Mayor:

Address:

Dan Roe

2660 Civic Center Dr.
Roseville, MN 55113

Councilmembers:

Jason Etten
Wayne Groff
Julie Strahan
Robert Willmus

City Council Agenda
Monday, January 31, 2022
6:00 p.m.

Phone:

651-792-7000
Website:

www.cityofroseville.com

Following guidance from state health
officials, City Council Members may
participate in upcoming meetings
electronically pursuant to Minn Stat.
13D.021.
Members of the public who wish speak
during public comment or an agenda
item during this meeting can
do so virtually by registering at:
www.cityofroseville.com/attendmeeting
1.

6:00

P.M.

Roll Call

Voting & Seating Order: Willmus, Strahan, Etten, Groff, and Roe

2.

6:01

P.M.

Pledge of Allegiance

3.

6:02

P.M.

Approve Agenda

4.

6:03

P.M.

Public Comment

5.

6:10

P.M.

Recognitions and Donations

5.A.

Black History Month Proclamation
Documents:
PROCLAMATION.PDF

5.B.

Proclamation of Optimist Day
Documents:
PROCLAMATION.PDF

5.C.

Introduction of Tim Hunt, Police Community Relations Specialist
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION.PDF

6.
7.

6:25

P.M.

Items Removed from Consent Agenda

Business Items

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION.PDF
6.
7.

6:25

P.M.

Items Removed from Consent Agenda

Business Items

7.A.

6:30 P.M. Consider a Mayoral Proclamation of Local Emergency, City
Council Extension of Local Emergency, and Council Resolution for a Face
Covering Mandate
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF
BENCH HANDOUT.PDF
BENCH HANDOUT 2.PDF

7.B.

Presumptive Penalty Approval BP Gas Station (3110
Cleveland Avenue)
7:10

P.M.

Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF
7.C.

7:20

P.M.

Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting with the City

Council
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF
BENCH HANDOUT .PDF
7.D.

Joint meeting with the Planning Commission to discuss the
next phase of the Zoning Code update
7:50

P.M.

Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF
7.E.

8:20 P.M. Consider the proposed ‘Victoria Shores’ preliminary major plat
subdividing the development site into nine lots for single-family, detached
homes and shared access to Lake Owasso as a conditional use
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF
BENCH HANDOUT.PDF

8.

Council Direction on Councilmember Initiated Agenda Items

9.

10.
10.A.

8:40 P.M. Approval of City Council Minutes
Approve City Council Minutes from January 10, 2022
8:45

P.M.

Approve Consent Agenda

AP-Approval of Payments
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENT.PDF

10.B.

Approval of 2 Temporary Gambling Permits, and 1 Temporary On-Sale

10.A.

AP-Approval of Payments
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENT.PDF

10.B.

Approval of 2 Temporary Gambling Permits, and 1 Temporary On-Sale
Liquor License
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF

10.C.

Receive City Grant Applications Update
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF

10.D.

Adopt a Resolution to Authorize Preparation of Feasibility Report of
County Road B Reconstruction Project
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENT.PDF

10.E.

Approve Pipeline License Agreement with BNSF Railway Company for
Sanitary Sewer at Lexington Avenue and County Road C
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENT.PDF

10.F.

Authorize Application for 2022 Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) Funds
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENT.PDF

10.G.

2022 AmeriCorps Heading Home Corps Partnership Continuation
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENT.PDF

10.H.

Acceptance of a “Preparing for Emerald Ash Borer (EAB)” Grant from the
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Documents:
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF

11.

12.

8:50 P.M. Future Agenda Review, Communications, Reports, and
Announcements - Council and City Manager
8:55

P.M.

Adjourn

5.a

Black History Month
February 2022
Whereas:
The City of Roseville is committed to recognizing and honoring the
contributions of all members of our communities; and
Whereas:
Negro History Week was established in 1926 by Dr. Carter Godwin
Woodson as a way to neutralize the deliberate distortion of Black History; and
Whereas:
This movement grew over the years to Black History Month to give an
objective and scholarly balance in American and World History; and
Whereas:
The Month of February was selected as Black History Month because it
marks the birth of Frederick Douglas, W.E.B. DuBois, Langston Hughes, and Abraham
Lincoln, leaders whose actions greatly impacted the lives of the American Black
population; and
Whereas:
The contributions African Americans made and continue to make to our
nation’s economic strength as well as to our history, music, arts, national defense from the
Revolutionary War to present-Day military operations, written words and discoveries, and
inventions are often overlooked; and
Whereas:
On January 1, 1863, the Emancipation Proclamation set the United States on
the path of ending slavery. On August 28, 1963, hundreds of thousands of Americans of all
backgrounds joined the March on Washington which was led by Martin Luther King, Jr.,
Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC), James Framer; Congress of Racial
Equality (CORE), John Lewis; Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC), A.
Phillip Randolph; Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, Roy Wilkins; National Association
for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), and Whitney Young, Jr. (National
Urban League) in pursuit of jobs, justice and freedom to the Memorial of Abraham Lincoln,
the author of the Emancipation Proclamation, in pursuit of freedom and equality for all; and
Whereas:
Despite all the progress, the legacy of slavery and segregation still persists in
our nation in the forms of Mass Incarceration, the school to prison pipeline, racial profiling,
educational inequalities, housing and employment discrimination, racism and bias; and
Whereas:

In 2022, Black History Month honors Black Health and Wellness; and

Whereas:
The City of Roseville invites all members of the Roseville Community to
renew their commitment to ensuring racial equality, understanding and justice and to
participate in activities designed to advance the cause of freedom and equality for all.

Now, Therefore Be It Resolved that the City Council hereby declare February 2022 to be Black
History Month in the City of Roseville, County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, U.S.A.
In Witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Seal of the City of Roseville
be affixed this January 31, 2022.

________________________
Mayor Daniel J. Roe

Item 5.b

Optimist Day
Whereas: The Roseville Optimist Club was chartered in January 2017 and has a five year track
record; and
Whereas: The Roseville Optimist Club’s Mission is to bring out the best in our Youth,
Community, and Ourselves by providing hope and positive vision; and
Whereas: The Roseville Optimist Club has grown to be a highly successful community
organization numbering over 100 members and provides a number of programs and projects to
fulfill its mission; and
Whereas: The Roseville Optimist Club has initiated two important long term programs: The
Character Education and Development Initiative and The Civic Education and Engagement
Program; and
Whereas: The Roseville Optimist Club’s Vision is to continue to grow in size, service, and
stature; and
Whereas: The first Thursday of February is recognized and celebrated as Optimist Day in the
Optimist International Organization of over 2000 Optimist local clubs;.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Roseville City Council recognizes February
3, 2022 as Optimist Day in the City of Roseville
In Witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Seal of the City of Roseville
be affixed this 31st day of January, 2022.

Mayor Daniel J. Roe

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
5.c
Department Approval

Item Description:
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

City Manager Approval

Introduction of Tim Hunt, Police Community Relations Specialist

BACKGROUND

Tim Hunt joined the Roseville Police Department on December 28, 2021 as the Roseville Police
Department’s Community Relations Specialist. This position was previously held by Corey Yunke who
recently was selected as the City’s Community Relations Manager. Tim will be responsible for assisting
with the planning and implementation of engagement and outreach and other police communication
activities.

11

Tim attended Como Park Senior High School. He holds a Bachelor’s degree in Communication Studies
from Bethel University and is working towards a Master’s degree in Strategic Communications from
Concordia University. He most recently served three years as an Airport Police Officer and has consulting
experience specializing in videography and photography.

12

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION

8
9
10

13

Informational only.

14

Prepared by:

Erika Scheider, Chief of Police

Page 1 of 1

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
7.a
Department Approval

City Manager Approval

Item Description: Consider a Mayoral Proclamation of Local Emergency, City Council Extension of
Local Emergency, and Council Resolution for a Face Covering Mandate
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

BACKGROUND
At the January 24, 2022 meeting, members of the City Council directed staff to bring forward a
resolution to require the wearing of masks indoors in areas accessible to the public to prevent the
spread of COVID. On July 21, 2020, Roseville adopted a resolution requiring that a face covering
be worn in indoor publically accessible areas throughout the city, with some exceptions. This
requirement was superseded once the State of Minnesota instituted a statewide masking requirement.
For the current consideration, staff has based the proposed 2022 resolution on the previous face
covering requirement that was implemented by the City in 2020.
The spread of COVID-19 continues throughout the state and the United States even with mitigation
efforts and vaccine availability. The spread of the COVID-19 omicron variant has resulted in a sharp
increase in positive cases for both vaccinated and unvaccinated persons. As of January 24, 2022,
Ramsey County is experiencing COVID test positivity rate of 21.5%. A positivity rate of 10% is
considered high transmission. Additionally, as of January 24, 2022, Ramsey County is experiencing
1,459 new COVID cases per week per 100,000 residents. A 100 or more cases per week per
100,000 residents is considered high transmission.
In the past month, several Minnesota cities have adopted a mandatory face covering requirement. A
listing of those cities and length of its mandate is listed below.
Minneapolis – In place until rescinded by the Mayor
Golden Valley – In place until rescinded by the City Council
Rochester- February 7, 2022
Duluth – Expires February 12, 2022
Hopkins – Expires February 13, 2022
St. Paul – Expires February 15, 2022
St. Louis Park – Expires February 22, 2022
Minnetonka – Expires March 19, 2022
In order for the City Council to approve an immediate requirement that face coverings must be worn
in indoor publically accessible places, a local emergency must first be declared. (In the alternative,
the Council may enact an ordinance to that effect, but such action would be subject to statutory
posting requirements and waiting periods.) Mayor Roe has instructed staff to include a draft
declaration that he will consider signing after City Council discussion on requiring face coverings in
the city. (Attachment A). Once the Mayor declares a local emergency, the City Council must pass a
resolution to extend the local emergency beyond 3 days. A draft resolution extending the local
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37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57

emergency is included as Attachment B. (Please note that the expiration date of the local emergency
has been left blank in the documents. The Mayor and City Council will need to make that
determination).
Once the local emergency is established and the duration specified, the City Council can consider
passing a resolution instituting a mandatory face covering requirement in Roseville. Staff and the
City Attorney has drafted a resolution for the City Council’s consideration. (Attachment C). As with
the other documents, the current draft resolution does not specify a date for how long the face
covering requirement shall be in place. Therefore, as part of the consideration, the City Council
should discuss how long the requirements shall remain in place and any other changes they would
like to make to the resolution.
POLICY OBJECTIVE
To discuss whether the City of Roseville should have a mandatory face covering requirement due to
the COVID-19 pandemic.
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
Not applicable
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff requests the City Council discuss the desire to create a mandatory face covering requirement
and if so, under what parameters one should be imposed.
REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Will be based on discussion.
Prepared by:

Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager (651) 792-7021

Attachments:

A:
B:
C:
D:
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Draft Mayoral Proclamation Declaring a Local Emergency
Draft resolution extending the period of the Local Emergency
Draft resolution requiring the use of face coverings in Roseville
Emails regarding Roseville adopting a mandatory face covering order

Attachments A and B

MAYOR’S PROCLAMATION DECLARING A LOCAL EMERGENCY
WHEREAS, the Mayor of Roseville finds that the following situation exists:
•
•
•

World Health Organization has declared a novel coronavirus- COVID-19 as a Pandemic.
Cases of the COVID-19 continue to increase at a rapid rate, due to variant strains
including the Omicron variant, stressing the local healthcare system and threatening the
health, safety, and welfare of the general public.
There is an emergent need to expand our local response to the growing needs of the
community we serve.

WHEREAS, the Mayor finds that the situation is sudden and unforeseen and could not have been
anticipated;
WHEREAS, the Mayor finds that conditions in the City of Roseville have worsened considerably as
a result of the situation;
WHEREAS, the Mayor finds that the situation threatens the health, safety, and welfare of the
citizens of the community;
WHEREAS, the Mayor finds that traditional sources of relief are not able to repair or prevent the
injury or loss.
Therefore, pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 12.29 the Mayor hereby declares this situation to be a local
emergency effective at
p.m. on January 31, 2022.
This declaration of a local emergency will invoke the City’s disaster plan. The portions that are
necessary for response to and recovery from the emergency must be used, including but not
limited to emergency regulations by way of further resolution and order.

Mayor Daniel J. Roe
ATTEST:
City Manager Patrick Trudgeon
Presented to the Mayor at
January, 2022.

p.m. on this 31st day of January, 2022. Approved this 31st day of

Attachments A and B

RESOLUTION NO. _______
EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING
OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
**************** *
Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was duly held on the 31st day of January, 2022, at
6:00 p.m.
The following members were present: Willmus, Strahan, Groff, Etten, and Roe; and the
following members were absent: None.
Member

introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:
RESOLUTION TO EXTEND PERIOD OF LOCAL EMERGENCY

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statute § 12.29, subd. 1 allows the governing body of a local
government to extend the period of a local emergency declared pursuant to Minnesota
Statute § 12.29, subd. 1.
WHEREAS, the Mayor of Roseville has found that the following emergency situation exists:
•
•
•

World Health Organization has declared a novel coronavirus- COVID-19 as a Pandemic.
Cases of the COVID-19 continue to increase at a rapid rate, due to variant strains
including the Omicron variant, stressing the local healthcare system and threatening the
health, safety, and welfare of the general public.
There is an emergent need to expand our local response to the growing needs of the
community we serve.

WHEREAS, on January 31, 2022 the Mayor has declared that the situation constitutes a local
emergency;
WHEREAS, the City Council agrees with the Mayor’s findings and further finds that the local
emergency will last for more than three days;
BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council that:
1) The local emergency is recognized as continuing until _______, 2022.
2) This declaration of a local emergency will invoke the City’s Emergency Management Plan.
The portions that are necessary for response to and recovery from the emergency must be used,
including but not limited to the issuance of emergency regulations by way of further resolution
and order.

Attachments A and B

The motion was duly seconded by Member
and upon vote being taken
thereon, the following voted in favor thereof ___________________ and the following voted
against: _____________.
WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.

