacy S.R. No. 223

C. Consideration of approval of resolution establishing 60 DNL as airport noise threshold
for preventative and corrective land use measures in environs of Minneapolis-St. Paul
International Airport S.R. No. 224 _

D. Consideration of approval of resolution authorizing acceptance of all grants and
donations received by Recreation Services Department in 2010 S.R. No. 225

E. Consideration of approval of resolution authorizing conditional use permit to allow
construction of 120-foot replacement antenna tower at Richfield Municipal Center, 6700
Portland Avenue S.R. No. 226 ‘

F. Consideration of approval of Richfield Municipal Center change order report for
aggregate net effect of $5,371 in items included within project budget S.R. No. 227

G. Consideration of approval of addendum to Hennepin County Residential Recycling
Grant Agreement extending through 2011 S.R. No. 228

H. Consideration of approval of City Manager's reappointment of Connie Murray and Paul
Wasko for two-year terms as Hearing Examiners S.R. No. 229

I. Consideration of approval of the following 2011 renewal of business licenses for 3.2
gelr?cel\rlﬁ malt liquor sales and 2011 license renewals to operate businesses in Richfield:

.R. No. 230 )

License to Sell 3.2 Percent Malt License to Operate in Richfield

Liguor A New Star Limousine & Taxi Service — 8

Aldi Foods — Off-Sale vehicles

El Jalapeno — Off-Sale Airport Taxi — 11 vehicles

Kwik Way Foods — Off-Sale Black & White Taxi — 5 vehicles

RBF Corporation of Wisconsin Ecuadorian Express — 3 vehicles
(Rainbow Foods) — Off-Sale Gold Star Taxi — 27 vehicles

Richfield U.S. — Off-Sale Latino Americano — 8 vehicles

Sandy’s Tavern — On-Sale Latino Express — 10 vehicles

SuperAmerica #4186 — Off-Sale Suburban Taxi Corporation — 5 vehicles

SuperAmerica #4188 — Off-Sale Twin Cities Airport Taxi - 5 vehicles

SuperAmerica #4191 — Off-Sale

SuperAmerica #4615 — Off-Sale Paul's Rentals & Sales — Trailers and Trucks

Target Corporation — Off-Sale Rental

Vina Restaurant — On-Sale
J. Consideration of approval of resolution amending Flexible Spending Account Benefit

Plan document S.R. No. 253

Notes:

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

Notes:




PUBLIC HEARINGS

7. Public hearings regarding 2011 pawnbroker and secondhand goods dealer license
renewals:

A.
B.

Notes:

Metro Pawn & Gun, Inc., 7529 Lyndale Avenue S.R. No. 231
lSJrgvel\ll'sity Cash Company, LLC d/b/a Avi's Pawn and Jewelry, 6414 Nicollet Avenue
.R. No. 232

8. Public hearings regarding 2011 club on-sale and Sunday liquor license renewals:

A.
B.

Notes:

Fred Babcock V.F.W. Post No. 5555, Inc., d/b/a Four Nickels Food & Drink; 6715
Lake Shore Drive S.R. No. 233
Minneapolis-Richfield American Legion Post 435, 6501 Portland Avenue S.R. No. 234

9. Public hearings regarding 2011 on-sale wine and 3.2 percent malt liquor license

renewals: -

A. Chipotle Mexican Grill of Colorado, LLC, 7644 Lyndale Avenue S.R. No. 235

B. Thompson's Fireside Pizza, inc., d/b/a Fireside Pizza, 6736 Penn Avenue S.R. No. 236

C. Kiang's Red Pepper, Inc., d/b/a Red Pepper Chinese Restaurant, 29002 West 66th
Street S.R. No. 237

D. Patrick’s French Bakery, Inc. d/b/a Patrick’'s Bakery & Café, 2928 West 66th Street
S.R. No. 238 '

E. The Noodle Shop-Colorado, Inc., d/b/a Noodles and Company, 7630 Lyndale
Avenue S.R. No. 239

F. John.E. Powers & Associates, Inc. d/b/a Lariat Lanes, 6320 Penn Avenue S.R. No.
240

G. Joy's Pattaya Thai Restaurant, LLC, 7545 Lyndale Avenue S.R. No. 241

Notes:

10. Public hearings regarding 2011 on-sale intoxicating and Sunday liquor license
renewals:

A.

mm o ow

Notes:

The Frenchman's, 1400 East 66th Street (includes optional 2 a.m. closing) S.R. No.

242 :

Paisan Inc., d/b/a Khan’s Mongolian Barbeque, 500 East 78th Street S.R. No. 243

Wiltshire Restaurants, LLC, d/b/a Houlihan’s Restaurant & Bar, 6601 Lyndale Avenue

(includes outside service) S.R. No. 244

Don Pablo’s Operating Corporation, LLC d/b/a Don Pablos, 980 West 78th Street

S.R. No. 245

ghampps Operating Corporation d/b/a Champp’s Restaurant, 790 West 66th Street
.R. No. 246

El Tejaban Mexican Grill LLC d/b/a El Tejaban Mex. Grill, 2 West 66th Street

(includes optional 2 a.m. closing) S.R. No. 247




-11. Public hearing regardmg 2011 on-sale intoxicating and Sunday liquor license renewal
for HKD Lo, Inc. d/b/a Jun Bo Chinese Restaurant, 7717 Nicollet Avenue

Staff Report No. 248

Notes:

PROPOSED ORDINANCE

12. Consideration of first reading of zoning designation and Richfi eld Comprehensive Plan
designation of 6901 Penn Avenue

Staff.Report No. 249

Notes:

RESOLUTIONS
13. Consideration of resolution imposing civil enforcement on establishment in Richfield
that underwent tobacco compliance check conducted by Richfield Public Safety and
failed by selling tobacco to underage youth

Staff Report No. 250

Notes:

14. Consideration of resolution awarding sale of $6,455,000 Tax Increment Refunding
Bonds, Series 2010B

Staff Report No. 251

Notes:

15. Consideration of resolutions approving 2010 Revised/2011 Proposed budget and tax
levy and related resolutions

Staff Report No. 252

Notes:

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

16. City Manager’s report

Notes: -




17. 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:

18. Adjournment .

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. -
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City of Richfield Calendar
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Calendars Net

Navigate: 2009  Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Ju Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec 2011
December 2010
Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday
29 | Nev . B0 1] Dec 7 . 3
7 PM Truth-in-taxation |6 PM Special City 7 PM Transportation 7 PM Arts Commission
Council, HRA, Planning {Commission @ Community Center
Commission &
Transportation
Commission (possible
quorum) - Open House
to review draft plans for
future revitalization of
66th St. Corridor,
between Cedar &
Portiand Ave. @ Mt.
Calvary Lutheran School
Gym, 6541 16th Avenue
7 PM Special Friendship
City Commission
Meeting
6 7 8 9 10
7 PM Human Rights 7:00 PM Bike Task 6 PM Stormwater Public
Commission Force @ Maintenance |Meeting @ Richfield
Facility Lunchroom Community Center,
7000 Nicollet Avenue
7 PM Friendship City
Commission Meeting
(rescheduled from Dec.
16) CANCELED
13 14 15 16 17
8 AM Civil Service 4.30 PM FOWL Board
Commission Meeting in Meeting @ WLNC
Council Chambers
7 PM Regular City
Council Meeting
20 21 22 ' 23 24
7 PM HRA Meeting 5:30 PM Hearing City Administrative
|Examiner in Heredia Offices Closed -
Room observance of Christmas
Day
7 PM Community
Services Commission @
Community Center
CANCELED
27 28 29 30 31
7 PM Planning 7 PM Regular City City Administrative
Commission Council Meeting Cffices Closed -
CANCELED CANCELED observance of New
Years Day
3 4 5 6 7
7 PM Human Rights 7 PM Transportation 7 PM Arts Commission [8:30 AM Special City
Commission Commission @ Community Center | Council Worksession

http://www.my.calendars.net/richfield

12/9/2010
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(annual goal setting)@

7 PM Special Friendship Richfield High School
City Commission Board Room, 7001
Harriet Avenue

SATURDAY, JANUARY
8

8:30 AM Special City
Council Meeting
(commission interviews)

Display: Year Month Week Day Block List Condensed Abs Slide Calendars: Search
Add Events: Daily Duration Periodic Administer:  This Calendar

All meetings held at City Hall (6700 Portland Avenue) unless indicated otherwise

Calendars Net
free online interactive web calendars

http://www.my.calendars.net/richfield | 12/9/2010



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
RICHFIELD Richfield, Minnesota

Special City Council Worksession
November 23, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

The meeting wés called to order by Mayor Goettel at 6:00 p.m.

