CITY OF RICHFIELD, MINNESOTA
TUESDAY, JULY 28, 2009
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SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL WORKSESSION

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
6700 PORTLAND AVENUE

5:30 P.M.
AGENDA
Call to order
Roll call

1. Discussion regarding stormwater capital improvemént program (Council Memo No. 126).

Notes:

Adjournment A
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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 July 14, 2009; (2) Special
City Council Meeting of July 14, 2009; and (3) Special City Council Worksession of July
20, 2009

PRESENTATIONS

1. Consideration of resolution accepting $1000 grant from Sam’s Club Foundation to
Richfield Fire Services Department

Staff Report No. 141

Notes:

2. Consideration of resolution authorizing Public Safety ’Department/PoIice Division to
accept monetary donation for Safety Day 2009 and 2010

Staff Report No. 142

Notes:

COUNCIL DISCUSSION

3. Council discussion
e Update regarding Neighborhood Inspection Program
¢ 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 modifying electric franchise
fee on Northern States Power dba Xcel Energy for providing electric service within
City of Richfield and scheduling public hearing and second reading for August 11,
2009 S.R. No. 143



B. Consideration of approval of first reading of ordnance modifying gas franchise fee
on CenterPoint Energy for providing gas service within City of Richfield and
scheduling public hearing and second reading for August 11, 2009 S.R. No. 144

C. Consideration of approval of first reading of ordinance amendment to City
Administrative Code Chapter 1, Subsection 100.07 adopting reference to Minnesota
Statutes and Rules and scheduling second reading for August 11, 2009 S.R. No. 145

D. Consideration of approval of contract change order #1 for additional tree removal in

- amount of $19,151 and change order #2 for frost footings under concession stoop

in amount of $2,717.20 for Lincoln Athletic Complex S.R. No. 146

E. Consideration of approval of authorizing Joint Powers Agreement between City of
Richfield and Regional All-Hazards Incident Management Organization S.R. No. 147

F. Consideration of approval of issuance of new on-sale wine and 3.2 percent malt
liquor licenses for Lariat Lanes, 6320 Penn Avenue S.R. No. 148

G. Consideration of approval of temporary on-sale 3.2 percent malt liquor and public
dance licenses for The Church of the Assumption annual Fun Fiesta on August 16,
2009 S.R. No. 149 “

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

Notes:

RESOLUTION

7. Consideration of resolution authorizing option agreement with Accessible Space Inc. for
redevelopment of 7700 Pillsbury Avenue, south portion of former Public Works facility site

Staff Report No. 150

Notes:

- OTHER BUSINESS

8. Consideration of placement of permanent barriers on 64th and 65th Streets at Richfield
Parkway (17th Avenue) for neighborhood west of Cedar Point

Staff Report No. 151

Notes:

9. Consideration of street light user implementation schedule plan and schedule public
hearing on August 25, 2009



Staff Report No. 152

Notes:

10.Consideration of design development phase for new Police/Fire/City Hall facility
- Staff Report No. 153

Notes:

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

11.City Manager's report

Notes:

12. 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:

13. 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.



CITY OF RICHFIELD, MINNESOTA
Office of City Manager

July 23, 2009

Council Memorandum No. 126

The Honorable Mayor
and
Members of the City Council

Subject: Stormwater Capital Improvement Program Update
(Worksession Agenda ltem No. 1)

Council Members:

At the July 28, 2009 Council Worksession, staff and the City’s consultant will discuss
the status of the Stormwater Capital Improvement Program (CIP) outlined in the City’'s
Surface Water Management Plan.

Attached is an excerpt from the CIP Table and feasibility reports completed for projects
No. 2 (68" Street & Oliver Avenue) and No. 4 (65" Street & Newton Avenue). These
reports will be discussed at the worksession.

City Manager

SLD:cak

Attachment

Email: Department Directors
Assistant to the City Manager
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Suite 300
Memorandum Minneapolis, MN 55416

Tel: 763-541-4800
Fax: 763-541-1700

To: Kristen Asher, City of Richfield
Mike Eastling, City of Richfield

From: Pete Willenbring, PE

Date: April 22, 2009

Re: Flood Problem in the Vicinity of 65" Street and Newton Avenue
City of Richfield, MN

WSB Project No. 1532-23

I. Introduction/Purpose

This memorandum has been prepared to present the results of an investigation into a
flooding problem that has been routinely experienced near the intersection of 66™ Street
and Newton Avenue and in backyard areas east and north of this intersection.

During significant rainfall events, water collects near the intersection of 66™ and Newton
Avenue, flows north along Newton Avenue, and eventually overtops the driveway apron
at 6535 Newton Avenue (see Figure 1 and 2). Once this water overtops the driveway
apron, it flows into a large depression that serves as the backyard to residents north of
66" Street along Newton Avenue and Morgan Avenue. Damages in excess of $50,000
can occur when this area floods during major rainfall events.