Attachments A and B

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, County
of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the attached and
foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on the 31st day of
January, 2022, with the original thereof on file in my office.
WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 31st day of January, 2022.

Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager
(SEAL)

Attachment C

RESOLUTION NO. ________
EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING
OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
**************** *
Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was duly held on __st day of January, 2022, at 6:00
p.m.
The following members were present: Willmus, Strahan, Groff, Etten, and Roe; and the
following members were absent: None.
Member

introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:

RESOLUTION TO ISSUE EMERGENCY REGULATION MANDATING FACE
COVERINGS IN PLACES OF PUBLIC ACCOMODATION DURING A LOCAL
EMERGENCY
WHEREAS, on January 31, 2022 the Mayor of Roseville has declared that a local emergency is in
effect;
WHEREAS, on January 31, 2022 the city council found that immediate action to respond to
the on-going COVID-19 pandemic is needed in order to protect the health, safety, and welfare
of the community and adopted a resolution extending the local emergency to _____________;
WHEREAS, as of January 24, 2022, Ramsey County is experiencing COVID test positivity
rate of 21.5%. A positivity rate of 10% is considered high transmission;
WHEREAS, as of January 24, 2022, Ramsey County is experiencing 1,459 new COVID cases
per week per 100,000 residents, while 100 or more cases per week per 100,000 residents is
considered high transmission;
WHEREAS, the CDC and the Minnesota Department of Health continue to advise that
the best protection against community spread of COVID-19 includes the use of face
coverings and social distancing, regardless of vaccination status; and,
WHEREAS, pursuant to the emergency powers incorporated into Minnesota Statutes Chapter 12,
as well as governing authority contained within Minnesota Statutes Chapter 412 and City Code
Title 1, the City Council of the City of Roseville is authorized to enact measures to protect the
health, safety, and welfare of the general public within its borders.
BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council, pursuant to all of its lawful powers and duties and
obligations, that:
1. All individuals, while present within the City of Roseville, shall wear a face covering in
indoor areas accessible to the public, unless specifically exempted herein.

Attachment C

“Indoor areas accessible to the public” shall include: spaces of public accommodation;
public transportation; common areas in multi-family residential and multi-tenant office
buildings; and all City facilities.
2.

Exemptions. This Order does not apply to:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.
i.
j.
k.

l.
m.

Facilities operated by the County, State or Federal Government.
Personal Care Services/Salons that already have State face covering requirements.
Medical facilities that already have face covering requirements.
Children five years of age or younger.
Individuals actively eating or drinking.
Individuals temporarily removing the face covering for identification purposes.
Individuals unable to wear a face covering due to religious, medical, disability, or
developmental reasons.
Individuals speaking to an audience, whether in person or through broadcast, as long as
the speaker remains six feet or more away from other individuals.
Individuals speaking to someone who is deaf or hard of hearing and requires the mouth
to be visible to communicate.
Participants in youth and adult sports, as defined by the City of Roseville, are exempt
from this Order but subject to all requirements under the State's Executive Orders.
Indoor athletic facilities shall follow CDC and Minnesota Department of Health
guidelines. Patrons are not currently required to wear face coverings or masks while
actively participating in permitted athletic activities, but are encouraged to wear face
coverings when not actively training.
Places of worship.
Public and private school facilities.

3. Enforcement. This Order shall be enforced as follows:
a. Any individual who fails to comply with this Order shall be instructed to either comply with
this Order or leave the property by an authorized representative of the business or
organization and, if present, law enforcement personnel. If the subject individual refuses to
comply with such lawful demand, law enforcement personnel are authorized enforce any
relevant and applicable state law or city code, including but not limited to trespassing laws.
b. The City of Roseville reserves the right to enforce any relevant and applicable state law or
city code by way of Ramsey County District Court complaint or citation or as an
administrative offense under Chapter 102 of City Code.
c. Businesses and organizations may rely on an individual's statements if they claim to be
exempt from the Order due to religious, medical, disability, or developmental reasons.
d. Any business violating this Order shall be subject to administrative action for any licenses
they possess with the City.
4. For purposes of this Order, "face covering" shall mean a manufactured or homemade cloth, paper or
plastic covering that fully covers an individual's nose and mouth, secured to the head with ties or
straps or simply wrapped around the lower face. The terms "mask" and "face covering" are
synonymous.

Attachment C

5. For purposes of this Order, a “space of public accommodation” means a business, refreshment,
entertainment, or recreation facility, or an institution of any kind, whether licensed or not, whose
goods, services, facilities, privileges, advantages, or accommodations are extended, offered, sold, or
otherwise made available to the public. Examples include bars, restaurants, retail stores, rental
establishments, City of Roseville government buildings, and service establishments as well as gyms,
workout facilities, recreational facilities, and service centers. This definition includes establishments
and facilities that offer food and beverage not for on-premises consumption, including grocery
stores, markets, convenience stores, pharmacies, drug stores, and food pantries.
6. All employers of businesses that are spaces of public accommodation, as defined by this Order, shall
require their employees to wear a face covering whenever such employees have face-to-face contact
with the public.
7. The requirement in this Order that face-coverings be worn in certain circumstances is intended to
add to (and not substitute for) other practices (such as hand washing, staying home when sick, and
maintaining appropriate physical distancing of at least six feet) as recommended by public health
officials to minimize the spread of COVID-19.
8. It is recommended that any individual cover their nose and mouth with a mask or a cloth face
covering when physical distancing standards or at least six feet of separation cannot be maintained
among all individuals in accordance with CDC guidelines when in outdoor spaces.
9. Owners or managers of property subject to this Order shall post written notice of this Order at all
points used by the public to access the property.
10. Businesses and organizations are encouraged to provide masks for customers at no or nominal cost.
11. This amended order takes effect at ____ p.m. on _______________, 2022, and continues until ____
p.m. on ___________, 2022, unless hereafter rescinded or extended or modified by Council action.

The motion was duly seconded by Member
and upon vote being taken
thereon, the following voted in favor thereof__________________; and the following voted against:
_____________.
WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.

Attachment C

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, County
of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the attached and
foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on the 31st day of
January, 2022, with the original thereof on file in my office.
WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 31st day of January, 2022.

Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager
(SEAL)

Attachment D
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Tuesday, December 28, 2021 12:51:04 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask Mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Janet S Beneke

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Given the current example from New York of what the Omicron
Covid variant can do, and our already burdened healthcare
systems, now is the time for the Roseville City Council to
reinstitute a mask mandate for businesses and other public
indoor spaces. Once we see the exponential rise in cases, it will
be too late.
I was in Byerlys this morning and noted that 10-20% of
customers were not wearing masks. The manager told me they
can do nothing about it without a City or State mandate. I am a
fully vaccinated individual and provide childcare for my

Attachment D

grandchildren who are not yet old enough to be vaccinated. I
cannot afford even an asymptomatic infection which could be
passed to them. So I will not enter a store in Roseville until the
Omicron surge subsides, even with my N95 mask on, unless
there is a mandate and others in our community are required to
act responsibly.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

Attachment D
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Friday, January 21, 2022 12:00:01 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

mask mandate

Contact Information

Name:

nancy triplett

Address:
City:

SAINT PAUL

State:

MN

Zip:

551082215

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Greetings: I live in St. Paul (adjacent to Como Golf Course) but
do much of my shopping, etc., in Roseville. I just came from the
Target Store on County Road B and was astounded to see so
many shoppers not wearing masks! I respectfully urge you to join
other metro communities, including suburbs, to adopt mask
requirements for indoor shopping and dining in Roseville. (I
personally wouldn't object to providing proof of vaccination
before being allowed to enter stores, but I know that's not going
to happen.)

Attachment D

Thank you.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

Attachment D

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Trudgeon
Katie Bruno
FW: Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 24, 2022 11:19:30 AM

----------------------------------------------Patrick Trudgeon | City Manager
O: 651.792-7021 | | F: 651.792.7020
pat.trudgeon@cityofroseville.com

2660 Civic Center Drive | Roseville, MN 55113
Facebook | Twitter | YouTube

----------------------------------------------------

From: noreply@civicplus.com <noreply@civicplus.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 6, 2022 10:53 AM
To: *RVCouncil <city.council@cityofroseville.com>; Rebecca Olson
<Rebecca.Olson@cityofroseville.com>; Pat Trudgeon <Pat.Trudgeon@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Masks

Contact Information

Name:

Julie Alt

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer to
be contacted? Remember

No Reply Necessary
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Attachment D

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Trudgeon
Katie Bruno
FW: Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 24, 2022 11:18:08 AM

----------------------------------------------Patrick Trudgeon | City Manager
O: 651.792-7021 | | F: 651.792.7020
pat.trudgeon@cityofroseville.com

2660 Civic Center Drive | Roseville, MN 55113
Facebook | Twitter | YouTube

----------------------------------------------------

From: noreply@civicplus.com <noreply@civicplus.com>
Sent: Friday, January 7, 2022 5:14 PM
To: *RVCouncil <city.council@cityofroseville.com>; Rebecca Olson
<Rebecca.Olson@cityofroseville.com>; Pat Trudgeon <Pat.Trudgeon@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Roseville mask mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Laura Djevi

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer to
be contacted? Remember

No Reply Necessary

Attachment D

Attachment D
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Tuesday, January 25, 2022 6:14:41 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Support for mask mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Sara Wessling

Address:

586 Heinel Drive

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:
Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

As the parent of a 4 year old child who is not yet eligible to be
vaccinated and as a person with medical conditions that make
me high risk for serious medical issues if I contract COVID-19 I
ask the council to support implementation of a mask mandate in
Roseville. I will be safer and my family will be safer if more
people wear masks in public settings and businesses. I
encourage you to act in the best interests of those in our
community who are most vulnerable. Thank you for your
consideration.

Attachment D
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Wednesday, January 26, 2022 1:18:39 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask Mandate Vote --- YES!

Contact Information

Name:

Linda M. Strahan

Address:

1988 Wheeler ST. N.

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I would applaud the City Council if indeed they would pass a city
wide mask mandate. Taking care of the populous in the midst of
a public health crisis is not political, it is common sense.
Government should be taking a lead as their charge is to
"promote the general welfare and provide for the common
defense" of the people.
PLEASE PASS A MASK MANDATE!

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City

Attachment D
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Wednesday, January 26, 2022 9:23:53 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask Mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Alan Holasek

Address:

1620 Hwy 36 W

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

On December 13, 2021, New York state reimposed a statewide
mask mandate. Afterward, omicron cases still skyrocketed to
record levels in New York state. At one point, New York
accounted for one third of all covid cases nationwide despite
reimposing a mask mandate. I would encourage you to look at
the case graphs for covid cases in New York for verification.
Omicron is more than 100 times more transmissible than the
original covid variant, but also 80% less deadly. This shown by
the fact that in MN death rates are way down compared to this

Attachment D

time last year (during the last covid spike). Masks do not slow the
spread of omicron and will only make everybody's lives more
difficult.
Please follow the science and don't reimpose a mask mandate.
Thank You

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Thursday, January 27, 2022 6:59:57 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask Mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Shana Crosson

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I would like to voice my support for a mask mandate in Roseville
for the immediate future. Clearly, COVID is still here as
evidenced by the Roseville Schools going virtual for two weeks.
My family is avoiding shopping at major Roseville retailers
because of the lack of masks. I realize that a mandate won’t
make everyone wear a mask but it sends a strong message that
the City of Roseville takes the health of its citizens seriously.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such

as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Trudgeon
Katie Bruno
FW: Masks
Monday, January 31, 2022 8:44:29 AM

From: Julie Strahan <juliemariestrahan@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 28, 2022 6:26 PM
To: Pat Trudgeon <Pat.Trudgeon@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Fwd: Masks

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Please share with council.
Thanks, Julie
---------- Forwarded message ---------From: anne hamre
Date: Friday, Januar
Subject: Masks
To: Dan Roe <dan.roe@cityofroseville.com>, "jason.etten@gmail.com"
<jason.etten@gmail.com>, Wayne Groff <Wayne.Groff@cityofroseville.com>, Julie Strahan
<juliemariestrahan@gmail.com>, "rwillmus@msn.com" <rwillmus@msn.com>
Hello, I tried using the online form but it would not submit.
We are in favor of a mask requirement for public indoor spaces. It would have been better to
do this a few weeks ago, but as the saying goes, the second best time to do it is now. I have
not been seeing a lot of masking, unfortunately, on my quick trips to Petco, Walgreens etc.
Thank you,
Anne Hamre & Jerry Hopkins

-Julie Strahan
(612) 306-0160
juliemariestrahan@gmail.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Thursday, January 27, 2022 2:14:47 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask Mandates (Counsel Agenda for Jan 31, 2022)

Contact Information

Name:

Jon Henderson

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

In looking at the next counsel agenda, I see the counsel is
moving to instate a local emergency in order to re-impose a
mask mandate. I oppose this movement. Currently, anyone and
everyone can wear a mask if they so choose. Those who choose
not to wear a mask are explicitly assuming the risk (or lack
thereof) of not doing so.
The latest variant of Covid has proven that not even three (3)
does of cutting edge state-of-the-art billion dollar
pharmaceuticals can prevent someone from getting and

spreading Covid. Face covering, while emotionally comforting for
some, is little more than a virtue signal. Vaccines and boosters
are available to mitigate symptoms for those who choose to do
so.
I ask the counsel to avoid requiring masks to allow the people of
Roseville the ability to manage their own risks and act according
to their own conscience without coercing those who differ from
themselves.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Friday, January 28, 2022 11:09:42 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

City of Roseville Mask Mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Diane Hilden

Address:
City:

St Paul

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Given reliable scientific evidence I highly recommend that the
City of Roseville initiate a mandatory face mask ordinance until
the current pandemic ends. Thoughtful compassionate Roseville
residents deserve protection again the current (and possibly
future) medical threats posed by what many residents consider
irresponsible behaviors from non-maskers.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act

and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Thursday, January 27, 2022 8:45:30 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask mandates

Contact Information

Name:

Wole Johnson

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

As a resident of 6 years in Roseville, I have noticed that the City
chooses to follow Minneapolis and St. Paul on several policy
decisions. I respectfully ask that this trend will stop with Mask
mandates and any future discussions of proof of vaccine
requirements. Please do not implement these measures under
the pressure of following others. Please follow the science. I
have 4 young children and want to provide them a public
community experience not driven by fear of low risk activities.
Our whole family had covid over the holidays and recovered. Our
natural immunity according to the CDC should last at least 90

days. Please trust the people of this community to make
reasonable choices regarding ourselves, our children, covering
our faces in public and immunization against a virus we are
already immune to. Thank you.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Thursday, January 27, 2022 2:09:33 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask Mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Michael Kruse

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Mayor and Council,
I will try to keep this email short, but I am writing to you to
express my opposition to your proposed mask mandate
ordinance on the next Council meeting agenda. I understand that
it seems like elected officials often feel the need to be seen as
"doing something" about the pandemic, but two years into this
situation, with vaccines and booster shots available to all those
who want them and the likelihood of death reduced to almost
nothing amongst the vaccinated/boosted general public, this

action is overbearing and unnecessary. For the record, I am
vaccinated and boosted, as is my entire family. The CDC has
said cloth masks are ineffective against Omicron and basically
only a properly worn N95 provides a high level of protection
against this airborne virus. In my opinion, this action you are
proposing really just amounts to a "feel-good" ordinance with no
practical effect. If people choose to wear masks or a business
owner decides to require it, I'm fine with that, but the government
needs to stop telling people what to do because all it does is
invites a backlash and has minimal positive benefit. I firmly
believe the practical outcome of this action will simply serve to
further divide and anger the general populace and encourage
you not to enact this. I would also note that all available data
already show the virus case rate is starting a decline, which
follows the experience of the U.K. and South Africa where the
Omicron was spreading before the U.S. and the data clearly
show declining rates of hospitalization and death. If you want to
do something I would suggest passing an ordinance "strongly
encouraging" citizens to get vaccinated, boosted, and wear an
N95 mask, but not mandating it. Thank you.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Saturday, January 29, 2022 10:51:33 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Masking

Contact Information

Name:

Deborah Mosby

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Please support our citizens by maintaining strict policies about
masking and vaccination. How many more Roseville citizens
must die because of people who are ignoring the science?
Thank you

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Friday, January 28, 2022 4:22:31 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Bruce Ona

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

There should be no medical mandates and no mask mandates in
Roseville. My medical decisions are between my Doctor’s of
choice and me. Government is not my Doctor.
I am a healthy Roseville resident, yet I suffered from a respiratory
issue for 4 weeks from inhaling the plastic microfibers that came
loose in the surgical mask.
Dr. Samuel Corrielus, a Philadelphia based cardiologist, who was
cited as an expert by MSN news stated, “In the case of the

surgical masks which are made of non woven fabric, the
exposure for some people can trigger an asthma-like
inflammatory response in the lungs.” “This is likely due to the
inhalation of the microfibers in the material that forms the
masks.”
Also part of this expert panel on MSN was Dr. Esteban Kosak
who noted prolonged wearing a mask can greatly weaken the
immune system. He stated “Scientific investigations have proven
that a prolonged denial of enough oxygen in the body can cripple
the ability of our immune system to tackle infections which is
even worse with older and younger people”.
Also part of this MSN panel of experts was Dr. Lili Barsky who
shared any activities that result in the expulsion of air, such as
talking, singing, and exercising can result “in the accumulation of
carbon dioxide between the face and the mask.” This causes
shortness of breath, lightheadedness.
Also part of this panel of experts on MSN was Dr. Rashmi
Byakodi said that “breathing over exhaled air that turns into
carbon dioxide might make you feel dizzy.” And he said long term
wearing of masks can result in prolonged, repeated episodes of
headaches.
Also as part of this panel of experts on MSN Dr. Leann Piston
stated “Headaches May occur due to the tight band fitting around
the head all day, stress from breathing through the mask, or
slight changes in oxygen and carbon dioxide levels in the blood”.
If the city council wants to wear masks all day that is your choice
but it is not your place to force tax payers and citizens of
Roseville to risk our good health from mandatory mask wearing.
No thank you.
Thanks,
Bruce Ona

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Saturday, January 29, 2022 2:29:42 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

new? mask mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Ronna

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Hello Roseville Council,
I am writing as a concerned citizen and parent. We have children
in Roseville schools. We live and shop and eat and spend our
money in Roseville.
I have seen that your council will be voting this coming Monday
(1/31/22) on possibly re-instating a mask mandate.
I would urge you to vote "No" on a mask mandate for the City of
Roseville.
We are on year #3 of this "pandemic" and in case you have not

read the research, masks are not effective against a tiny virus
particle.
Please don't try to make decisions for 37,000 people when you
do not know what medical issues people are dealing with. People
with asthma, people with heart problems, breathing problems,
claustrophobia, etc. This will be overstepping your bounds and
infringing on people's personal space and choice.
I don't know how many thousands of people visit and shop and
eat in Roseville, but many will not want to continue doing that,
knowing they will "have" to wear a mask, if the mandate goes
into effect.
Let's get back to freedom, with No restrictions. Viruses will never
be controlled or stopped. We can't pretend to try to stop them.
Thank you.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Thursday, January 27, 2022 2:39:19 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Face Covering/Local Emergency new mandate

Contact Information

Name:

eric schwartz

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I am reading that the council is asking the Mayor to declare a
new emergency to reinstate a mask mandate.
I am asking you to please do not do this. I will not pretend to be
an epidemiologist nor a constitutional lawyer, just a citizen with
an opinion.
1. I believe you are a day late and a dollar short on this. The
surge is here and by the time you get this in place, it's too late.
It's theater.

2. There are more loopholes on who doesn't need to wear one
that it's just a hassle to the people who do. An example is people
need to wear one when working with the public, is this saying
that the virus knows the difference between when a worker is
talking with a co-worker rather than a customer? As well, school
athletics has successfully lobbied not to be included, but seems
spitting and breathing heavy moves things faster and farther, but
as I said, I am not an epidemiologist.
3. I see no protections in place for workers here, nor do I see
help for people to get tested by the place declaring the mandate.
In the end, this has been 2 years. People have made their
decisions. So many places in town ask that we respect the
workers and others and put on a mask and so many of us are
okay with doing that at their request. Please don't again turn this
into a divisive issue where people whom you can't protect are
going to get hurt for this.
Thank you for your time and I hope you take this opinion into
account when you make your decision on this mandate up for a
vote.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Friday, January 28, 2022 4:37:23 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask Mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Linda M. Strahan

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:
Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I urge the mayor and city council to put a mask mandate in place.
Many people are still immunocompromised despite being fully
vaxxed and boosted. For those and youngsters under 5, we
should stay vigilant and caring about the risks they face. Showing
consideration and compassion by wearing a mask --a very small
inconvenience for most-- is the very least we can do to as
individuals to help others in these uncertain times.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such

as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Friday, January 28, 2022 8:26:18 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Stop the madness of mask mandates!!!

Contact Information

Name:

Jill Thompson

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Letter

Email Address:
Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Dear city council members,
As you all well know by now, masks (especially the way we are
using them) do not stop the spread of Covid-19.
And, I am truly sick and tired of government trying to control my
life as it relates to this virus.
Please stop the madness and vote NO on requiring masking in
the city of Roseville!!!
Sincerely,

Jill Thompson

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 31, 2022 3:23:48 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

City Council Meeting Jan 31

Contact Information

Name:

Debbie Johnson

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:
Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Dear Mayor Dan Roe and Roseville City Council,
Thank you for your service to our city and for your concern for
the wellbeing of our community.
Regarding the proposal to declare a state of emergency in order
to impose a mask mandate, I ask that you refrain from both.
Covid cases are clearly very high right now, and I along with
many others wait for those numbers to recede. However, I do not
understand from your explanation that the state of emergency is

justified. From what I understand, you want to impose a mask
mandate and so are hoping to declare a state of emergency.
Perhaps I am not aware of the full effects that covid is having on
our systems, but those hard facts--with examples--need to be
made clear prior to going to the extent of declaring an
emergency. Do we not have enough firemen, police, and
paramedics to serve the city? Are we unable to run our schools?
Are our nearby hospitals at or near the point of rationing care?
From what I know, Roseville schools are back to in-person
learning this week. I haven't heard anything about the other
examples I cited above being true. I have also heard that the
public health officials think we have reached a peak in covid
cases. So why are we declaring an emergency?
We braced ourselves for Omicron, having two years of
experience with this pandemic, and maybe we've gotten through
the worst of it. I give you the benefit of the doubt that your actions
are well intentioned, but frankly, if the concern is primarily the
number of covid cases, this seems like a very late proposal, and
so I wonder why it is even being raised.
I am discouraged to see the emergency powers being used at
this time. Please be more clear about why a current state of
emergency is justified.
Thank you.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 31, 2022 3:28:04 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

NO MASK MANDATE

Contact Information

Name:

Joe Nguyen

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:
Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I am getting sick of these mandates! No one follows them
anyway.
Do not pass this!

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 31, 2022 2:35:47 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

mask mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Denise Schoster

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:

Field not completed.

Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I am writing in support of a mask mandate for Roseville. Beyond
being vaccinated and boosted, it is a scientifically proven method
to decrease the number of covid infections. Even though
COVID19 is getting less lethal on an individual-level, COVID19 is
also getting more transmissible. Thank you.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 31, 2022 2:50:50 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

NO MASK MANDATE

Contact Information

Name:

Fran Stage

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I heard there is consideration to impose a mask mandate in
Roseville and the vote is tonight.
Do not bow to the low percent of citizens that are asking for this.
The majority of Roseville citizens want to move on from this. The
few that are asking are living in fear and are hungry for control.
Let me also ask if I may. How can a mask mandate that has a
start date and end date with all those exceptions really do
anything to mitigate the spread of this virus. We have been trying

for almost two years now to slow the spread! We cannot slow the
spread and will be living with this.
Another mask mandate will only crush our businesses even more
than they already have been.
The citizens asking for a mandate will not never stop moving the
goal posts. Please be strong leaders and say NO!
Thanks for listening.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 31, 2022 12:47:55 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask Mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Dannah m thompson

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

City Council Members,
I am writing today in support of a mask mandate in the City of
Roseville.
While the mask mandates are highly contentious I believe that
there is a significant majority of the population looking to their
city/state leadership for direction of best practices during this
pandemic. This moderate majority do not care about the far left
or far right but are simply looking to leadership on how to best

protect their friends and family. While information can be
confusing or contradictory from the CDC, I believe the cities are
the clearest voice residents can look to for guidance. For this
reason, I support a mask mandate until our pandemic becomes
endemic.
Regardless of the city's position, people will ignore or continue
wearing their masks. There is no enforcement of a mask
mandate except on an individual level, so those who wish not to
wear a mask can continue to do so, and others, like myself,
never stopped wearing a mask. I ask that you use your
leadership capacity in declaring a mask mandate for those simply
looking for said guidance.
I ask that the mandate be in effect until an endemic is declared
simply because this City Council is acting too late already on the
Omicron variant. An enduring mask mandate will allow the city to
be prepared more effectively for more contagious variants and/or
deadlier variants without this process having to take place again
(and whose haste may be effected by federal holidays, as this
Council was with MLK Day and debating masks sooner than
1/31).
Thank you,

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

*RVCouncil
RE: MASK MANDATE
Monday, January 31, 2022 4:12:01 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
I am against a mask mandate in Roseville.
Thomas Varno
Roseville, MN 55113

Bench Handout
Agenda Item 7.a
January 31, 2022

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa Varno
*RVCouncil
Mask Mandate
Monday, January 31, 2022 4:38:36 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Roseville City Council,
I am writing to you as a lifelong resident of Roseville to voice my concerns and opinion about
the proposed city wide mask mandate. It is my belief that by reinstating a city wide mask
mandate you would be overstepping your bounds and violating personal rights. The people
who wish to wear masks are free to do so. Why then should the rights of those who wish not to
wear masks in all public settings be ignored. The evidence that imposing a mask mandate
would significantly improve the cases of the Omicron variant are not there. Omicron is a very
contagious variant of the Covid-19 virus but it has been shown to be significantly less deadly.
What that means is that the caseload looks and is much higher but what should really be taken
into consideration is the amount of severe and death causing cases, which are shown to be
lower with this strain of the virus. I believe that by reinstating a city wide mask mandate this
will continue to foster an environment of fear and create a divide in the community. I implore
you to take a stand and to make a statement that you believe in and stand up for the rights of
the citizens you represent.
Best,
Melissa Alexander

Bench Handout
Agenda Item 7.a
January 31, 2022
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 31, 2022 4:29:20 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Thoughts on the "Consider a Mayoral Proclamation of Local
Emergency, City Council Extension of Local Emergency, and
Council Resolution for a Face Covering Mandate Agenda item"

Contact Information

Name:

SchaOn Blodgett

Address:

420 McCarrons Blvd S

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I see tonight there is an agenda item for reinstating the mask
mandate. I am completely against this, and this is why:
1) We are likely past the peak:
https://www.mprnews.org/story/2022/01/18/wastewater-datasuggests-omicron-peak-may-be-past
2) As a small, local business owner myself, I think it's important

Bench Handout
Agenda Item 7.a
January 31, 2022

to look at the economic impact of mandating face masks.
Minneapolis and St Paul businesses have already stated that
they have seen a massive drop in patrons and customers since
the mask mandate has gone into effect - Uptown from what I
hear from other business friends of mine, is a ghost town.
Another business friend of mine on Central Ave in Minneapolis
told me this weekend as we were doing dinner in Columbia
Heights (no mask mandate) that their business has also seen a
massive drop in sales as well.
3) I do bi-weekly networking social events at a location in
Roseville. If the Mask Mandate is reinstated, they would be
moving outside of Roseville.
4) I've read many studies on the use of masks and their impact
on viruses over the last almost 2-years (as well as many that only
actually studied bacteria and implied it would have a similar
effect with a virus that's considerably smaller). I have yet to read
one that actually has been able to show that any masks are
effective for stopping a virus when used in the general public for
longer than 15-minutes. Surgical masks from my understanding,
with the condensation build-up, the static layer is deactivated
within 15-minutes. N95's, seeing this virus is an oil encapsulated
virus, from my understanding are also ineffective. Here's part of
the Senator Ron Johnson video talking about N95's at a recent
Congressional Panel discussion:
https://youtu.be/9jMONZMuS2U?t=948
5) In my private Complementary and Alternative Medical Practice
(governed under MN146a of MN Statute), I have had several
clients that are consistent face mask wearers (which is fine if
they choose to do so), and a good number of them have had
signs or symptoms of other types of possible infections that seem
to have a high correlation to wearing masks incorrectly and/or
reusing the same masks. To be clear, I've never diagnosed any
medical condition (that's outside my scope of practice). What I
am saying as an example: client comes in complaining of sinus
issues (non-COVID related, tested negative), or odd breakouts
on the face, and through different forms of holistic health analysis
tools we use, natural supplements/herbs/remedies for issues with
mold, yeast, bacteria often come back as options to help assist
the body do what it does naturally, and that's to heal.
Lastly, at this point, people know that by going out in public, there
IS a risk of getting, or spreading COVID. Those people that are
going out in public do so at their own risk. At this point, if
someone feels more comfortable shopping or eating in an area
that has the face mask requirement, they would do this in
Minneapolis, St Paul or the other suburbs that already have this
in place.