ROLL CALL
Council Members
Present: Debbie Goettel, Mayor; Sue Sandahl; Pat Elliott; Fred Wroge; and Tom
Fitzhenry.
Staff Present: Steven L. Devich, City Manager; Mike Eastling, Public Works Director;

Jeffrey Pearson, Transportation Engineer; and Cheryl Krumholz,
Recording Secretary.

Item #1 DISCUSSION REGARDING 2011 REGIONAL TRANSPORATION PLANS
(COUNCIL MEMO NO. 176)

Public Works Director Eastling and Transportation Engineer Pearson made a PowerPoint
presentation regarding a regional highway transportation update released in 2010 (Clerk’s File No.
458). The studies were summarized and explained how the resulting plans affect Richfield and the
region. Discussion also included some major questions on these plans, particularly in how limited
~ funding is now balanced with long-term planning. .

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned by unanimous consent at 6:53 p.m.

Date Approved:
Debbie Goettel
Mayor

Cheryl Krumholz ‘ Steven L. Devich

Recording Secretary City_ Manager



‘ CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
RICHFIELD Richfield, Minnesota

Regular Meeting

November 23, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Goettel at 7:00 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Members Present: Debbie Goettel, Mayor; Sue Sandahl; Pat Elliott; Fred Wroge; and Tom
Fitzhenry.

Staff Present: Steven L. Devich, City Manager; Mike Eastling, Public Works Director;
Chris Regis, Finance Manager; Jim Topitzhofer, Recreation Services
Director; John Stark, Community Development Director; Mary Tietjen, City
Attorney; and Cheryl Krumholz, Recording Secretary.

OPEN FORUM

None

PRESENTATION OF COLORS AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Mayor Goettel led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

M/Fitzhenry, S/Sandahl to approve the minutes of (1) Special City Council Workession of
November 9. 2010 and (2) Regular City Council Meeting of November 9, 2010.

Motion carried 5-0.




Council Meeting Minutes -2- November 23, 2010

Item #1 COUNCIL DISCUSSION
e HATS OFF TO HOMETOWN HITS

David Butler, representing the Band Boosters, announced the December 5, 2010 Richfield
Symphonic Band Concert.

Council Member Elliott discussed his recent tour of the new Municipal Center project.

Council Member Elliott discussed the Plannin% Commission’s approval of Planned Unit
Development and site plan for a proposed CVS at 66" Street and Penn Avenue.

Council Member Fitzhenry reported on the recent Noise Oversight Committee meeting.

Item #2 COUNCIL APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Mayor Goettel moved ltem #3F to ltem #4 and added Item #3G to the agenda.

M/Wroge, S/Fitzhenry to approve the agenda as amended.

Motion carried 5-0.

Item #3 CONSENT CALENDAR

A. Consideration of approval of resolution authorizing issuance and sale of Educational
Facilities Revenue Bonds (Academy of Holy Angels project), Series 2010A, in original
aggregate principal amount of $1,000,000 and taxable Educational Facility Revenue Bonds
(Academy of Holy Angels project), Series 2010B, in original aggregate principal amount of
$250,000 S.R. No. 212

RESOLUTION NO. 10442

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE AND SALE OF EDUCATIONAL
FACILITIES REVENUE BONDS (ACADEMY OF HOLY ANGELS PROJECT),
SERIES 2010A, IN THE ORIGINAL AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF

$1,000,000, AND TAXABLE EDUCATIONAL FACILITY REVENUE BONDS

(ACADEMY OF HOLY ANGELS PROJECT), SERIES 2010B, IN THE ORIGINAL

AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF $250,000; APPROVING THE FORM OF

AND AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF THE BONDS AND

CERTAIN RELATED DOCUMENTS; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SECURITY,
RIGHTS, AND REMEDIES WITH RESPECT TO THE BONDS

This resolution appears as Resolution No. 10442.

B. Consideration of approval of resolution authorizing $1,000,000 internal loan to fund capital
improvements within City’s water utility infrastructure S.R. No. 213

RESOLUTION NO. 10443



Council Meeting Minutes -3- November 23, 2010

@m

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING $1,000,000 INTERNAL LOAN FOR
CAPITAL IMPROVMENTS AT THE CITY'S WATER UTILITY OPERATION

This resolution appears as Resolution No. 10443.

Consideration of approval of resolution authorizing acceptance of grant funds from State of
Minnesota, Commissioner of Public Safety, State Patrol Division, used for payment of
overtime for officers involved in DWI Enforcement Grant Program formerly known as
NightCap S.R. No. 214

RESOLUTION NO. 10444

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF RICHFIELD/POLICE TO PARTICIPATE
JOINTLY WITH THE MINNESOTA STATE PATROL IN AN AGREEMENT WITH AND TO
RECEIVE GRANT FUNDS FROM THE STATE OF MINNSOTA, COMMISIONER OF
PUBLIC SAFETY, TO PAY OVERTIME TO OFFICERS INVOLVED IN THE DWI
ENFORCEMENT GRANT PROGRAM FORMERLY KNOWN AS “NIGHTCAP”

This resolution appears as Resolution No. 10444,

Consideration of approval of Richfield Municipal Center change order report for aggregate
net effect of $5,568 in items included within project budget S.R. No. 215

Consideration of approval of extending current agreement with Graymont (W1), LLC
Company for 1,400 tons of quick lime for water treatment in amount of $168,000 ($120/ton)
for 2011 S.R. No. 216

Moved to ltem #4.

. Consideration of approval of resolution accepting 2011 funding from Hennepin County of

Human Services and Public Health for Police Cadet Program in amount of $30,000 S.R. No.
221.

RESOLUTION NO. 10448
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY/POLICE TO
ACCEPT FUNDING FROM THE HENNEPIN COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN
SERVICES AND PUBLIC HEALTH FOR A POLICE CADET PROGRAM
This resolution appears as Resolution No. 10448.

M/Sandahl, S/Goettel to approve the Consent Calendar as amended.

Motion carried 5-0.

item #4 CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS, IF ANY, REMOVED FROM CONSENT

CALENDAR

F.

Consideration of approval of remaining contract change proposals for renovation of Lincoln
Athletic Complex in amount of $4,896.80 S.R. No. 217

Mayor Goettel questioned who should pay for the drainage issue costs.
Recreation Services Director Topitzhofer explained there was an error in design. The

contractor performed the work as designed and should be paid. He added a letter has
been sent to the architect regarding participating in drainage costs.



Council Meeting Minutes -4- November 23, 2010

M/Goettel, S/Wroge that the following resolution be adopted and that it be made part of
these minutes:

RESOLUTION NO. 10448

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY/POLICE TO
ACCEPT FUNDING FROM THE HENNEPIN COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN
SERVICES AND PUBLIC HEALTH FOR A POLICE CADET PROGRAM

Motion carried 5-0. This resolution appears as Resolution No. 10448.

Item #5 CONSIDERATION OF SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE AMENDING
RICHFIELD CITY CODE APPENDIX 1 TO REZONE CERTAIN PROPERTIES
THROUGHOUT CITY IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH RICHFIELD
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SUMMARY
PUBLICATION OF ORDINANCE AMENDMENT (STAFF REPORT NO. 218)

Council Member Elliott presented Staff Report No. 218.