Some of the homes and businesses along Newton Avenue, Morgan Avenue, or 66 Street
have constructed flood-proofing measures such as block retaining walls or berms to
reduce damages when overflow events occur; however, most are still threatened during
major events.

It is the purpose of this memorandum to discuss various alternatives that are available
address this problem as well as provide a recommendation for the most cost-effective,
feasible alternative to address this issue.

II. Alternatives Considered

As part of this investigation into correcting this flooding problem, a number of
improvement alternatives were evaluated. A discussion of each of these alternatives and
a summary of the findings made is provided below:

ACEC 2008 Firm of the Year

Minneapolis I St. Cloud
Equal Opportunity Employer
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Flood Problem
April 22, 2009

Page 2

Alternative A: Construct Additional Storm Sewers to Carry Flood Waters from the
Area.

This alternative was evaluated and found to not be a cost-effective, feasible alternative to
correcting this problem. Constructing additional storm sewer capacity from the 66™ and
Newton area would likely consist of constructing a trunk line from Newton Avenue north
to 64™ Street and then east all the way to 35W. Any storm sewer system that would be
constructed through this reach would be relatively flat and not able to provide the peak-
flow capacity necessary to prevent flooding in this intersection. Furthermore, the cost for
this type of improvement would be in excess of $10 million, would likely impact
downstream properties with the additional flow rates, and transfer this flooding problem
to another location in the City. For this reason, this alternative is not recommended.

Alternative B: Flood-Proof Structures

The option of allowing water to continue to overflow into these backyard areas but to
prevent damage to the structures through the use of flood-proofing measures was
considered. Options such as installing window wells, sealing walkouts, and raising
foundation elevations were evaluated as part of this analysis. Many of the residents in the
area have already undertaken such measures in an attempt to protect their structures
during periods of heavy rainfall. It should also be noted that for a 100-year rainfall event
of a critical duration, water may pond in the backyard areas to depths exceeding 8 feet in
some locations. This requires the use of rather robust flood-proofing measures that
significantly impact the ability of residents to reasonably use the lower levels of their
homes.

For the above reasons, we found this flood-proofing option to be feasible but somewhat
unreasonable for residents to construct on a site-by-site basis.

Alternative C: Provide an Emergency Overflow for the Area

Another option that is routinely considered when addressing a flood-problem is to find if
there is an opportunity to construct an emergency overflow that would allow water to
leave the area if it reaches an elevation that starts causing flooding in the street. Based on
a review of the topography in the area, no such emergency overflow route or downstream
area that could accommodate this water is available.

Alternative D: Encourage Homeowners to Purchase Flood Insurance

This option provides homeowners with an opportunity to receive payments that may
equal the damages that would periodically occur should their structure flood. This option
is generally found to be cost effective compared to the construction of other public
improvements options because the frequency of flooding is generally low and compared
to the cost of other improvements; the cost benefit of this alternative is generally high.
Generally, from a public policy perspective, this alternative is not generally viewed in a
positive light, as homeowners are still impacted by flood waters.
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Flood Problem
April 22, 2009
Page 3

Alternative E: Construct Additional Storage for Flood Waters in the Backyard
Areas to Protect Structures from Flooding

This alternative (shown on Figure 3) consists of the following:

- Obtaining an easement from property owners over areas that have the lowest
backyards in the area.

- Construct a project, whereby, these low areas would be further depressed to
provide increased flood storage at lower elevations. This flood storage could be
used to contain flood waters at these lower elevations instead of having this water
flood the backyard at a higher elevation and inundate the homes.

- Construct a defined overflow route to take water from the intersections when they
flood to a depth that impacts passing cars.

- Construct a pump or other outlet that would allow for water to be removed from
this depression following a significant event occurring.

- Continue to encourage homeowners to maintain ﬂood—prooﬁng measures around
their homes to a reasonable extent to further reduce the probability structures
would be inundated during significant events.

The implementation of this option would likely require the voluntary dedication of a drainage
casement over selected backyard areas for the purpose of constructing this improvement. Should
property owners not be interested in voluntarily dedicating these easements, condemnation of
property for this purpose may not be deemed reasonable. The cost to construct this alternative is
estimated to range from $250,000 to $400,000.

Recommended Alternative

Based on a review of the alternatives available to address the flooding problem in this location,
we recommend the City further investigate the viability of constructing additional storm water
storage in the backyard areas as a cooperative project between the City and homeowners in this

area (Alternative E).

Depending on the interest by the homeowners of working with the City in constructing such an
improvement and should the homeowners be willing to voluntarily dedicate easements and work
with the City to construct additional storm water storage in the backyard areas of their property,
this is the most cost-effective, feasible alternative to correct this flooding problem.

We estimate the cost to construct this additional storage to range from $250,000 to $400,000.

sm/tsf
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