Bench Handout
Agenda Item 7.a
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 31, 2022 4:44:01 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Mask mandate

Contact Information

Name:

Matt

Address:

308 Shamrock Way

City:

Mahtomedi

State:

MN

Zip:

55115

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Please do not pass this mask mandate. Roseville's close
proximity and ease of access is the main reason I frequent the
city to shop. However, I will be significantly less inclined to shop
in Roseville if this mask mandate in approved. I appreciate your
consideration.
Matt

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 31, 2022 4:44:16 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Say no to mask mandate!

Contact Information

Name:

Emily Stage

Address:

1455 Ryan Ave. West

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Every time I go to any city with the mask mandate, nothing
changes. You still see people not wearing masks. So what
exactly is the point of doing a mandate if you can't even enforce
it?
Everyone is sick of these mandate's. Lets get back to normal and
live with this virus like is going to happen no matter what we do!

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such

Bench Handout
Agenda Item 7.a
January 31, 2022

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie
*RVCouncil
Subject: Mask Mandate
Monday, January 31, 2022 4:46:36 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Subject: Mask Mandate VOTE NO
To: city.council@cityofroseville.com
To Roseville City Council,
I understand that you are currently reviewing a Proclamation of a Local Emergency and a
resolution for a Face Covering Mandate. I am unable to attend the meeting on 1/31.
I urge you to NOT impose either a local emergency or a mask/face covering mandate.
The state of Minnesota and the Twin City area is already on the downswing of this recent
surge of cases. As can be found on the MN Department of Health Covid Situation update.
Cases have been trending down for several weeks and Deaths have been trending down since
Thanksgiving.
It is true that the Omicron variant is extremely contagious. Some estimates say 100x more
contagious than the initial variants. However, the CDC and WHO have recently come out and
said on record that cloth masks provide “the least" protection to the wearer or others nearby
when it comes to protection level.
There is also cost to these mandates. Businesses are put in a difficult situation having to report
“noncompliance”. Police officers are already over worked and now have to be tasked with
enforcement of more temporary rules. Citizens are pitted against one another in arguments. I
could list many here but I am sure that others will provide you with plenty of ways that the
mandates put undo burden on their own person, businesses, families, friends, and
organizations.
We should not use other cities and their decision as reasons to fall in line with their solutions.
Roseville is not Minneapolis, St. Paul, Minnetonka, St Louis Park, or Golden Valley.
Roseville has an opportunity to stand up for individual liberties, personal responsibility, and
follow the data as we evolve our understanding of what this virus means for all. And no one is
stopping this who want to wear masks from doing just that.
I sincerely appreciate your time and your consideration.
Respectfully
Julie Varno
1866 Co Rd C2W

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
7.b
Department Approval

City Manager Approval

Item Description: Presumptive Penalty Approval—BP Gas Station (3110 Cleveland Avenue)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

BACKGROUND
On Saturday, November 22, 2021, at 11:00 a.m., a plain clothes Roseville police officer, along with an
18-year-old underage compliance checker, entered BP Gas, located at 3110 Cleveland Avenue,
Roseville, Minnesota, to conduct a tobacco compliance check. The underage compliance checker
approached the front register and requested to purchase a pack of Marlboro cigarettes. The cashier did
not review the checker’s identification and processed the sale. The plain clothes officer then identified
himself as a police officer. The cashier was administratively cited for the violation and the
administrative fine has since been paid.
This is BP Gas Station’s second tobacco violation in the past thirty-six (36) months. On June 15, 2021,
a different employee sold an underage compliance checker tobacco without checking their
identification.
The Roseville Police Department seeks Council approval to issue and administer the presumptive
penalty pursuant to City Code Section 306.09, for tobacco license holders for the second violation
within thirty-six (36) months. The mandatory minimum penalty shall be a two thousand dollar
($2000.00) fine and a three (3) day suspension.
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
Pursuant to City Code Section 306.09, the financial impact shall be a mandatory penalty of a two
thousand dollar ($2000.00) fine and a three (3) day suspension issued to the license holder for the
second violation within thirty-six (36) months.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends Council approval to issue and administer the presumptive penalty pursuant to City
Code Section 306.09, for tobacco license holders for the second violation within thirty-six (36) months.
The mandatory minimum penalty shall be a two thousand dollar ($2000.00) fine and a three (3) day
suspension.
REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
The Roseville Police Department is seeking Council approval to allow the Roseville Police Department
to issue and administer the presumptive penalty as set forth in Section 306.09, of the Roseville City
Code or other action as determined by the Roseville City Council.
Page 1 of 2

Prepared by:

Joe Adams, Deputy Chief of Police
Attachments:
A: Police Report CN21031046
B: Police Report CN21015877
C: Letter announcing Council Meeting
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Incident Report

Page 1 of 2

Attachment A

ROSEVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT
INCIDENT REPORT

ICR# 21031046

AGENCY ORI# MN0620800

JUVENILE:

Reported: 11-22-2021 1056
First Assigned:1056 First Arrived:1056 Last Cleared:1103
Committed Start: Committed End:
Title: Compliance Checks-Tobacco How Received: Phone
Short Description:

Undetermined
Summary:

Failed compliance check, employee cited with admin citation.
Location(s)
BP Address: 3110 Cleveland Ave

City: Roseville

State: MN

Zip: 55113

Country: US

Officer Assigned: Anderson, Bryan

Badge No: 195

Primary: No

Officer Assigned: Vang, Haivy

Badge No: 224

Primary: No

Officer Assigned: Marston, Christine

Badge No: 223

Primary: No

Involvement: Cited
Age: 22
Address: (Residence) 373 Old Hwy E SW APT 301
PRIVATE

Name: Desta, Yeshak Tesfaye
City: New Brighton

Involvement: Mentioned

Age: 18
Address: (Government) 2660 Civic Center Dr.
Involvement: Owner
Age: 54
Address: (None Selected) 631 104th Ct Ne

State: MN Zip: 55112 Country:
Name: XXXX XXXXX XXXXXXX

City: Roseville

State: MN

Zip: 55113

Country: US

Name: Sherian, Abdullah Ali Saleh
City: Blaine

BarCode: 21-03927
Item Type: Cigarette(s)
Description: Marlboro Gold Pack
Location
Address: (Business) 3110 Cleveland Ave
City: Roseville
Name(s)
Last Name: Desta
First: Yeshak
Last Name: Zak
First: Blake

State: MN

Zip: 55434-4537

Country:

Bin: B12

State: MN

Zip: 55113

Country: US

Middle: Tesfaye
Middle: Richard

Offense: (306.04) Sell Tobacco - Under 21

Supplemental Report

ICR: 21031046

Last Modified: 11-22-2021 1805

https://rvpdrms.metro-inet.us/letg/Applications/Incident/ReportControls/IncidentReport.as...

1/28/2022

Incident Report

Page 2 of 2

Title: Compliance Fail

Created By: Haivy Vang

On 11/22/2021, XXXXX XXX acted as my underage tobacco buyer. XXX was only in possession of one valid ID,
which is issued by MN which contained his name and birthdate. XXX, his ID, and two $10 bills XXX was provided
were photographed (see photos).
Around 1056 hours, XXX entered 3110 Cleveland Ave (BP). Officer Marston also entered the store behind XXX.
XXX made contact with an employee, later identified by his MN driver's license as YESHAK TESFAYE DESTA
XXXXXXXXXX, at the cash register. XXX requested a pack of Marlboro Gold Pack cigarettes and was informed
the total cost was $10.34. XXX provided payment with two $10 bills ($20 total). XXX was sold the Marlboro
cigarettes, given his change, and the cigarettes. DESTA never requested XXXXs ID during the transaction.
Upon failing the compliance check, Officer Anderson and I made contact with DESTA, identified myself as a police
officer, and advised him of the offense. DESTA was working at a regular cash register, but was able to retrieve the
cigarettes himself when requested by XXX or other customers.
I provided the change back to DESTA and collected the two $10 bills used for payment. I collected the cigarette
pack and receipt as evidence. They were photographed and placed in evidence at RPD.
DESTA was issued Roseville Administrative citation #18124 for underage sale of tobacco.
Anderson's PRS was activated during this incident.
Supplemental Report

ICR: 21031046
Title: Owner Letter

Last Modified: 12-28-2021 1836
Created By: Haivy Vang

On 12/28/2021 at 1835 hours, I requested patrol Officer Cook and Biles deliver the tobacco letter to the
establishment regarding suspension of their tobacco sales license.
Officer Cook advised me they provided the letter to the owner at the location.
Nothing further.

https://rvpdrms.metro-inet.us/letg/Applications/Incident/ReportControls/IncidentReport.as...
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Incident Report

Page 1 of 3

Attachment B

ROSEVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT
INCIDENT REPORT

ICR# 21015877

AGENCY ORI# MN0620800

JUVENILE:

Reported: 06-15-2021 1825
First Assigned:1825 First Arrived:1825 Last Cleared:1832
Committed Start: Committed End:
Title: Compliance Checks-Tobacco How Received: Phone
Summary:

CAT5514 CAT5512. Tobacco compliance fail.
Location(s)
BP Address: 3110 CLEVELAND AV

City: Roseville

State: MN

Zip: 55113

Country:

Officer Assigned: Eckert212, Kyle

Badge No: 212

Primary: No

Officer Assigned: Vang, Haivy

Badge No: 224

Primary: Yes

Involvement: Cited
Age: 26
Address: (None Selected) 5408 Ponds Dr N
Involvement: Subject
Address: (Business) 3110 Cleveland Av
Involvement: Mentioned
Age: 54
Address: (Business) 3110 Cleveland Av

Name: Ali Sheikh, Qasim Abdulrahim
City: Brooklyn Center

State: MN Zip: 55429-1253
Name: BP
State: MN

City: Roseville

Zip: 55113

Country:

Country:

Name: Sherian, Abdullah Ali Saleh
City: Roseville

State: MN

BarCode: 21-01952
Item Type: Cigarette(s)
Description: Camel Crush Menthol Pack
Location
Address: (Business) 3110 CLEVELAND AV
City: Roseville
Name(s)
Last Name: Ali Sheikh
First: Qasim
Name: BP
BarCode: 21-01957
Item Type: Receipt
Description: Receipt
Location
Address: (Business) 3110 CLEVELAND AV
City: Roseville
Name(s)
Last Name: Ali Sheikh
First: Qasim
Name: BP

Zip: 55113

Country: USA
Bin: B12

State: MN

Zip: 55113

Country:

Middle: Abdulrahim
Bin: B12

State: MN

Zip: 55113

Country:

Middle: Abdulrahim

Offense: (306.04) Sell Tobacco - Under 18

https://rvpdrms.metro-inet.us/letg/Applications/Incident/ReportControls/IncidentReport.as...