M/Elliott, S/Fitzhenry that this constitute the second reading of Ordinance No. 2010-22

amending Richfield City Code Appendix 1 to rezone certain properties throughout City in order to
comply with Richfield Comprehensive Plan and that the following resolution be adopted and that it

be made part of these minutes.

RESOLUTION NO. 10445
RESOLUTION APPROVING SUMMARY PUBLICATION OF BILL NO. 2010-22

Motion carried 5-0. This resolution appears as Resolution No. 10445.

Iltem #6 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING USE OF PUBLIC
EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT ASSOCIATION POLICE AND FIRE PENSION
REFUND FUND RESIDUAL ASSET FOR POLICE AND FIRE EXPENDITURES
RELATED TO RICHFIELD MUNICIPAL CENTER (STAFF REPORT NO. 219)

Council Member Wroge presented Staff Report No. 219.

M/MWroge, S/Goettel that the following resolution be adopted and that it be made part of
these minutes:

RESOLUTION NO. 10446
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE USE OF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT

ASSOCIATION POLICE AND FIRE REFUND FUND RESIDUAL ASSETS FOR POLICE AND
FIRE EXPENDITURES RELATED TO THE RICHFIELD MUNICIPAL CENTER

City Manager Devich stated the City Council may wish to consider utilizing the entire
current balance of the residual pension asset amount of $7,749,493 plus 2010 interest earnings for
funding of the Richfield Municipal Center.

M/Wroge, S/Goettel amended the motion to utilize the entire current balance.
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Motion carried 5-0. This resolution appears as Resolution No. 10446.

ltem #7 | CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION DESIGNATION CITY’S CONTRIBUTION
TOWARD HEALTH, TERM LIFE AND DENTAL INSURANCE PREMIUMS FOR
GENERAL SERVICES AND MANAGEMENT EMPLOYEES (STAFF REPORT NO.
220)

Council Member Sandahl presented Staff Report No. 220.

M/Sandahl, S/Wroge that the following resolution be adopted and that it be made part of
these minutes:

RESOLUTION NO. 10447

RESOLUTION DESIGNATING CITY'S CONTRIBUTION
TOWARD HEALTH, TERM LIFE AND DENTAL INSURANCE
PREMIUM FOR MANAGEMENT AND GENERAL SERVICES EMPLOYEES

Motion carried 5-0. This resolution appears as Resolution No. 10447.

Item #8 CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
e Annual goalsetting facilitator discussion

City Manager Devich discussed the LMCIT Land Use Training Incentive and encouraged
the City Council to participate.

All City Council Members indicated they would participate.

Public Works Director Eastling discussed the Minnehaha Creek Watershed Districts
approval of the plan and funding for the Taft Park area in north Richfield.

The City Council consensus was not have a facilitator lead the January 7, 2011 goalsetting
session. A mid year update on goals be provided was requested.

Council Member Wroge requested the Metropolitan Council's requirement of the number of
affordable housing units be discussed at the goal session.

Iitem #9 CLAIMS AND PAYROLLS

M/Wroge, S/Sandahl that the following claims and payrolls be approved:

U.S. Bank 11/23/2010

A/P Checks: 199149-199546 $ 2,585,897.20
Payroll: $ 505,789.24
TOTAL $ 3,001,686.44

Motion carried 5-0.
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OPEN FORUM

None.

ADJOURNMENT

The City Council meeting was adjourned by unanimous consent at 7:44 p.m.

Date Approved:
Debbie Goettel
Mayor

Cheryl Krumholz Steven L. Devich

Recording Secretary City Manager



" CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
RICHFIELD Richfield, Minnesota

Special Meeting

November 29, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Goettel at 7:00 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Members Present: Debbie Goettel, Mayor; Sue Sandahl (arrived at 7:15 p.m.); Pat Elliott; and
Tom Fitzhenry.

Members Excused: Fred Wroge

Staff Present: Steven L. Devich, City Manager; Mike Eastling, Public Works Director;
Chris Regis, Finance Manager; Pam Dmytrenko, Assistant to the City
Manager; Barry Fritz, Public Safety Director/Chief; Brad Sveum, Fire Chief;
William Fillmore, Municipal Liquor Operations Director; Jim Topitzhofer,
Recreation Services Director; John Stark, Community Development
Director; and Cheryl Krumholz, Recording Secretary.

M/Goettel, S/Fitzhenry to excuse Council Member Wroge from the November 29, 2010
Special City Council Meeting.

Motion carried 3-0.

Item #1 TRUTH IN TAXATION PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING 2011 PROPERTY TAX
LEVY AND 2010 REVISED/2011 PROPOSED BUDGET AND PROPOSED 2011
WATER, WASTEWATER AND STORM SEWER UTILITY RATES (STAFF
REPORT NO. 221)

Finance Manager Regis gave a PowerPoint presentation (City Clerk’s File No. 459) as a
general overview of the proposed budget and tax levy.

City Manager Devich discussed the impacts of the reduction in local government aid (LGA)
and that the emphasis of funding local services has shifted to local taxes.

Mayor Goettel stated feedback from residents is important to determine what City services
they would be willing to pay for or reduce/eliminate. She added that City staff continues to be
creative and innovative in maintaining quality services.
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Kevin Overson, 6612 Knox Avenue, expressed appreciation for the conservative approach
but tax increases should not be made every year, rather the City should make do with less and live
within its means.

City Manager Devich explained a public sector wage freeze or decrease must be negotiated
with unions and are more likely to be handled by staffing level reductions. He added there may
come a time when some City services need to be reduced or eliminated.

Everil Niebuhr, 2905 West 74" Street, questioned the property valuation and tax disparities.

Finance Manager Regis explained the significant impact in the shift in tax capacity values
from commercial to residential properties.

Council Member Elliott suggested improved communication to the public.
City Manager Devich discussed the status of Tax Increment Financing Districts.

Patricia Peare, 7415 Fremont Avenue S., stated the assessed value on her property was too
high and requested a review by the assessor.

John Detuncqg, 6301 11" Avenue, expressed concern over continued tax increases.

Finance Manager Regis explained the market value change impacts over the years and that
the City’s goal is to minimize any tax levy increase.

M/Sandahl, S/Elliott to close the Truth-in-Taxation public hearing.

Motion carried 4-0.

ADJOURNMENT

The City Council meeting was adjourned by unanimous consent at 7:57 p.m.

Date Approved:
Debbie Goettel
Mayor

Cheryl Krumholz Steven L. Devich

Recording Secretary City Manager



AGENDA SECTION: CONSENT
AGENDA ITEM # SA

REPORT # 222
STAFF REPORT
RICHFIELD :
CiTY COUNCIL MEETING
DECEMBER 14,2010
REPORT PREPARED BY: KATIE PORATH, DEPUTY CITY CLERK
NAME, TITLE
DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR B/
REVIEW: o
SIGNA 4
REVIEWED BY CITY
MANAGER:
(

ITEM FOR COUNCIL CONSIDERATION: _
Consider an ordinance amendment to Richfield City' Code Appendix D establishing a
change to the fee for Public Works Section 3, Subsection 10 and to move the fees to the
Appendix D resolution and set a second reading for January 11, 2011. )

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
By Motion: '
e Approve first readlng of the attached ordinance amendment

to Richfield City Code Appendix D establishing a change to
the fee schedule for Public Works section 3, subsection 10.

o Set second reading for January 11, 2011.

II. BACKGROUND
Appendix D to the Richfield City Code consists of the schedule of fees
adopted by the City Council, including those adopted by resolution and
those adopted by ordinance.

On an annual basis, as part of the budget process, departments are asked
to review the schedule of fees that apply to their departments. The
departments review their fees for services and compare the fees charged
with the costs incurred in providing that service. If it is found that costs
exceed the fee charged, the respective departments will adjust their fees
accordingly.

121410 — Appendix D Fee Changes



The proposed ordinance includes all fees that are required to be
established by ordinance. Other fees, including rental licensing fees, are
established via resolution (as opposed to ordinance). Revisions to these
fees require only one hearing, which will be conducted at the December
14, 2010 Regular City Council Meeting.

It has been determined by the City Attorney that the portion of the
ordinance referencing Public Works fees should be categorized under the
resolution portion of Appendix D changes. Therefore it is recommended
that this section be moved to the resolution and removed from the
ordinance resulting in a need to amend the current ordinance.

The increase in the Public Works fees for 2011 is reflected in the
Resolution amending Appendix D.

| ITII.  BASIS OF RECOMMENDATION ]

| A. Poucy
° Minnesota Statutes, Section 462.353 requires that certain
fees be established by ordinance.
o The City attempts to establish fees that appropriately reflect
the City’s costs of administering the permit-or application for
which the fee is charged.

[B. CRITICAL TIMING ISSUES |
e Itis important to approve this amendment to the ordinance
so that fees in Public Works Section 3, Subsection 10 of the
;esg_lution to Appendix D can become effective in a timely
ashion.

[C. FINANCIAL

. It is important for the City to annually review fees to ensure
that the fees charged are in line with the costs of the service
provided.

. The ordinance will be effective February 18, 2011.

|D. LEGAL ]
] . N/A
‘E. ENVIRONMENTAL
: CONSIDERATIONS
° N/A
[TV, ALTERNATIVE
RECOMMENDATION(S)
. N/A

| V.  ATTACHMENTS |
. Ordinance

VI. PRINCIPAL PARTIES EXPECTED AT
MEETING
° None




BILL NO. 2010-____
TRANSITORY ORDINANCE NO. ___

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING APPENDIX D
TO THE RICHFIELD CITY CODE; ESTABLISHING A FEE SCHEDULE
) FOR CERTAIN PERMITS AND APPLICATIONS

THE CITY OF RICHFIELD DOES ORDAIN:
Section1.  Background

1.01 Appendix D to the Richfield City Code consists of the schedule of fees
adopted by the City Council, including those adopted by resolution and
those adopted by ordinance.

1.02 Minnesota Statutes, Section 462.353 requires that certain fees be adopted
by ordinance. The City Council has previously established certain fees by
Transitory Ordinance No. . The City Council has established other
fees by resolution, which resolution is also part of Appendix D.

1.03 The City Council has determined the need to update the schedule of fees
under Transitory Ordinance No. . :

Section2. Fee Schedule Adopted

2.01 The fees set forth in the attached Exhibit A are hereby adopted by
ordinance. )

2.02 The fees adopted at Section 2.01 of this Ordinance shall be amended only
by ordinance. Any fees established by resolution, other than those
adopted at Section 2.01 of this Ordinance, may be amended from time to
time by resolution of the City Council.

Section 3.  Effective date; codification.

3.01 This ordinance is effective as of January 1, 2011.

3.02 A copy of this ordinanée shall be included in Appendix D to the Richfield

City Code, immediately prior to the resolution establishing fees.

3.03 This ordinance supersedes Transitory Ordinance No. to the extent
that Transitory Ordinance No. is inconsistent with this ordinance.

Adopted by the City Council of the City of Richfield, Minnesota this day of
, 2010.

Debbie Goettel, Mayor
ATTEST:

Nancy Gibbs, City Clerk

ShA -1
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EXHIBIT A

CONSTRUCTION AND RELATED PERMIT FEES AND CHARGES

A. Investigation Fees: Work without a Permit:
Investigation. Whenever any work for which a permit is required by this code has been
commenced without first obtaining said pemmit, a special investigation shall be made before a
pemit may be issued for such work.

Fee. An investigation fee, in addition fo the permit fee, shall be collected whether or not a permit
is then or subsequently issued. The investigation fee shall be equal fo the amount of the permit fee
required by this code. The minimum investigation fee shall be the same as the minimum fee set
forth in Section 2. The payment of such investigation fee shall not exempt any person from
compliance with ail other provisions of this code nor from any penalty prescribed by law.

B. Permit fee refunds:
The building official may authorize refunding of not more than 80 percent of the permit-fee-paid——- - —— ——
when no work has been done under a permit issued in accordance with this code.

The building official may authorize refunding of not more than 80 percent of the plan review fee
paid when an application for a permit for which a plan review fee has been paid is withdrawn or
canceled before any plan reviewing is done.

The building official shall not authorize refunding of any fee paid except on written application
filed by the original permitted not later than 180 days after the date of fee payment.

TYPE OF PERMIT SECTION '
OR LICENSE REQUIRING DESCRIPTION FEE
{a) Inspections outside of normal business hours $60.00
{minimum charge - two hours) per hour
(b) Reinspection fees $60.00
{minimum charge $35.00) . e per hour
(c) Inspections for which no fee is specifically $60.00
indicated [minimum charge - one-half hour) “per hour

(d) Additional plan review required by changes, | $60.00
additions or revision to plans (minimum charge | per hour
- two hours)

(e) Fee to reissue building inspection record $35.00
card

*Or the total hourly cost to the jurisdiction, whichever is the greatest. This cost shall include supervision,
overhead, equipment, hourly wages and fringe benefits of the employee involved.

(1) Building Permits 400.03-400.09 | $1 to $500 $35.00
(includes one inspection)
Each additiondl inspection $35.00
$501 to $2,000 $25.00 for the first $500 plus $3.25 each

additional $100, or fraction thereof, to
and including $2,000 with a minimum
fee of $35.00.

$2,001 to $25,000 $73.50 for the first $2,000 plus $14.75 for
each additional $1,000, or fraction
thereof, to and including $25,000.

$25,001 to $50,000 $415,75 for the first $25,000 plus
$10.75 for each additional $1,000, or
fraction thereof, to and including
$50,000.

BOLD represents added/amended fees
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TYPE OF PERMIT

SECTION

OR LICENSE REQUIRING DESCRIPTION FEE
$50,001 to $100,000 $682.50 for the first $50,000 plus $7.50
for each additional $1,000, or fraction
] thereof, to and including $100,000.
$100,001 to $500,000 $1,053.50 for the first $100,000 plus
$6.00 for each additional $1,000, or
fraction thereof, to and including
$500,000.

$500,001 to $1,000,000 $3,427.75 for the first $500,000 plus
$5.00 for each additional $1,000, or
fraction thereof, to and including
$1,000,000.

1,000,001 and up $5,945.25 for the first $1,000,000 plus
$4.00 for each additional $1,000, or
fraction thereof.

(2) Driveway, Parking 515.05 (no permit fee for sidewalks) $ 35.00
Area Permits
(3) Swimming 420.00 Permanent or portable pools are based on
building permit fees with a minimum of $ 35.00
{4) Plan Review Fee 400.03-400.09 | 35% of building permit fee for one and two family dwelling
detached garages and basement remodels

65% of building permit fee for all other building permits, except no fee

for the following:

() Existing single family dwelling minor nonstructural alterations.

{b) Single and two family dwelling repair and maintenance work.