1/28/2022

Incident Report
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Supplemental Report

ICR: 21015877

Last Modified: 06-16-2021 1711

Title: Failed Compliance

Created By: Haivy Vang

On 6/15/2021, XXXXX XXX acted as my underage tobacco buyer. XXX was only in possession of one valid ID,
which is issued by MN which contained his name and birthdate. XXX, his ID, and one $20 bill XXX was provided
were photographed (see photos).
Around 1820 hours, XXX entered 3110 Cleveland Ave (BP). I also entered the store behind XXX. XXX made
contact with an employee, later identified by his MN driver's license as QASIM SHEIKH, at the cash register. XXX
requested a pack of Camel Crush menthol cigarettes and provided payment. Prior to conducting the transaction,
SHEIKH grabbed a basket of Camel tobacco products on clearance and offered it to XXX. XXX declined the
clearance products and was eventually sold the Camel Menthol cigarettes, given his change, the cigarettes, and a
receipt. SHEIKH failed to obtain XXXXX ID during the transaction and sold the cigarettes to XXX without
viewing an ID.
It should be noted, next to the cash register was a digital display indicating any individual with a birthday after
6/15/2000 was ineligible to purchase tobacco products per state law.
Upon failing the compliance check, I made contact with SHEIKH, identified myself as a police officer, and advised
him of the offense. SHEIKH could not articulate an answer as to why he did not ask for XXXXX ID prior to
allowing the transaction.
Also present near the register was the owner, ABDULLAH SHERIAN, who was identified by his MN driver's
license. SHERIAN stated he also observed the entire transaction and did not know why SHEIKH had not checked
XXXXX ID. SHERIAN said SHEIKH was a new employee and was provided training prior to today's incident.
I provided the change back to SHEIKH and collected the $20 bill used for payment. I collected the cigarette pack
and receipt as evidence. They were photographed and placed in evidence at RPD.
SHEIKH was issued Roseville Administrative citation # for underage sale of tobacco.
PRS not available due to plain clothes undercover mode inside the business.
Supplemental Report

ICR: 21015877

Last Modified: 07-28-2021 1738

Title: Admin Letter/Citation

Created By: Haivy Vang

On 7/28/2021, at approximately 1533 hours, Officer Eckert and I traveled to 3110 Cleveland Ave (BP) regarding this
incident.
We spoke with the on-duty employee, whom I recognized as SHEIKH. SHEIKH stated the manager/owner was not
present. I provided SHEIKH RPD's administrative citation/letter and instructed him to provide the citation/letter to
the owner of the business.
PRS activated.
Nothing further.
Supplemental Report

ICR: 21015877
Title: Admin Fine Received

Last Modified: 08-12-2021 1416
Created By: Joe Adams

The $1000 administrative fine was received and forwarded to finance for processing.

https://rvpdrms.metro-inet.us/letg/Applications/Incident/ReportControls/IncidentReport.as...
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Incident Report
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Supplemental Report

ICR: 21015877
Title: Seller fine received

Last Modified: 08-18-2021 1459
Created By: Joe Adams

The fine was received and processed.

https://rvpdrms.metro-inet.us/letg/Applications/Incident/ReportControls/IncidentReport.as...
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
7.c
Department Approval

Item Description:
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
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16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

City Manager Approval

Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting with the City Council

BACKGROUND
Periodically, the Parks and Recreation Commission (PRC) meets with the City Council to review
and discuss accomplishments, activities and work items.
The Commission participated and provided input/advice on the following items since the last
joint meeting on January 25, 2021:
• Park project review.
• Recreation program review.
• Cedarholm Community Building and Golf Course operational review.
• Review and recommendation of several park dedication sites.
• Review of deer management program.
• Park Dedication Ordinance was reviewed and updated – an item that the City
Council asked the Commission to provide a recommendation.
• Guidant John Rose MN OVAL improvement grant agreement final, engineer
hired, plans and specs underway.
• City Council authorized distribution of Request for Proposals (RFP) Emerald Ash
Borer (EAB) Plan.
• Inclusive Play Area opened at Central Park Victoria West.
• Pickleball Courts discussion, advice and engagement process complete and plans
for implementation in 2022.
• Evaluation of Pocahontas Park Name
In addition to the above items, the Commission would like to update the Council on the
Pocahontas Park name conversation and receive feedback.
The engagement process regarding the current name of Pocahontas Park, which was based upon
the Government Alliance on Race and Equity tool kit, is now complete (Attachment A). Based
upon that process, the PRC recommends the following:
•

Based upon overall community feedback and conversations with Native American
individuals and groups, it is recommended that the current name be changed and a
future process be undertaken to determine a new name.
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•

If changed, the PRC seeks to undertake a process utilizing the existing City Policy
#40 Assigning Names to City Facilies (Attachment B) as a potential general
framework for evaluating possible new names for the park.

•

The PRC recommends to offer a stipend for Native American involvement and/or
leadership in the process.
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Prepared by:

Lonnie Brokke, Director of Parks and Recreation
Matthew Johnson, Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation

Attachments:

A.
B.
C.
D.
E.
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Pocahontas Park Name Engagement and Analysis Plan and Community Feedback
Parks and Recreation Administrative Policy # 40: Assigning Names to City Facilities
Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting Minutes; September 7, 2021
Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting Minutes; October 5, 2021
Presentation slides
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Pocahontas Park Name - Community Engagement and Analysis Plan
UPDATED March 2021
Progress tracked in BLUE

Background
Pocahontas Park, located on 2540 Pascal, has been in the Roseville Parks and Recreation system
since the 1960s. Its original naming did utilize a community process.
Recently, some community members have expressed some concern that the name may cause
harm to Native Populations. Community members noted the following concerns:
• Pocahontas, the person, has no direct ties to Minnesota, Minnesota’s current Native
populations or the indigenous populations who originally inhabited Minnesota.
•

The popular, commonly told, narrative of Pocahontas’ life focuses primarily on her
assimilation to European culture such as her conversion to Christianity and taking a
European name. The version of events told by her tribe (The Powhatan) says that
Pocahontas was exploited and victimized by the European settlers.

Although there have been some preliminary general comments from the community, the topic
has not been widely discussed in a formal way. In accordance with the Government Alliance on
Racial Equity (GARE) Toolkit, and City standards for engagement, it has been suggested by the
Parks and Recreation Commission that a comprehensive engagement process be undertaken to
ensure that the:
• Issue is thoroughly understood.
• Impacted populations are aware of the conversation and have the opportunity to
participate.
• Recommendations are thoroughly vetted and that feedback of all Roseville residents
is considered.

I.

Objective

To engage the impacted communities to assess the impact of the name on their feeling of being
“welcomed, included and respected” in Roseville, including the:
•
•
•
•

Native American people who live in Roseville
Indigenous populations of Minnesota
Neighbors of Pocahontas Park
Entire Roseville community

Utilize the process as a potential opportunity for education on Native Americans in Minnesota
for the Parks and Recreation Commission and the Community.
Develop relationships with the Native Community that can lead to greater long term, ongoing
engagement.
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II.

Data

History of Pocahontas as a Person: A history of Pocahontas as a person was shared at the
Parks and Recreation Commission meeting on September 1, 2020. View the meeting minutes
of thatdiscussion.
Native American Population in Roseville: 168 (2010 Census), estimated 217 (2018 – US
Census Bureau estimate).
Native American Population in MN:

Pocahontas Park Neighborhood:
An estimate found that nearly 600 Roseville addresses would likely consider Pocahontas Park to
be their neighborhood park. This analysis of “neighborhood park” was comprised of walkability
(distance and absence of significant barriers) and residents for whom Pocahontas Park is their
nearest park.

Total Population of Roseville: 33,660
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III.

Engagement

Based on the information provided above, the following groups and strategies have been
identified for engagement. Next to each strategy, a proposed responsible person is listed in
parentheses. For further commentary/methodology, see Section V. Implementation.
Native Americans who live in Roseville
o Engagement Strategies:
 Public notice that the Parks and Recreation Commission is seeking
comment on the issue (Staff)
• Ongoing


Project webpage (Staff)
• Cityofroseville.com/Pocahontaspark



Public meeting (Staff/Commission)
• Completed Sept 7



Connecting through personal resources
• Wild Rice Festival Participants (Staff)
• Have reached out to/followed up with several individual leads
• Attended the Indigenous dance concert at Central Park
City newsletter (Staff)
• Article in March/April newsletter
Others
• Flyers
• Poster Boards
• Attended Meeting of Roseville American Indian Parent Advisory
Committee
Target: minimum 10 people.






Native Americans who live outside of Roseville but have expertise on impacts of names on a
population
o Engagement strategies
 Specific invitations:
• Minnesota Indian Affairs Council
o Shannon Geshik discussed with the Commission on
December 1, 2020.
• Roseville Area School Native American Parent Group
o Staff attended a meeting in April.
• U of M American Indian Studies leaders/faculty
o Reached out, no response.
• Minnesota Historical Society
o The Commission has been provided links to two webinars
presented by Dr. Kate Beane, one regarding naming issues.
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•

St. Paul Public Schools Indian Education Program
o Received feedback from John Bobolink
Native Governance Center
o Staff spoke with Executive Director, Wayne Ducheneaux in
November.

•

Target: 2 or 3 experts

•

Neighbors of Pocahontas Park
o Engagement method
 Direct mailing
• Notice was mailed to nearby homes as part of the Discover Your
Parks Mailing.
• Direct mailing was sent to those identified in this plan prior to
the Sept. 7 listening session.
 Electronic notice
• Cityofroseville.com/Pocahontaspark
• News update posted
 Listening session
• Completed September 7
 City newsletter
• Included in the March/April newsletter
 Direct Engagement
• Staff/Commissioners plan to attend Discover Your Parks at
Pocahontas park.
• Staff attended the Indigenous Dance performance in Central Park to
solicit feedback.
 Target: 25 people
Roseville residents beyond the park neighborhood








Direct mailing
• Notice was mailed to nearby homes as part of the Discover Your
Parks Mailing.
• Direct mailing was sent to those identified in this plan prior to
the Sept. 7 listening session.
Electronic notice
• Cityofroseville.com/Pocahontaspark
• News update posted
Listening session
• September 7
City newsletter
• Included in the March/April newsletter
Direct Engagement
• Staff/Commissioners attended 7 Discover Your Parks events and
handed out flyers and solicited feedback.
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Staff attended the Indigenous Dance performance in Central Park to
solicit feedback.
• Display boards about the issue were placed in City Hall.
Target: 50 people
•



Sufficient Engagement Will Have Been Accomplished When:
•
•

IV.

A significant number of each of the stakeholder groups above have provided input (see
“targets” above).
Impacted groups such as neighbors, Roseville’s native community and the greater
Roseville community is aware of the issue and conversation.

Analysis

Parks and Recreation Commission Members shall review and analyze the data collected and
make a recommendation to the City Council to either keep the name the same, change the name
or engage in further conversation on the issue. If the commission recommends a name change,
the City Council may ask the Parks and Recreation Commission to continue this process to
recommend a new name to the city council.
It is important to note that the City’s Racial Equity Narrative will be utilized in the analysis of
the data and the provision of a recommendation. This process is not intended to be a simple
“straw poll” on the issue.

V.

Implementation

The proposed process consists of (completed items italicized):
•

PLAN DEVELOPMENT
o November 5, 2020 – Parks and Recreation Commission developed draft
Engagement Plan. Agree that plan will continue to evolve as more information is
learned.
o January 2020 – Joint meeting with City Council to update on feedback received
and seek feedback.

•

INFORMATION GATHERING
 Commissioners heard from Shannon Geshik of the Minnesota Indian
Affairs Council, a Roseville Resident and member of the Roseville Indian
Education Parent Committee and Roseville resident. (See December Parks
and Recreation Commission meeting minutes)
 Staff Spoke with Wayne Ducheneaux from the Native Governance Center.
(Notes included in March Parks and Recreation Commission Packet)
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Received written correspondence from John Bobolink, St. Paul Public
schools. (Included in March Parks and Recreation Commission Packet)
Received written feedback from Metropolitan Urban Indian Directors
Group. (Included in March Parks and Recreation Commission Packet)
Other written reports and information sessions have been collected and
provided to the Commission. (See various Commission Packets and
meeting minutes).

o Community Listening Session (September 7, 2021)
 Share feedback that has been received
 Invite neighbors to participate
• Direct mailing to neighborhood
• Targeted mailing to Native American community (if possible)
• Social Media/Nextdoor
 Invite Native American residents to participate
•

WEBSITE
o Overview of the discussion of the issue and updated
o Offer opportunity for residents to submit their feedback

•

WRITTEN FEEDBACK
o Allow experts to submit written feedback

•

IN PERSON ENGAGEMENT

The COVID 19 pandemic causes challenges to other vehicles for engagement thatmay be used.
Examples could include in-person community meetings and engagement at community events.
Staff and the commission will continue to analyze the viability of safely using these methods.
•

VI.

DELIBERATION AND RECOMENDATION
o Once sufficient engagement with all target populations has been reached, the
Parks and Recreation Commission will analyze the data received and develop a
recommendation for City Council. Their recommendation shall ensure that
impacted communities’ input and racial equity considerations are included in their
recommendation.

Accountability

The above process will strive to meet the following tangible benchmarks to ensure that it meets
the objective listed in section I.
•
•

Notify all neighbors within the defined “neighborhood” of the conversation and provide
them an opportunity to participate in the conversation.
Receive feedback from:
o 10 Roseville residents who are Native American.
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o
o
o
o

2 Native American experts.
20 Neighbors of the park.
Provided the opportunity for all Roseville residents to participate in the process.
Provided the opportunity for feedback on the final proposal before it is
implemented.
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POCAHONTAS PARK NAME CONVERSATION
FEEDBACK AND ENGAGEMENT SUMMARY

Feedback Provided by Native Americans groups or individuals with expertise:
•

•
•
•
•
•

Shannon Geshick, Minnesota Indian Affairs Council/Roseville Resident
o Parks and Recreation Commission meeting minutes, December 1, 2020.
(Page 11)
Wayne Ducheneaux, Native Governance Center
o Notes from staff conversation (Page 16)
John Bobolink, St. Paul Public Schools Indian Education Program
o Email submitted February, 2021 (Page 17)
Roseville Area School American Indian Parent Advisory Committee
o Notes from staff attending meeting April, 2021 (Page 20)
Metropolitan Urban Indian Directors Group
o Letter from February 3, 2021 (Page 21)
Feedback from Jerry Dearly, Lakota Elder
o Notes from conversation in August, 2021. (Page 24)

Several other groups and organizations were contacted but were not able to participate in the
process.

Resources Compiled Related to this issue
•
•

•
•

Research on who Pocahontas, the Person Was
o September 1, 2020 Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting (Page 25)
Reclaiming Native Truths Report: A national research project to foster cultural, social
and policy change by empowering Native Americans to counter discrimination,
invisibility, and the dominant narrative that limit Native opportunity…” (Attachment 8)
Webinar: Why Treaties Matter, and How They Shape our Communities Today: Dr. Kate
Bean, Martin Case.
MN Historical Society Webinar: Reclaiming Bde Maka Ska.

Individual Feedback Collected
•
•

Comment cards collected at various summer events (Page 28)
Forms submitted from website (Page 32)
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In-Person Engagement
•

•
•
•

Commissioners and staff were present at each Discover Your Parks event to provide
information and hear feedback about the Pocahontas Name Conversation. Many of the
feedback cards collected were from these events.
o June 23 – Villa Park
o June 25 – Central Park School
o June 30 – Applewood Park
o July 7 – Pioneer Park
o July 21 – Owasso Hills
o July 28 – Evergreen Park
o August 4 – Pocahontas Park
o CP – Victoria West
Staff were present with an information board and flyer at the July 25 Indigenous Roots
concert (Native American performance and dance) at Central Park.
Boards, flyers and comment cards have been on display at facilities this summer.
Commission plan development/discussion: September, October, November, December
(2020), January (Joint meeting with City Council), February, April (2021).