(c) Commercial and industrial repair and maintenance work not

exceeding $1,000 or where plans are not required.
Plan review fee for Maximum 25% of permit fee based on Minnesota State Building
similar buildings Code 1300.0160
(5) Coniractors License Charged once each time a coniractor applies for | $ 5.00
Verification Fee permit{s)
(6) Moving - 845 Moving Permit Fee $ 50.00
Buildings
(7) Structure 400.00-400.09 (a) Commercial
Demolition Demolition cost as per Building Permit Schedule
with a minimum of $ 50.00
(o) Dwelling
One or two story $ 50.00
Residential - Garage and lesser structure 3 35.00

BOLD represents added/amended fees
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TYPE OF PERMIT SECTION
OR LICENSE REQUIRING DESCRIPTION FEE
{8) Plumbing 400.03-400.09 | Residential
Permit Minimum Fee 2% of Total Job cost with a minimum of $ 35.00
(includes one inspection)
Each additional inspection $ 35.00
(?) Plumbing 400.03-400.09 | Commercial/Indusirial/Muiti-family Based on Total
Permit Job cost
2% of Estimated Job cost with a minimum of $ 45.00
{includes one inspection)
Each additional inspection $ 35.00
Plan Review 10% of permit fee when the job cost
exceeds $50,000
(10) Elecfrical Permit | 400.03-.400.09 | Residential
(a) Minimum Fee which includes one inspection $ 35.00
(o) Each additional Inspection $ 35.00
(c) Complete Wiring Fee: $ 15000
Single Family Dwelling and each dwelling unit of a
two family dwelling and includes not more than
three inspections.
{d) New Service - up to 200 amps $ 55.00
(e) Temporary Service - (for construction) $ 45.00
{f) Installation, addition dlteration, or repair of
each circuit or feeder $ 8.00
{g) Swimming pool or exterior hot tub $ 55.00
(11) Electrical Permit | 400.03-400.09 | Commercial, [ndustrial and multiple dwellings
Commercial (more than two units) and Technology systems:
Minimum Fee which includes one inspection $ 45,00
Each additional inspection $ 35.00
(a) Based on total job cost
- 2% of estimated job cost with a minimum of $ 45.00
- Over $50,000 - Fee/ $1,000.00
plus 11/2% of cost over $50,000.00
(b} Traffic Signdls: Per Intersection $ 18500
(c) ‘Fire Alarm: Based on 3/4% of cost of electrical job -
to customer with a minimum of $ 45,00
(d) Camivals, festivals and similar events
plus $35.00 for each service on generator $ 110.00
(12) Electrical Permit | 400.03-400.09 | Based on 2% of cost of electrical job to customer with
Signs a minimum of $ 45,00
([separate electrical permit required for signs)
(13) Residential 400.03-400.09 | Ceniral Systems and Additions, Alterations and Repairs
Heating, 1 1/2% estimated cost with a minimum of $ 35.00
Ventilating, Air (Includes one inspection)
Conditioning Each additional inspection $ 35.00
and
Refrigeration
$ 4500
Commercial Central Systems and Additions, Alterations and Repairs
Heating, 1 1/2% estimated cost with a minimum of
Ventilating, Air
Conditioning
and
Refrigeration
Plan Review of 10% of permit fee when the job cost
exceeds $50,000.
(14) Sign Installation 415.01-415.11 | {a) Temporary sign permit $ 35.00
(b) Permanent sign (any size) $ 100.00
Building permit is required for sign support structures
Fees based on building permit fee schedule

A-3
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BOLD represents added/amended fees

ZONING, LAND USE AND RELATED CHARGES

TYPE OF PERMIT SECTION
OR LICENSE REQUIRING DESCRIPTION FEE
(1} Planned Unit 542 (a) $500 plus $5/ $1,000 of project value up to a
Development maximum fee of $ 3,500.00
(b) PUD Plan Amendment fee - major $  550.00
{c) PUD Plan Amendment fee - minor $  350.00
(2) Site Plan Review 547 (a) $500 plus $.50 / $1,000 of project value to a
maximum fee of $ 8,500.00
(o} Major amendment $  500.00
(c) Minor amendment $  350.00
(3) Variance 547 Residential $ 25000
Non Residential $ 45000
Extension $ 75.00
Variance Appeal Residential and Non Residential $ 150.00
(4) Conditional Use 547 (a) $500 + $.50/$1,000 of project valve to a
Permit maximum fee of $ 3,500.00
(o) Major amendment $ 500.00
{c) Minor amendment $  350.00
(5) Interim Use Permit 547 $  500.00
(6) *Zoning District 547 $ 50000
Change
{7) *Subdivision 500.01-500.05 $  500.00
Approval
Subdivision Waiver 500.05-Subd. 2 $ 350.00
(8) Street Vacation 820 $ 35000
(9) Appeal to Board of 547 $ 35000
Adj. & Appedals
(10} Special Request to $ 350.00
City Council
(11) Zoning Compliance $ 50.00
Letter :
(12) Combrehensive $  600.00
Plan Amend.
(13) Plat: prefiminary & $  500.00
final
*Any additional expense of notification necessitated by applicants request for continuance will be charged to the
applicant.

BOLD represents added/amended fees
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FIRE SERVICES FEES
TYPE OF PERMIT SECTION
OR LICENSE REQUIRING DESCRIPTION FEE
(6) Fire Extinguishing Based on Building Permit fee schedule with a
System Permit minimum of: 50.00
Plan review fee: 65% of building pemit fee,
except no fee for the following:
(a) no charge for valuation of $1,000 or less
{(7) Fire Alarm Systems Based on Building Permit fee schedule with a
minimum of: 50.00
Plan review fee: 65% of building permit fee, except
no fee for the following:
(a) no charge for valuation of $1,000 or less
(8) Flammable or Tanks (installation or modification 150.00
Combustible
Liquid or Gas Installation or alteration of piping
Storage Tanks Each unit or dispenser 50.00
and Piping
Underground Tank Removal 100.00/Tank
MISCELLANEOUS FEES
TYPE OF PERMIT SECTION
OR LICENSE REQUIRING DESCRIPTION FEE
(3} Antenna 426 (a) CWTS antenna permit application fee 100.00
Commercial (b) Antenna permit fee for additional antennas 35.00
Wireless added to an existing antenna location
Telecommunication
Service(CWTS)

BOLD represents added/amended fees
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REPORT # 223

STAFF REPORT

RICHFIELD
‘ ‘ CITY COUNCIL MEETING
DECEMBER 14,2010
. MELISSA POEHLMAN, CITY
REPORT PREPARED BY: PLANNER
i NAME, TITLE

DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR
REVIEW:
REVIEWED BY CITY
MANAGER:

ITEM FOR COUNCIL CONSIDERATION:
Conduct a first reading of an ordinance rezoning a portion of the property located at 6528
Penn Avenue from the General Commercial and Mixed Use - Community with the Penn
Avenue Corridor Overlay Districts to Planned Mixed Use. This rezoning is related to a
proposal for a CVS Pharmacy.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

By Motion: Approve a first reading of an ordinance amending
Appendix 1 of the Richfield City Code rezoning a portion of 6528 Penn
Avenue from General Commercial and Multiple Use — Community with
the Penn Avenue Corridor Overlay to Planned Mixed Use.

II. BACKGROUND
Velmeir Companies has submitted an apphcatlon for development of a CVS
Pharmacy (CVS) at 6528 Penn Avenue. The proposal involves the demolition of
the southern half of the existing shopping center, division of the property and
construction of a new 12,900 square foot CVS with drive thru service. The Arc’s
Value Village store will remain in the existing building and minor changes will be
made related to the location of trash facilities.

Area Vision

In October of 2008, the Clty Council adopted the Penn Avenue Master Plan and
Design Guidelines to direct redevelopment and revitalization efforts along Penn
Avenue between Highway 62 and 68th Street. Properties were subsequently

121410 - 1st Reading 6528 Penn - CVS Rezone



rezoned to Mixed Use — Community and the Penn Avenue Overlay was created to
address items unique to this area. (Note — the small “panhandle” of 6528 Penn
Avenue remained as (C-2) General Commercial.) The intent of these changes was
to encourage improvements that would “create a traditional neighborhood center
that is a vibrant, pedestrian-oriented district...[accommodating] residential,
shopping, recreational and business uses in a flexible arrangement...” (Richfield
Comprehensive Plan 4-23).

Zoning District Guidelines

The applicant has applied for a change in the zoning designation of the property
because of the unique characteristic of this site. Designation as Planned Mixed Use
(PMU) requires consideration of the regulations of the underlying Multiple Use —
Community (MU-C) and the Penn Avenue Corridor (PAC) Districts; however, it also
allows for flexibility in order to encourage the efficient use of land and resources, so
long as the development is well-designed and can be successfully integrated into
the neighborhood. The proposed development meets most underlying MU-C and
PAC District requirements including parking, pedestrian access, architectural
design, impervious surface and building orientation. Flexibility is requested in terms
of the location of the drive-thru facility, the front setback of the building and
permission for off-site signage to allow Arc’s Value Village sign to remain at the
intersection.

II1.

BASIS OF RECOMMENDATION

A. PoLicy

° In 2008 and 2009 the City Council approved a Master Plan and zoning
regulations that would encourage and direct the revitalization of this
area.

. At a public hearing held on November 22, 2010, the Planning
Commission found that the proposed development and rezoning were
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan (7-1, Schuller dissenting).

o The following findings are necessary for approval of a Planned Unit
Development (PUD) application (542.09, Subd. 3)

1. The proposed development conforms to the goals and objectives
of the City’s Comprehensive Plan and any applicable
redevelopment plans; The Comprehensive Plan and Penn Avenue
Master Plan designate this property a part of a larger mixed use
district stretching along Penn Avenue from Highway 62 to 68th
Street. A commercial development intended to serve the
surrounding community is consistent with these plans.

2. The proposed development is designed in such a manner as to
form a desirable and unified environment within its own
boundaries; This requirement is met.

3. The development is in substantial conformance with the purpose
and intent of the guiding district and departures from the guiding
district regulations are justified by the design of the development;
The MU-C District is intended to include shops and services that
support the surrounding community and include commercial, office
and higher density residential uses. The intent of the PAC District



is to provide for a balanced mix of commercial, office and
residential uses that together create a cohesive and pedestrian-
friendly area. The development is in substantial compliance with
the intent of guiding MU-C and PAC Districts. The development is
in substantial compliance with the guiding MU-C and PAC District
regulations. The proposed setbacks adequately project adjacent
uses and the proposed ground sign is justified by the shared
parking.and access between the two parcels.

. The development will not create an excessive burden on parks,

schools, streets or other public facilities and utilities that serve or
are proposed to serve the development; Access to and from the
development will remain the same and there is no change in the
proposed class of use of the property (retail to retail). The
developer will work with the Public Works Department to upgrade
utilities where necessary and no issues are anticipated.

. The development will not have undue adverse impacts on

neighboring properties; As above, no access changes are
proposed and the property will continue to be used for retail
purposes. The City has ordinances in place to restrict noise from
the drive-thru service window, to significantly limit lighting (1
footcandle) where adjacent to residential properties and is working
with the operator to limit delivery hours.

. The terms and conditions proposed to maintain the integrity of the

plan are sufficient to protect the public interest; The final
development plan, which establishes the terms and conditions of
the development, will be considered in detail in conjunction with
the second reading of this ordinance on January 11, 2011;
however, the Planning Commission found that the stipulations in
place are sufficient to protect the public.

The rezoning of property requires two readings before the City
Council. A second reading is scheduled for January 11, 2011.

Consideration of the final development plan and conditional use permit

will also take place on January 11, 2011.

The City is required to issue a decision within 60 days of submission
of a complete application unless a letter extending the deadline (up to
an additional 60 days) is sent. The 60-day deadline for a decision on
this application is December 28, 2010. Because the second meeting
in December has been cancelled, the City has issued a letter
extending the deadline for a decision to January 11, 2011.

The property owner and applicant have indicated that delay could

B. CRITICAL TIMING ISSUES
[ ]
[ )
impact the feasibility of the project.
C. FINANCIAL

The required application fee has been paid.



D. LEGAL

) N/A

E. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

) N/A
IV. ALTERNATIVE RECOMMENDATION(S)
o Deny the request for rezoning with findings that the criteria necessary for the
creation of a Planned Unit Development are not met.
V. ATTACHMENTS
o Ordinance
o Proposed site plan
o Planning & zoning maps
VI. PRINCIPAL PARTIES EXPECTED AT MEETING

. Jon Lennander, Velmeir Companies
. Bill Wolfson, property owner
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BILL NO. 2011-___

AMENDMENT TO APPENDIX 1
OF THE CODE OF THE
CITY OF RICHFIELD
(CVS Planned Unit Development Plan and Rezoning)

THE CITY OF RICHFIELD DOES ORDAIN:
Section 1. Findings of Fact. The City Council hereby makes the following findings of
fact:

A. The City’s zoning ordinance establishes zoning classifications for
individual property. The property located at 6528 Penn Avenue is
zoned C-2 (General Commercial), MU-C (Mixed Use — Community)
and is within the PAC (Penn Avenue Corridor) Overlay District.

B. Velmeir Companies has submitted an application to the City for a
planned unit development plan [the “PUD plan”] for the south
approximately 200 feet of 6528 Penn Avenue [the “subject area’].
The PUD plan proposes to construct a 12,900 square foot retail
building with drive-thru service and 58 parking stalls.

C. The City has reviewed the zoning ordinance and determined that it
would be appropriate to rezone the subject area as PMU (planned
mixed use) and approve the PUD plan to establish the regulations
governing the PMU district.

D. The Planning Commission has conducted a public hearing
concerning the PUD plan and amending the zoning ordinance in the
subject area. The Planning Commission recommended approval of
the PUD plan and zoning ordinance amendment on November 22,
2010. The City Council held a first reading of the rezoning on
December 14, 2010 and second reading and consideration of the
PUD plan on January 11, 2011.

E. The City’s zoning ordinance provides criteria for approving a PUD
plan and rezoning of property to a planned unit development. The
City Council finds that the PUD plan and rezoning of property in the
subject area meets the criteria in the following ways:

1) The proposed development conforms with the goals and
objectives of the City's Comprehensive Development Plan and
any applicable redevelopment plans:

a) The PUD plan is consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan designation of this property as part of a larger
mixed use district stretching along Penn Avenue
from Highway 62 to 68th Street.

b) The PUD plan is consistent with the described intent
of this designation to “create a traditional
neighborhood center that is a vibrant, pedestrian-



2)

3)

4)
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oriented district...[that] would accommodate
residential, shopping, recreational and business uses
in-a flexible arrangement that captures the spirit and
intent of the Penn Avenue Revitalization Master
Plan.” [4-22]

c¢) The PUD plan is consistent with the Penn Avenue
Master Plan vision for this area as a continued home
for the Arc’s Value Village store, additional retail and
surface parking. The PUD plan is consistent with the
Penn Avenue Designh Guidelines in that it
appropriately transitions between the public street
and private development.

d) The PUD plan and rezoning are also consistent with
the expressed desire for “enhance[d] business
opportunities...either as part of upgrading existing
retail areas, expanding new retail business
opportunities  and/or seeking new and/or
redevelopment opportunities for offices,
entertainment and service businesses.” [4-16]

The proposed development is designed in such a manner as to
form a desirable and unified environment within its own
boundaries: The building is designed to accommodate
customers for the proposed business, as well as continued
shared access with the adjoining property. Drive-thru service is
separated from the general parking area to prevent traffic
congestion within the site. Enhanced crosswalk treatments
onsite will allow for safe pedestrian movement within the
development and to/from the adjoining property and public
street.

The development is in substantial conformity with the purpose
and intent of the original MU-C and PAC zoning districts, and
departures from the original district regulations are justified by
the design of the development: The MU-C District is intended to
include shops and services that support the surrounding
community and include commercial, office and higher density
residential uses. The intent of the PAC District is to provide for
a balanced mix of commercial, office and residential uses that
together create a cohesive and pedestrian-friendly area. The
development is in substantial compliance with the intent of
guiding MU-C and PAC Districts. Setbacks have been adjusted
based on the particulars of the site — specifically, the significant
grade change from the intersection to the northwest corner of
the property and property’s relationship to the adjacent
residential buildings to the west. ‘ The proposed ground sign with
that will contain advertising for the business on the northern half
of the divided property is justified based on the shared parking
and access for the two uses.