Information/Notification
•
•
•
•
•
•

www.cityofroseville.com/pocahontaspark
Article in City newsletter (Page 83)
Press release/news update, July 21, 2021
Flyer included in Discover Your Parks Mailing (Page 84)
Mailing to residents near Pocahontas Park, August 27, 2021 (Page 86)
Press
o Fox 9, March 22, 2021 (Page 87)
o Star Tribune, August 3, 2021 (Page 89)
o Other smaller news sources such as Patch have run items.

Other Relevant Items
•
•
•
•

Roseville Racial Equity Narrative
Roseville Community Aspirations and Inclusion Statement
Pocahontas Park Engagement and Analysis Plan
Roseville Parks and Recreation Naming Policy
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Attachments
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ROSEVILLE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES FOR
December 1, 2020 6:30 p.m.
PRESENT:
ABSENT:
STAFF:

Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag, Kim,
Lenhart, O’Brien, Stoner
Brokke, Christensen, M. Johnson

1) INTRODUCTIONS
Chair Hoag introduced the virtual Zoom format for the meeting due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
State Law allows for an exception to in-person public meetings during pandemics to ensure the
safety of commissioners, staff and the public. The public was still encouraged to participate in the
meeting using the Zoom platform.
2) ROLL CALL/PUBLIC COMMENT
Roll Call Commissioners: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Kim,
Lenhart, O’Brien, Hoag, and Stoner.
Chair Hoag called for public comment by members of the audience. No one indicated a desire to
speak.
3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – NOVEMBER 5, 2020 MEETING
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom moved to approve the minutes. Commissioner Lenhart seconds.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Hoag, Lenhart, O’Brien and Stoner.
Nays: None.
Abstain: Heikkila.
4) POCAHONTAS PARK NAME DISCUSSION
Staff began with a review of the previous background that the Commission has completed on the
Pocahontas Park name discussion, including:
• Reviewing the history of Pocahontas
• Utilization of the Government Alliance of Racial Equity (GARE) Racial Equity Toolkit as
the framework to examine the issue
• Identifying and agreeing upon engaging the communities that are directly impacted by the
name
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•

Utilizing the process as a potential opportunity to educate the Commission and community
on Native Americans in Minnesota

As part of the process it was identified to reach out to members of the Dakota Tribe as the land
would have been theirs historically.
Shannon Geshick, Executive Director of the MN Indian Affairs Council, founding member of the
Roseville Indian Affairs Parent Committee, a consultant with the St. Paul School District Indian
Education Program as well as a Roseville Resident was introduced to the Commission by staff. Ms.
Geshick thanked staff for the introduction and also added that she is a mother, grandmother and a
member of the Bois Forte Band from Northern Minnesota. She relayed that she was very
appreciative of the outreach that the Commission has already done. In addition, she reiterated that
the Dakota should be included in the discussion as Pocahontas Park would be on their ancestral land.
Geshick relayed that Pocahontas is not a villainous character. However, there is a concern of
historical inaccuracies, as the victor has the advantage of telling the story. To address this there has
been a push for updating stories with truth telling that would highlight multiple perspectives. In
addition, she shared that a conquered people can sometimes be seen as “mythical people” instead of
modern people. However, indigenous peoples are doctors, lawyers, etc. all living current lives. She
explained that this could be a good opportunity to tell a shared story and bring indigenous peoples
into modernity.
Commissioner Stoner asked if the name should honor an indigenous person.
Ms. Geshick relayed that she only speaks on behalf of herself, she acknowledged that she feels that
reclaiming the name and honoring what it once was is a good idea. She stated that she did not know
Roseville’s naming policy. However, she offered using the name of a Dakota person such as
Lieutenant Governor, Peggy Flanagan. She also added the idea of “#landback” which would give the
land back to the Dakota people.
Chair Hoag questioned if the name needed to be changed if an educational component was added at
the park.
Ms. Geshick responded that she does not find the name Pocahontas personally offensive. However,
she noted that there is a thriving Native American community/culture and history in MN that could
be reflected in the name and this could potentially be a good opportunity for this teaching.
Commissioner Dahlstrom asked Ms. Geshick how you give historical significance to a place without
losing the education of modern indigenous people.
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Ms. Geshick responded that there are multiple avenues to historical knowledge. However, an
acknowledgement that indigenous people are still here is important with projects
Commissioner Baggenstoss added that indigenous people are not only modern but are a valuable
piece of the world. He acknowledged that Roseville has the opportunity to do the right thing and get
in front of the discussion as it pertains to the name Pocahontas.
Commissioner Arneson suggested having a QR reader at the park to connect park-goers with
educational information about the native people who originally lived on the land.
Commissioner O’Brien noted that she has read much of the information put out by the Roseville
Historical Society. However, she relayed that it generally all starts with Rose Township. She stated
that she would like to read about the Dakota people who were here originally. She added that
partnering with indigenous communities to provide educational experience at the park would be a
great opportunity.
Ms. Geshick commended the Commission for the work they have done already. She said that any
recommendations that she would have offered (include the native voice, contact native agencies,
include the Dakota Tribe) have already been addressed by the Commission.
Staff asked Ms. Geshick what Parks and Recreation can do to further the narrative that indigenous
people are still here as a modern people.
Ms. Geshick responded that the Commissioners has already discussed some great ideas such as:
Using the QR code to connect to a website that has historical and current information, include tribal
nation information, and highlight current indigenous people. She noted that Roseville could be a
model for other cities.
Commissioner Heikkila recognized Youth Commissioner Andrew Kim who brought this topic to the
Commission originally.
Former Mayor, John Kysylyczyn, provided a review of Roseville City Code 204 and 205 to the
Commission. He relayed that it appears to him that much of the information in the Pocahontas Name
Process falls under 205 and may fall under the Human Rights Inclusion and Engagement
Commission (HRIEC). In addition, he noted that he does not believe that a Commission has the
authority to engage other sovereign government bodies, discuss reparations or land donations. In
addition, he noted that historical research would be done by the Roseville Historical Society.
Kysylyczyn noted that he does not have any evidence of historic settlements on the specific piece of
land that Pocahontas Park sits on. He acknowledged that per the Roseville Park Naming Policy parks
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are only named after fallen Roseville officers. Kysylyczyn brought up different examples of parks
that would need to be revisited if the park naming policy is no longer followed and parks are named
after people other than fallen Roseville officers. He noted that there is a specific naming policy and
he feels that the Parks Commission is obligated to follow that. Finally, he cautioned the Commission
that he feels members of the City Council may not appreciate the Commission engaging other
sovereign governments without approval.
K. Vandre, Thanked Ms. Geshik for being at the meeting. She relayed that she lives in the
Pocahontas park neighborhood and she does not feel comfortable using the name of the park. She
relayed her appreciation to the Commission for taking up the issue. Also, she pointed out that if we
are worried about policies, Pocahontas was a real person. Therefore, if we are worried about having
parks named after people, and following policies, the park name should be changed. She also relayed
that the HRIEC should be involved in this process. In addition, she felt that the public should be
allowed to have a voice. She concluded by stating that the people whose land was taken should
especially have a voice in the discussion and not including them would be wrong.
Commissioner O’Brien reconfirmed that the Commission is thinking about a strategy that would be
proposed to the City Council and is currently in the information gathering stage. Staff confirmed that
is where the Commission is at with gathering information to present at a joint meeting with the City
Council in early 2021.
Commissioner Baggenstoss added that there is nothing wrong with bringing new voices to the table
and asking questions. He added that if in the end, the worst thing to come out of all of this is that
more people believe in government, the Commission is on the right track.
The Commission discussed next steps in the process, including reaching out to representatives of the
Dakota Nation and the Roseville Historical Society. They also discussed meeting with the City
Council and if any additional information was needed prior to that meeting.
Commissioner Stoner noted that he would like to potentially have this as a topic next month, if
possible.
Staff clarified the process and reasoning for having a joint meeting with the City Council as a next
step, as it will ensure clear communication, guidance and support for the renaming of Pocahontas
Park to the Commission.
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5) ANNUAL REVIEW OF PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION EDUCATION
PRIMER
Commissioner O’Brien suggested updating the reference to “pocket parks” on page 6 to the specific
names of the parks (Midland Gardens Park and Unity Park).
6) STAFF REPORT
a) NEW OR RELEVANT COMMUNICATIONS AND UPDATE ITEMS
• As part of the four week pause that started on November 20 all park buildings, facilities and inperson programs are closed until December 18. Parks, playgrounds and trails are still available
for residents to use.
• Cedarholm Golf Course is still open and will remain open, weather permitting.
• Cross country ski trails will be groomed at Cedarholm and Acorn Park once the weather allows.
Ski and snow shoe rentals will begin out of City Hall at that time as well.
• The outdoor neighborhood skating rinks are beginning to be flooded by maintenance staff. The
determination has not yet been made on opening warming houses. Extra benches will be placed
outdoors at the rinks.
• Virtual programs are still taking place during this pause time.
• Deer reduction letters have gone out to residents to notify them of the program with the United
States Department of Agriculture (USDA). The program will begin in the coming days with the
USDA baiting and monitoring the sites.
• The winter/spring brochure will be included in the City Newsletter again. It is anticipated to be
in houses around January 1, 2021.

7) OTHER
Commissioner Arneson asked how the snow and ski rentals will work with COVID-19. Staff
responded that residents would call in and pay via credit card to confirm their rental. Once they
arrive their rental order would be brought outside and placed there for them to pick up. Staff noted
that this process is in the finalization stage and may have some updates prior to going live.
Commissioner O’Brien inquired if the Commission would be reviewing the Natural Resources
Program in January. She added that it may be a good idea to invite the four volunteer leaders to the
meeting.
Chair Hoag asked staff if Cedarholm has been open in December previously. Staff confirmed that it
has.
Meeting adjourned at 8:15 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,
Danielle Christensen, Department Assistant
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SUMMARY OF CONVERSATION WITH WAYNE DUCHENEUX, EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR OF THE NATIVE GOVERNANCE CENTER
Notes taken by Matthew Johnson, Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation
Phone Conversation, December 1, 2020
Comments made by Wayne:
•
•

•
•

•
•
•

•

•

The Parks and Recreation Commission deserved praise for taking on this issue and that
that showed a level of cultural awareness.
Emphasized that the most important thing is that the Commission is transparent with their
process. In his experience, trying to hide anything when discussing an issue like this,
regardless of whether well-intentioned, will yield distrust.
Also emphasized that it is important that the commission is accurate and thoughtful when
sharing why this is being considered and with all messaging.
The name Pocahontas is not necessarily offensive to him personally, but the Pocahontas
imagery that most people know is based upon mis-information or stereotypes and is
likely not helpful to native communities. He also mentioned that Pocahontas has no ties
to Minnesota, so the name doesn’t seem to make much sense in Minnesota, regardless of
original intention.
Recommended review of Reclaiming Native Truths research study on native identity and
representation in modern media.
Recommended hearing from Dakota representatives since the land that the park is on was
likely Dakota land.
Cautioned that although this issue is important, the Commission should be respectful of
Native American’s time. This likely will not be as high of a priority for Native American
representatives as it is for the Commission, though that shouldn’t be interpreted to mean
they do not care or support the efforts. He also mentioned that the COVID-19 Pandemic
has hit the Native American Communities hard and that that may be impacting some
people’s ability to respond or participate in the conversation.
Cautioned that these issues inflame tension and no matter where the commission lands,
there will likely be unhappy people on both sides. Encouraged the commission to follow
their process, make a sincere effort to understand the native American perspective and be
transparent when making their recommendation.
In closing, Wayne reiterated his appreciation that the Commission is examining this issue
and for the thoroughness of the proposed process.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Darrell Baggenstoss
Lonnie Brokke; Matthew Johnson
John Bobolink at Saint Paul Public Schools
Tuesday, January 5, 2021 3:09:57 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Hello Lonnie and Matthew,
In December, I was able to communicate with John Bobolink at SPPS. First of all, he is
awesome. Call me if you need or I would imagine you can feel free to contact him as well.
Cheers and Happy New Year!
Darrell
Contact Info:
John Bobolink

Here’s what he wrote:
Boozhoo Darrell,
My apologies for the delayed response, but thank you for reaching out and for
your efforts to include unheard perspectives.
I am happy to share my personal perspective on the idea of renaming the park
and hopefully can direct you towards others that may share their perspectives as
well.
I personally do not see anything offensive about the name Pocahontas Park,
Pocahontas was an actual person and by naming the park after her only serve to
memorialize her. Although I do wonder why her name was chosen to name a local
park as I know she is not a member of any local Tribe but rather, originates from
the East Coast.
I do however understand how other Native perspectives may view the park's
name as offensive. The image of Pocahontas and her social representation within
our society has been grossly distorted and highly sexualized through American
media to the point that her name can trigger a sense of offensiveness for some
Native people.
That's one end of the spectrum, on the other end some Native people may not
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feel any offense at all, but rather view it as an honoring in some way.
As you explore this renaming idea, I would suspect you will hear strong opinions
from both side of the spectrum. This is not that dissimilar from the recent name
change from the Washington Redskins to the Washington Football team. Strong
opinions were expressed from both sides, but all have seemed to accept that
change once it had been made.
Roseville and Pocahontas Park exists on the traditional homeland of the Dakota
people. I could see an argument made that Pocahontas is not local and that the
Roseville Parks and Rec wishes to honor the local Native Community as a rational
for a name change. This would bypass any debate surrounding offensiveness as a
rational, that is at least among the Native perspective.
I would further suggest that the park's name be replaced with a name originating
from the Dakota language. Local Dakota historians and language speakers can be
a resource for identifying an appropriate name and spelling. If you do chose this
option, be prepared to hear strong opinions from outside of the Native
community.
A local example of this name change can be found in the name change from Lake
Calhoun to Bde Maka Ska or the addition of the Dakota language to Fort Snelling
to include at Bdote. Two excellent examples of places that struggled with the
complexities of a simple name change.
My advice would be to pursue the name change, but be clear with the rational for
this change and articulate that rational well, you will face opposition from all
sides. By changing the name, it demonstrates the Roseville Park and Rec's desire
to be more inclusive of all cultures, conversely if Parks and Rec does not choose to
pursue a name change it could send the message that Park and Rec accepts and
condones the historical misrepresentation of Native American people.
Others Native American groups you may seek out for their opinions are the
Roseville Area Schools Indian Education Office and the Parent Committee they
work with, the state office of Indian Education at MDE, or the MN Indian Affairs
Council. These are just a few suggestions off the top of my head, I can assist to
identify other groups if needed.
I do hope this response helps you in your efforts, please feel free to call or email if
you have any question or need further assistance,
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John Bobolink
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Notes from Roseville (ISD623) American Indian Parent Advisory Meeting
Regarding Pocahontas Park
Meeting Attended by Matthew Johnson on April 20, 2021