The development will not create an excessive burden on parks,
schools, streets, or other public facilities and utilities which
serve or are proposed to serve the development: Access tow
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and from the development will remain the same and there is no
change in the proposed class of use of the property (retail to
retail). The developer will work with the Public Works
Department to upgrade utilities where necessary and no issues
are anticipated.

5) The development will not have undue adverse impacts on
neighboring properties: No access changes are proposed and
there is no change in the class of use of the parcel. The use is
significantly separated and screened from the residential
parcels to the west by a grade change and existing tree cover
that will remain.

6) The terms and conditions proposed to maintain the integrity of
the plan are sufficient to protect the public interests: A final
development plan, which establishes the terms and conditions
of the development, is required before construction can
commence.

Section 2. Appendix 1 of the zoning ordinance code of the City of Richfield entitled
“Richfield Zoning Code: Boundaries of Zoning Districts” is hereby amended:

A. Section 3, Paragraph (6) is repealed.
B. Section 16, Paragraph (6) is amended to read as follows:

(6) M-9, 10 (W of Penn, 62 to 67" _except 66" & Penn corner) That
area lying between the center lines of state highway 62 and 67t
Street, and between the center lines of Penn Avenue and Queen
Avenue extended north,_except that part of Lot 16, “Richfield
Gardens”, which lies southerly of a line described as commencing at
the southeast corner of said Lot 16; thence northerly, along the
easterly line of said Lot 16, a distance of 219.69 feet to the point of
beginning of the line to be described; thence westerly, deflecting to the
left 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds, to the west line of said Lot 16
and said line there terminating; together with: Lot 3, Block 3, Harry
Tickner's Subdivision of Lot 15, Richfield Gardens. (Amended, Bill No.

)

C. A new Section 8 titled Planned Mixed Use (PMU) is added as
follows, and by now renumbering all following sections
accordingly.

(1) M-9 (Northwest corner 66" & Penn) That part of Lot 16,
“Richfield Gardens”, which lies southerly of a line described as
commencing at the southeast corner of said Lot 16; thence
northerly, along the easterly line of said Lot 16, a distance of
219.69 feet to the point of beginning of the line to be described,;
thence westerly, deflecting to the left 90 degrees 00 minutes 00
seconds, to the west line of said Lot 16 and said line there
terminating; together with: Lot 3, Block 3, Harry Tickner's
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Subdivision of Lot 15, Richfield Gardens. (Added, Bill No.
).

Section 3. This amendment constitutes a rezoning of the south half of 6528 Penn
Avenue.

Section 4. This ordinance is effective in accordance with Section 3.09 of the
Richfield City Charter.

Passed by the City Council of the City of Richfield, Minnesota this 11th day of
January, 2011.

Debbie Goettel, Mayor
ATTEST:

Nancy Gibbs, City Clerk
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CHRISTINE COSTELLO, COMMUNITY

REPORT PREPARED BY:
, DEVELOPMENT SPECIALIST
NAME, TITLE
DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR %
REVIEW: -
REVIEWED BY CITY m/
MANAGER:

ITEM FOR COUNCIL CONSIDERATION:
Consideration of a resolution regarding the establishment of 60 DNL as the airport noise
threshold for preventative and corrective land use measures in the environs of the
Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

By Motion: Approve a resolution establishing the 60 DNL as the
airport noise threshold for preventative and corrective land use
measures in the environs of the Minneapolis-St. Paul International
Airport.

IL BACKGROUND

In 1996, the Minnesota Legislature decided to expand the existing Minneapolis-St.
Paul International Airport (MSP) and directed the Metropolitan Airports Commission
(MAC) to develop a noise mitigation plan examining measures to the 60 day-night
average sound level (DNL). The DNL is designed to evaluate land use compatibility
based on human tolerance of noise in certain facilities, such as single family homes.
Since 1996, the 60 DNL has become the standard for corrective and preventive
land use measures in the MSP environs and, in fact, the MAC has subsequently
used that standard in its two Part 150 updates since that time.

Although the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) designates the 65 DNL as the
qualifying level for noise mitigation, it does allow local communities to set their own

121410-Support 60 DNL Resolution.doc




standards rather than simply accept the 65 DNL as the significant noise threshold.
The FAA Advisory Circular 150/5020-1 states:

“The responsibility for determining the acceptable and permissible land uses
remains with the local authorities. FAA determinations under Part 150 are not
intended to substitute federally determined land uses for those determined to be
appropriate by local authorities in response to locally determined needs and values
in achieving noise compatible land uses.”

The City of Richfield’s establishment of the 60 DNL as the airport noise threshold for
preventive and corrective land use measures in the environs of MSP is important in
order to solidify our community’s long standing position to the Metropolitan Council
and the MAC as those entities continue to address airport operation impacts.

Of concern is the MAC’s Long Term Comprehensive Plan which projects that by
2030 there will be an expansion of the noise footprint around MSP with an
additional 5,600 single family homes and 3,160 multi-family homes in the 60-64
DNL contours in the communities surrounding MSP. Of those homes, 1,578 single
family and 1,256 multi-family homes are located in Richfield. Although the MAC's
2010 noise mitigation plan was conditioned on addressing noise to the 60 DNL, the
MAC’s 2030 program does not.

The adoption of the attached resolution will make Richfield the third community
which borders MSP (following Minneapolis and Eagan) to set the 60 DNL as the
standard threshold for noise mitigation. Mendota Heights is also considering such
action.

ITI. BASIS OF RECOMMENDATION
A. PoLicy
o In 1996, the MSP Noise Mitigation Committee recommended that all

homes be mitigated to the 60 DNL. The MAC concurred as part of its
expansion program and subsequently used the 60 DNL as a standard
in its two Part 150 updates since that time. _

o The MAC’s Comprehensive Plan projects that noise contours are
expected to grow, not decrease over time. The MAC addressed noise
to the 60 DNL in its 2010 program. The communities surrounding MSP
are seeking similar treatment for homes anticipated to be affected in
the MAC'’s future expansion plans.

. Richfield addressed the above concern to the Metropolitan Council
during the MAC’s Comprehensive Plan update in the spring of 2010,
but the Metropolitan Council made no changes to address this
concern citing the lack of cities having formally adopted the 60 DNL as
the standard threshold for noise mitigation. Adopting the attached
resolution will solidify the City’s position and is responsive to the
concern raised by the Metropolitan Council.

. The City Councils of the cities of Minneapolis and Eagan approved
resolutions for the-establishment of 60 DNL as the standard for airport
noise for which corrective and preventative land use measures shall



be undertaken on November 5, 2010 and on November 16, 2010,
respectively.

) The City of Mendota Heights is discussing a potential resolution with
its Airport Relations Committee.

B. CRITICAL TIMING ISSUES

J N/A

C. FINANCIAL

. N/A
D. LEGAL
o Legal counsel has reviewed the attached resolution.

E. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

'3 Excessive noise is a serious hazard to the public health, welfare,
safety, and the quality of life and a substantial body of science and
technology exists by which excessive noise can be substantially

abated.
| IV.  ALTERNATIVE RECOMMENDATION(S)

. Do not approve a resolution establishing the 60 DNL as the airport noise
threshold for preventative and corrective land use measures in the environs
of the Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport. However, formally
establishing the 60 DNL as the noise threshold unifies Richfield with other
cities surrounding MSP as they seek support for future residential mitigation
at the state level.

V.  ATTACHMENTS
o Resolution
VI. PRINCIPAL PARTIES EXPECTED AT MEETING

. N/A
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING 60 DNL AS THE AIRPORT NOISE THRESHOLD FOR
PREVENTIVE AND CORRECTIVE MEASURES IN THE ENVIRONS OF THE
MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

WHEREAS, the City of Richfield residents are subject to airport noise as a result of
operations at Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport (MSP)and will continue to be
subject to airport noise for the foreseeable future; and

WHEREAS, FAA has determined that the responsibility for determining acceptable
and permissible land uses and the relationships between specific properties and noise
contours in response to locally determined needs and values in achieving compatible land
uses rests with local authorities; and

WHEREAS, in 1996 the Minnesota Legislature decided to expand the existing MSP
and directed Metropolitan Airport Commission (MAC) to develop a noise mitigation plan
examining measures to the 60 Day-Night Level (“DNL") contour; and

WHEREAS, in 1996 the MSP Noise Mitigation Committee adopted
recommendations including noise mitigation to the 60 DNL and recommended a modified
program to homes through the 55 DNL contour; and

WHEREAS, on October 28, 1996 MAC approved the MSP Noise Mitigation
Committee recommendations including extending the residential sound insulation program
. for the area encompassed by the 2005 DNL 60 contour but did not approve a modified
program to the 55 DNL contour; and

WHEREAS, the State of Minnesota Advisory Council on Metropolitan Airport
Planning, pursuant to the Legislature’s direction to review the recommendation and
comment to the Legislature, reviewed the recommendation and concurred with the
Commission’s recommendation; and

WHEREAS, in its 2001 and 2004 Part 150 studies, the MAC stated that it
considered a standard of 60 dB for eligibility for the MAC Sound Insulation Program; and

WHEREAS, Metropolitan Council's Land Use Policy guidance indicates that
residential land use within the 60 DNL contour is inconsistent without sound attenuation.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council affirms and ratifies
that the 60 DNL contour is the City of Richfield’s airport noise threshold for preventive and
corrective noise mitigation in the environs of the Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport.

Adopted by the City Council of the City of Richfield, Minnesota this14th day of
December 2010.

Debbie Goettel, Mayor
ATTEST:

Nancy Gibbs, City Clerk
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ITEM FOR COUNCIL CONSIDERATION:
Consideration of a resolution authorizing acceptance of all grants and donations received by

the Richfield Recreation Services Department and to authorize the city to administer the funds
in accordance with grant agreements and terms prescribed by donors.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
By Motion: Approve the resolution authorizing acceptance of all
grants and donations received by the Richfield Recreation Services
Department and to authorize the city to administer the funds in
accordance with grant agreements and terms prescribed by donors.

II. BACKGROUND

The Richfield Recreation Services Department received several grants and
donations from various sources and to fund different projects.

III. BASIS OF RECOMMENDATION

A. PoLicy
. Minnesota Statute 465.03 requires every acceptance of a grant or
devise of real or personal property of more two-thirds majority of the
City Council.
) The Administrative Services Department issued a memo on

November 9, 2004 requiring that all grants and restricted donations to
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departments be received by resolution and by more than two-thirds
majority of the City Council in accordance with Minnesota Statute
465.03.

B. CRITICAL ISSUES

. None

C. FINANCIAL

o All of the donations listed were given without obligation to provide any
additional matching funds.

D. LEGAL
. Minnesota Statute 465.03 requires every acceptance of a grant or
devise of real or personal property of more two-thirds majority of the
City Council.
E. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS
) None
IV. ALTERNATIVE RECOMMENDATION(S)
o None
V.  ATTACHMENTS
o Council Resolution
VI. PRINCIPAL PARTIES EXPECTED AT MEETING

N/A
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING ACCEPTANCE OF ALL GRANTS AND DONATIONS
RECEIVED BY THE CITY OF RICHFIELD AND TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY TO
ADMINISTER THE FUNDS IN ACCORDANCE WITH GRANT AGREEMENTS AND
TERMS PRESCRIBED BY DONORS

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statute 465.03 reads in part as follows:

Any city, county, school district or town may accept a grant or devise of real
or personal property and maintain such property for the benefit of its citizens in
accordance with the terms prescribed by the donor. Nothing herein shall authorize
such acceptance or use for religious or sectarian purposes. Every acceptance shall
be by resolution of the council adopted by two-thirds majority of its members,
expressing such terms in full, and

WHEREAS, the City of Richfield has received grants and donations as described below:

DATE | DONOR - AMOUNT

June 2010 | Qwest Family and Work Development Grant $1,000

June 2010 | Nancy Nelson and Friends-Wood Lake Grant $11,000

July 2010 | Best Buy Grant-Wood Lake $1,000
July-September 2010 | Lunch Program Federal Reimbursement Grant $56,180
August 2010 | Betty Carr $5,000

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

That the City Council of the City of Richfield hereby accepts all grants and
donations as listed above for the year 2010 and authorizes the City to administer the funds
in accordance with grant agreements and terms prescribed by donors.

Adopted by the City Council of the City of Richfield, Minnesota this 14th day of
December, 2010.

Debbie Goettel, Mayor

ATTEST:

Nancy Gibbs, City Clerk
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ITEM FOR COUNCIL CONSIDERATION:
Consideration of a conditional use permit to allow construction of a 120-foot replacement
antenna tower (replacing the existing 144-foot tower) at the Richfield Municipal Center.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
By Motion: Approve a conditional use permit to allow construction of
a 120-foot replacement antenna tower at 6700 Portland Avenue.

II. BACKGROUND

There is an existing 144-foot antenna tower currently located at the northwest
corner of Richfield City Hall. This tower provides necessary equipment for the
Richfield Public Safety Dispatch Center, Richfield Fire Department paging,
Hennepin County microwave dishes and Sprint cellar antennas. The tower is a
legally nonconforming structure as current regulations require antenna towers to be
of a monopole design and a maximum of 75-feet tall.

As part of the construction of the new Richfield Municipal Center, the existing
antenna tower must be removed and replaced. Given the tower’s status as legally
nonconforming, City regulations allow its replacement at the existing height and
design; however, the City has worked with contractor Motorola to design a tower
that will be less visible, of the preferred monopole design, and shorter. The
replacement tower will be 120-feet tall with the Richfield Fire Department paging
equipment occupying the top-most location on the tower.

121410 - 6700 Portland CUP tower
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BASIS OF RECOMMENDATION

A.

PoLicy

Legally nonconforming structures may be continued, including through repair,
replacement, restoration, maintenance or improvement in accordance with
Section 509.25 of the Zoning Code. While the existing tower could be
replaced as is in accordance with the Code, the City has worked with
contractor Motorola to meet current requirements where possible.

In the Single-Family Residential District (R), telecommunication towers are
conditionally permitted on government, school, utility and institutional site
when in conformance with the applicable provisions of Section 544.25 of the
Zoning Code.

The proposed tower meets co-location, integration, structure-type
(monopole), lighting, advertising and screening requirements. As mentioned
above, current requirements permit towers of up to 75 feet in residential
districts. The legally nonconforming status of the existing tower permits the
replacement of a tower that exceeds this requirement. The new tower will be
24 feet shorter than the existing structure. The current Code also requires
that monopoles maintain a minimum distance of twice the height of the tower
from residential structures. There are two instances where this setback (240
feet) is not met: 416—67th Street and 500-67th Street. In both cases, the
distance between the tower and residential structure is greatly increased and
is permitted based on the legally nonconformmg status of the existing
structure.

CRITICAL TIMING ISSUES

e Approval of a tower is needed very soon in order to keep the
Municipal Center project on time.

FINANCIAL

° N/A

LEGAL

. A public hearing was held before the Planning Commission on
November 22, 2010. No members of the public spoke.

o Notice of the public hearing was published in the Sun Current
Newspaper and sent to residents and property owners within 350 feet
of the affected parcel.

. The Planning Commission recommended approval of the proposed
tower (8-0).

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

° None



ALTERNATIVE RECOMMENDATION(S)

) None

ATTACHMENTS

° Resolution

. Site plan

. Setback exhibit

. Tower equipment exhibit

PRINCIPAL PARTIES EXPECTE]S AT MEETING

° None