• The committee is appreciative of the thoughtfulness of the approach to
examining the name.
• The committee as a whole recommended changing the name out of
concern for:
o a perpetuation of a native American stereotypes that is counter to
modern Native Americans
o the Disney movie associated with the name promotes sexualization
of native American women. The committee noted that there are
significant issues with sex trafficking and exploitation of Native
American women.
o the fact that Pocahontas doesn’t have ties to MN
o One member mentioned that it’s possible that the name could stay
with a plaque that tells accurate history. All others felt changing was
appropriate.
• The group advised that if the name is changed, it may be prudent to utilize
a name that complies with the Parks and Recreation policy but is in the
Dakota Language. They recommended checking with the Dakota people
and/or the University of Minnesota Dakota Language expert for ideas. They
did not have any specific ideas.
• They stated that the University of Minnesota helped them come up with a
name for the new Anpetu Teca Education Center.
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METROPOLITAN URBAN INDIAN DIRECTORS GROUP

February 3rd, 2019

Mayor Roe and Roseville City Council Members:
This letter has been written on behalf of the Metropolitan Urban Indian Directors Group
(MUID) – a collaborative of over twenty-five American Indian organizations operating within
the Twin Cities metropolitan area of Minnesota (please see the attached organizational listing).
This letter is written in support of Roseville Parks and Recreation Commission’s proposed
Pocahontas Park Name - Community Engagement and Analysis Plan introduced to
the City Council on January 25th, 2021, with the ultimate goal of renaming Pocahontas Park.
Metro Urban Indian Directors (MUID) is a network of Native-led organizations serving the
Urban Indian Community in the Twin Cities. Nearly 30 years ago, the Metropolitan Urban
Indian Directors (MUID) group was formed by Executive Directors of American Indian
organizations in Minneapolis to support each other in their work providing services to the
American Indian Community. Today, the work of MUID is supported by a Memorandum of
Understanding with the City of Minneapolis and a Memorandum of Agreement with
Minneapolis Public Schools.
MUID supports the renaming of Pocahontas Park for many reasons. First and foremost,
Pocahontas did not come from a tribal nation affiliated with what is now known as the state of
Minnesota, but from the Pamunkey Tribe of what is now known as the state of Virginia.
Additionally, Pocahontas has been over sexualized and stereotypically used in media in ways
that degrade Native women and feeds into the harmful stereotypes of sex servitude, exotic
fetishism, and sexual violence. This is illustrated by the current crisis of our Missing and
Murdered Indigenous Women. Finally, renaming this park provides an opportunity to truly
honor this place with a name that centers around the landscape and/or the original people of the
land where this park is situated. The renaming process also serves as an opportunity for
education and collaboration.
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Renaming local sites with processes and names that truly honor and involve the original people
of this land is a powerful action of reconciliation. By naming or renaming places with
Indigenous place names, the original people of this land can reclaim their relationship to these
spaces that hold their cultures and languages, which have barely survived government imposed
forced assimilation and genocide. Indigenous place names can represent important historical
events and legal principles, such as the case with some creation stories. They can convey
important features of the site and teachings on how to live in good relations with others and the
land. There is a strong connection between the re-establishment of Indigenous place names, and
the revitalization of Indigenous languages and cultures.
In an effort to support this re-naming process, MUID is happy to make the following
recommendations for engaging the Native American community in this process:
●

●

●
●

Connect with local, federally recognized Dakota communities (Prairie Island Indian
Community, Shakopee Mdewakanton Dakota Community, Lower Sioux Indian
Community, Upper Sioux Community) to share work to date and garner feedback
Connect with urban American Indian groups like MUID, Saint Paul Indians in Action
(SIA), and the Minnesota Indian Affairs Council Urban Indian Advisory Board to share
work to date and garner feedback
Connect with your local Roseville school district’s American Indian education
department and staff
Formation of a Native-led park name recommendation committee with stipends that
honor the time and knowledge of committee members (interested individuals may be
identified through the above engagement process)

We thank you for the work you are doing in your community to make this park a place that is
welcoming to all members of the Roseville community and its visitors.
Pidamaya yedo/Miigwech/Wibthaha/Pinigigi/Thank you,
Letter Authors:
Maggie Lorenz
Executive Director & Wakan Tipi Center Director
Marissa Cummings
President and CEO – Minnesota Indian Women’s Resource Center (MIWRC)
SIGNED BY THE FULL MUID MEMBERSHIP
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Listing of Voting Member Organizations within the Metropolitan Urban Indian Directors
Group:
1. Ain Dah Yung Center
2. All Nations Indian Church
3. American Indian Community and Development Corporation
4. American Indian Family Center
5. American Indian OIC
6. Bois Forte Urban Office
7. The Circle Newspaper
8. Division of Indian Work
9. Fond Du Lac Urban Office
10. Indian Health Board
11. Indigenous Peoples Task Force
12. Little Earth of United Tribes
13. MIGIZI Communications
14. Mille Lacs Band Urban Office
15. Minneapolis American Indian Center
16. Minnesota Indian Women’s Resource Center
17. Mni Sota Fund
18. Native American Community Clinic
19. Native American Community Development Institute
20. Nawayee Center School
21. New Native Theater
22. Red Lake Twin Cities Embassy
23. Upper Midwest American Indian Center
24. Wakan Tipi Center
25. White Earth Nation Urban Office
Listing of Ex-Officio Member Organizations within the Metropolitan Urban Indian Directors
Group:
1. City of Minneapolis – American Indian Community Specialist
2. Hennepin County Medical Center – American Indian Advocate
3. Minneapolis Public Schools – Department of Indian Education
4. Minnesota American Indian Chamber of Commerce
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SUMMARY OF CONVERSATION WITH JERRY DEARLY
Thursday, August 19 – 6:30pm
Notes by Matthew Johnson, Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation

•

Jerry is a Dakota elder.
o Former teacher in St. Paul Public School
o Wrote a book about the Dakota Language
o Regional Pow Wow Announcer

On the Current Name
•

•
•

Jerry feels that “changing the name would be really good.” Said that Pocahontas is “almost a
comic book representation of Native Americans” and doesn’t reflect actual Native American
culture.
Likens the name to a name like “Indians” which may not be offensive in isolation, but leads to
stereotyping and overgeneralization in practice.
Jerry is appreciative of the Commission for reviewing this item and said that it is indicative of a
culture that has grown more aware of unintended consequences.

On a Possible New Name if Pocahontas is Changed
•

•
•
•
•

“That should be up to community and commission.” He said that if he would like him/others to
weigh in on some possible options, he would be happy to do so/facilitate but didn’t feel it was
appropriate for him to pull a name out of thin air.
Said that there are many names in Minnesota already derived from Dakota and/or Native
American language including Minnesota itself.
However, he didn’t have a strong opinion on whether a Dakota word or recognition would be
appropriate.
Jerry said if schedules can be worked out, he may be willing to attend a meeting or speak with
members of the commission
He also mentioned that there is a gathering in St. Paul on Indigenous People day, and that might
be a good opportunity for Commissioners to connect with some indigenous people.

Attachment A - Page 25

•

Projects to help phosphorous levels in Bennett Lake include:
o Fountain in Frog Pond
o Bubbler Aeration in Bennett Lake (2021)
o Carp barriers in Frog Pond
o Filtration basin at Willow Pond
o Porous Pavers at Cedarholm
o Chloride reduction via road salt management during winter

For more information www.RWMWD.org has great resources on shallow lakes and Bennett Lake
specifically.
The Commission discussed new projects, algae blooms, education for residents on the adopt-a-drain
program and Carp reduction.
Commissioner Brown suggested a Carp fishing tournament at Lake Bennett.
6) STAFF REPORT
a) HISTORY OF THE NAME POCAHONTAS AS A PERSON
Pocahontas Park was named in the 1960’s after Pocahontas who was a prominent Native
American figure.
•

•

Who was Pocahontas
o A member of the Powhatan tribe
 Born 1956(?) – 1617
 Daughter of Chief of Powhatan tribe
 Associated with the settlers at Jamestown
 Married an English settler named John Rolfe
 Went with Rolfe to England in 1616 and died prior to departing on her return
trip in 1617
 Significant figure in American pop culture
Traditional Narrative
o 1607: Colonists arrive, early interaction between Pocahontas and Smith
o 1609 – 1610: Colonists starve
o 1610 – 1613: Tensions/fighting occurs between the Powhatan and colonists
o 1613: Pocahontas captured as a prisoner
o 1614: Pocahontas learns Christianity marries John Rolfe and adopts the name
Rebecca. Pocahontas and Rolfe have a child, Thomas.
o 1616: Couple heads to England and Pocahontas becomes a symbol of peace between
the settlers and “Indians”
o 1617: Pocahontas dies
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•

o After Pocahontas’ death, war resumes
o Takeaways:
 Bridge between two cultures
 Story of peace
Powhatan Version of Events
o Pocahontas name
o 1607: Native people offer to help starving colonists
o Early interaction between Pocahontas
 Pocahontas could not have/did not save John Smith
o 1609 – 1610: Colonists starve
o 1610 – 1613: Tensions/fighting occurs between the Powhatan and colonists
o 1912 – 1913: Pocahontas marries Koccum, has a child
o 1614: Pocahontas kidnapped, husband killed and forced to give up her first child
o 1616: Marriage to Rolfe, child Thomas born
o 1616: Trip to England. We can “civilize” Native Americans. During her time in
England Pocahontas learned that England plans to send many more settlers to grow
tobacco. She says that she will tell her tribe of these plans.
o 1617: Pocahontas dies. Speculation that she may have been killed before she returned
to the United States in order to prevent her from providing her tribe with the
information she learned while in England.
o Publication of English narrative occurs after Pocahontas and many other key players
have died.

Commissioner Heikkila questioned what the city’s policy is for naming parks after people. Staff
responded that it is currently significant contributions.
Commissioner Arneson noted that if a park name brings bad feelings or shame and it is not related to
Roseville he agrees with looking into the process of changing its name.
Commissioner O’Brien relayed that it is appropriate for new names or renaming of a park to come
before the Parks and Recreation Commission. She cautioned the Commission to carefully consider
how to rename the park. If choosing to consider continuing with a name that honors our native
population the Commission should speak with appropriate tribal leadership and gain their input.
However, it may also be good to consider using the current criteria laid out in our guidelines so as to
avoid potentially choosing a name that could become controversial in the future as peoples
viewpoints on names and events change over time.
Chair Hoag requested that staff provide an engagement process and name change recommendation
timeline.
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Chair Hoag also noted that the Commission received two electronic messages that had similar
sentiment to all of the community members who commented at the meeting tonight.
Commissioner Baggenstoss said that he felt it was a good time for the Commission to do some
listening to our indigenous community members.
Commissioner Stoner commented that he felt park names serve the main purpose of helping to
identify and differentiate parks within the community. If this specific name is causing concerns it
should definitely be changed. Youth Commissioner Carlson agreed as it does not meet the current
park naming criteria and people are asking for the change.
Commissioner Baggenstoss said that he is excited to bring a decision that is honored and brought
forth from an underrepresented group. Also, he reinforced that this will need to be a responsible
decision. Not a decision that feels like it is “ours”.
The Commission discussed timelines and process for potentially changing the name of Pocahontas
Park.
Commissioner O’Brien commented that it could be decided at tonight’s meeting that the
Commission would like to move forward with changing the name of Pocahontas Park. In addition, it
could be decided if the name should be a generic name or if it should honor a group of people/idea.
Commissioner Hoag cautioned moving forward with any decisions this evening without a timeline
from staff on next steps.
Staff reminded the Commission that they are a recommending body and that the first step of any
timeline would need to be understanding if this is something that the City Council would be
interested in changing.
Commissioner Baggenstoss reiterated that the Commission needs to bring the non-dominant culture
voice to the table and make that voice more important than the dominant culture’s voice. If we hear
from the non-dominant culture and they begin to feel that their voice is trusted in city government
that is a win for everyone.
Commissioner Hoag noted that he feels it is premature to bring it to the City Council and he would
be hesitant to rush the process.
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more recent history. I’d like to suggest that this presents a unique
opportunity to recognize and honor the Indigenous people who
lived here before the white settlers came and literally stole their
land. Looking around Roseville I have not seen anything,
anywhere, which recognizes that the Dakota and Ojibwe people.
Not as street name, a building, a Heritage Trail maker, nothing.
Like other white people, I had never given it a moment’s thought
until recently, and I was very sad when I visited the Roseville
Historical Society last Winter and was told the history begins with
Isaac Rose in 1843.
I do appreciate that Parks and Recreation hosts Wild Rice
Festival and that this year the Music at the Rog included an
Indigenous band, and there are probably other things I am
missing. What I’d like to see is something permanent that can be
used as a catalyst for discussions of the full history of our City.
I’m going to push a little and say I would like to see two parks renamed. One in honor of the Dakota, and one in honor of the
Ojibwe. The fact that we have a park named for a woman who
was part of a Indigenous nation from the East Coast highlights
the fact that many of us have not understood or appreciated that
there were more than 500 Indigenous Nations in the US, and
many different nations/communities/tribes in Minnesota. If they
are discussed at all, they are usually lumped together as
Indigenous. How powerful would it be to change that right here,
right now, by taking this opportunity to separately honor both the
Dakota and Ojibwe. It matters. I know that Don Eubanks who is
from Mille Lacs and Dannah Thompson who is White Earth are
always very careful to say that they cannot speak for the Dakota.
It could be so beautiful!!! Like the Arts Roseville Mosaic Project
at the library, I imagine a project to honor separately honor the
Dakota and Ojibwe. If that was at two separate and distinct parks
it would be so powerful! It could always be a source of
discussion. If it is impossible to imagine two separate parks, I
hope in your discussions you will be attune to the fact that it is
important to understand who you are hearing from.
Ultimately I could be completely wrong. Maybe it’s not as simple
as making the two distinctions or maybe that’s not the most
important thing. This is another great example of a white person
thinking I know what is needed! Please take this as a suggestion
to encourage you to think big at this time and to suggest some
questions to ask before making your recommendations.
One other thing I would like to point out is that usually in October
the City of Roseville has a proclamation for Indigenous People’s
Day. . They are usually very generic. I have been pushing the
Human Rights, Inclusion and Engagement Commission and the
City Council to make all of the Proclamations more meaningful by
actually referencing how the proclamations are connected to
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residents in Roseville, and I have asked them to do programming
related to the proclamations too.
I know it’s virtually impossible to think you will have a new name
by October, but I think it would be great if along with this year’s
Proclamation, the Mayor could announce the work being done to
change the name of Pocahontus Park. I imagine in the future
every Indigenous proclamation could include references to the
park or parks that honor the Indigenous People and why it is
important to have them. The question that we like to ask when
we are looking at what the City is doing is “Is whatever this action
is meaningful, or it is just ‘checking a box’ to say we have done
something’. You have a perfect opportunity to make the
Indigenous People’s Day proclamation this year be more than
checking a box. I know there’s not much time but you could also
show that it is possible to move fast when the situation warrants
it.
Thank you again for your thoughtful consideration of this park
name. The fact that none of you questioned the need to change
the name gave me great hope that more and more people in our
community, and especially those representing our City, are ready
to accept responsibility and do the work to really live up to the
Inclusion and Respect Statement.
Thank you.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Concern

Roseville is their ancestral lands. As an Ojibwe woman, it makes sense
to maybe not rename but rather revert back to the original name.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City government
offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such as this one, may
be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act and/or may be disclosed to
third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

Attachment A - Page 39

From:
To:
Date:

Danielle Christensen
Contact Parks and Recreation Commission
Thursday, September 3, 2020 10:13:29 AM

Hello,
Thank you for taking the time to reach out to the Parks & Recreation Commission e-mail.
Community input is invaluable to the Parks & Recreation Commission.
All messages sent to the Commission will be included in Commission documentation for
review.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks,
Dani
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Danielle Christensen | Department Assistant – Parks & Recreation | City of Roseville
O: 651.792.7103
From: noreply@civicplus.com
Sent: Thursday, September 3, 2020 8:26 AM
To: *RVParksCommission <*RVParksCommission@metro-inet.us>
Subject: Online Form Submittal: Contact Parks and Recreation Commission

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Contact Parks and Recreation Commission
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject:

Pocahontas park name change

Contact Information

Name:

Pocahontas park name change

Address:

Ted Tessier

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

How would you prefer to
be contacted? Remember
to fill in the
corresponding contact
information in the fields
below.

Email

Phone Number:

Field not completed.
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Email Address:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

As an indigenous man and a Roseville resident I would really
appreciate changing the name of this park. There are plenty of
find names that could be selected from the Dakota language that
would be more appropriate for this land. I myself am Ojibwe But I
honor the fact that I live on Dakota land. Please consider
showing respect by changing this name.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Matthew Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, September 23, 2020 11:21 AM
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Where did the name of this park come
from? Most of the other parks are named for there location, plot/area location name or our two
parks dedicated to our two lost police officers.
I would like to suggest it is time to change the name of this park. Even if there is a same street
name around the park, the park itself could be renamed.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes
First Name: Sharon
Last Name: Gerber
Address: 1204 County Road B W
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 9/23/2020 11:20:49 AM
Submitted from IP Address: 174.20.3.238
1
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Referrer Page: No Referrer - Direct Link
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

2
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https://www.mnhs.org/ramseyhouse/learn/alexander-ramsey

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City government
offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such as this one,
may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act and/or may be
disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

2
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVParksCommission
Online Form Submittal: Contact Parks and Recreation Commission
Friday, October 30, 2020 8:57:43 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact Parks and Recreation Commission
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject:

Pocahontas Park Re-name

Contact Information

Name:

Kelly Miller

Address:

511 Hilltop Ave

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information in the fields
below.

Email

Phone Number:
Email Address:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Boozhoo,
My name is Kelly Miller. I am a resident of Roseville and also an
enrolled member of the Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe. I am the
Director of Department of Indian Work a program of Interfaith
Action of Greater St.Paul. As an indigenous women, I feel
offended when I learned there was a park in our city named
Pocahontas Park. I hope you are aware that her story that
Disney told is historically inaccurate. I feel that the park should
be renamed and I personally would like to see it be named in
Ojibwe. I am aware St.Paul is historically Dakota/Lakota land but
the Ojibwe people were also in the area. I am willing to help
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advocate for this event, participate and share information with the
American Indian community.
Miigwech,
Kelly

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

Attachment A - Page 48
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVParksCommission
Online Form Submittal: Contact Parks and Recreation Commission
Sunday, November 1, 2020 7:58:53 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact Parks and Recreation Commission
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject:

Pocahontas Park

Contact Information

Name:

Kathy Ramundt

Address:

1161 Laurie Road West

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information in the
fields below.

Email

Phone Number:
Email Address:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

There is much to be done to educate our community about the
history of our land before it became Rose Township in 1850. Our
City has an opportunity to address that lack of acknowledgement
of that history beginning with re-naming Pocahontas Park. Based
on the work that Do Good Roseville has been doing in our
community, I want to share the following resources with you and
offer to help in any way we can.
I recently attended a program by Dr. Kate Beane, Director of
Native American Initiatives at Minnesota Historical Society on
place names. She is Dakota. Here is one of her TedTalks “The
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Lasting Legacy of Place Names” https://youtu.be/bBqqVEJ42iI.
Don Eubanks (eubanks289@msn.com). Don is a resident of
Roseville and he has served on the Imagine Roseville group. Don
is a member of the Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe and currently
teaches at Metropolitan State University. He has served as the
Director of MultiCultural Affairs at the MN Dept of Human Services
and on the board of American Indian Family Center. He hosts
Counter Stories on NPR. Here is a link to their program: “Counter
Stories: Restoring Native American names to Minnesotan
landmarks” (which also features Dr. Kate Beane)
https://www.npr.org/podcasts/414686898/counter-stories
American Indian Parent Advisory Committee for ISD623. They
meet every third Tuesday
https://www.isd623.org/calendar/american-indian-parent-advisorycommittee-meeting
American Indian Cultural Liaison for the school district. Contact
information is available at https://www.isd623.org/node/384
Corey Yunke, Community Relations Coordinator for Roseville
Police Department. The recently created Multicultural Advisory
Committee has 2 members who are Native Americans
Jamie Becker-Finn – MN House Representative for 42B. Jamie is
a Leech Lake Ojibwe descendent.
Dannah Thompson – Roseville resident and Roseville city council
candidate and descendant of the White Earth Reservation.
To connect with Native Americans living in Roseville, find out how
the Community Survey was conducted. According to the
published survey results in a random sample of 400 randomly
selected residents, they were able to ensure they had
representation from 2 Native Americans (out of an estimated 217
of 33,000 residents. This shows that it is possible to identify and
connect with specific populations. This means you should be able
to connect with not only Native Americans, but other nondominant cultures.
http://www.cityofroseville.com/DocumentCenter/View/30417/2020City-of-Roseville-PowerPoint-Presentation
Engage with the Roseville Library. They are always open to
programming ideas. They could help engage the community. Judy
Woodward is the History Coordinator at Ramsey County Library.
Judy does excellent historical programming and has a wealth of
contacts. Her email is: judith.woodward@co.ramsey.mn.us. Carol
Jackson is the Adult Programming Manager. Her email is:
carol.l.jackson@co.ramsey.mn.us.

Attachment A - Page 50

Dana Healy, the Executive Director of CTV North Suburbs, is very
well connected and has many options for community outreach
and programming to connect with residents. Her email is:
dhealy@ctvnorthsuburbs.org
Do Good Roseville did a program called “Ask an Indigenous
Person” which was a panel discussion.
https://www.ctvnorthsuburbs.org/videos/ask-series-ask-anindigenous-person/. You could reach out to the program
moderator, Nyia Harris, for contact information for the panelists
that participated. Her email is nyny9980@gmail.com.
Here is another organization to reach out to: Native Governance
Center. They educate, engage, and share information with the
broader community around topics related to sovereignty, nation
building, and Indian Country. . https://nativegov.org/programs/ .
Their website includes contacts for all of the Native Nations in
Minnesota: https://nativegov.org/resources/
Dr. Beane’s recent program “Reclamation at Bde Maka Ska:
Dakota Name Restoration and Community Advocacy in Public
Spaces.”, listed the following partners:
University of Minnesota’s Circle of Indigenous Nations
Department of American Indian Studies
The Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Advising Office
College of Liberal Arts President's Emerging Scholars program
office
American Indian Student Cultural Center
American Indian Science & Engineering Society
American Indian Cultural House
Multicultural Center for Academic Excellence, and Housing &
Residential Life.
The work you are doing now is a critical step in the City’s stated
goal to be inclusive. The easy path is to do what we have always
done. We can use our tried and true methods to reach out to the
community, which will get the same results we have always had
and will continue to represent only our predominately white
residents. We can simply remove the offensive name and give it a
generic new name that takes the path of least resistance and
does not require or encourage future community engagement into
the full history of our City.
The richness of an individual's life comes from all of the people
we know and all of the experiences that we have, and the same
can be said for a community. I urge you to be courageous and to
use this as an opportunity to acknowledge the full spectrum of
people that make up our community and to acknowledge our full
history, warts and all.
Thank you.
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Kathy Ramundt
Do Good Roseville
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Tuesday, January 26, 2021 10:01:55 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: I am a lifelong Roseville resident and a descendent of white earth nation. I think you should
change the name of the park because this name does not honor Native Americans or our ancestry, but rather it reinforces negative stereotypes and
outdated images of indigenous peoples. Instead I suggest that you pick a Dakota name since we are on Dakota homeland after all!
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name: Nicole
Last Name: MartinRogers
Address: 2010 Autumn Pl
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/26/2021 10:01:53 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 174.20.57.145
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https3A__m.facebook.com_&d=DwIFAg&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=UnZc8okAhsRmUPyBjd6VB_9scQ90xm7qopogM4Eg-b0&s=JivThSd4T04NJWZ1vkX-S7RnBqbXS8Be6_Ti20-Oyvo&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Tuesday, January 26, 2021 7:18:23 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Pocahontas Park must be renamed. Pocahontas was not from this region. Just picking a famous
name does not honor our Native American/Indigenous brothers and sisters of Minnesota.
With kindness,
T
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name:
Last Name:
Address:
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/26/2021 7:18:21 AM
Submitted from IP Address: 174.219.145.39
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https3A__m.facebook.com_&d=DwIFAg&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=aDJXn1uyhwW2_H5k7fZAMueTxhNjKbtMqVejLF0Nt3A&s=9h0H0kf6cmLaEWcvleRNIt3i5nEfuV06zzUEnpLRHWQ&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 54

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 7:46:16 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Awful name for a mythological character. There are a number of Dakota place names for towns,
lakes, and parks in the region. Kaposia comes to mind in South St.. Paul. Minnetonka is another. Minnesota is a Dakota word, and an apt name for
the state. It translates In English as “land of sky blue waters.” Somebody hasn’t done any research on Dakota language place names, which would
be appropriate for any park in the Twin City region. Consult a Dakota language speaker. Contact Neil McKay at the U of Mn. He teaches Dakota
language there. We are all on Dakota homeland in Minnesota. The Dakota were here before the Chippewa, so my recommendation is to use a
Dakota word. Even naming it after the prairie rose in the Dakota language would be an honoring of the first Minnesotans, and honors Roseville.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes
First Name: Mary Beth
Last Name: Faimon
Address: 1181 Edgcumbe Rd
City: St. Paul
State: MN
Zip Code: 55105
Email address: marybeth faimon@gmail.com

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 7:46:13 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 97.64.251.150
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com&d=DwIGaQ&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=vc-_mMyfgW1YvP7rZz22L4_Gu-jv10SRvHkQG78U75k&s=oqrKo9iZqoC_uejmN-eW_qAuy_4sbQDC1JAXm0Ys7Uw&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 55

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 6:44:39 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: This name is not only inaccurate and completely unrelated to any aspect of the land or people
who live and have lived in this part of Minnesota, or in Minnesota in general — it perpetuates a shameful stereotype of Native Americans. It’s
embarrassing that a park on Dakota lands, in the 21st century, bears this name. I call on the Parks & Rec dept. to not only remove this name from
the park, but to also produce a public apology, and to actively seek out Native American community groups in the metro area to work with directly
(and compensate!) to determine an appropriate name for this park.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes
First Name: Sam
Last Name: Wegner
Address:
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address: s

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 6:44:37 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 98.240.218.226
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com&d=DwIGaQ&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=AD_Rdy18peE_hGHFzpw5Vq49m3rSgoag9x4Z75nAOFs&s=ms8j_497QDU3cxndnzmGI3Ceii9FBZUrZehCpZI-Ojw&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 56

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 6:31:58 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: To name this park “Pocahontas Park” is not only offensive and perpetuates Native American
stereotypes but reinforces an idea that we are not separate sovereign nations, which we are.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name:
Last Name:
Address:
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 6:31:56 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 24.7.253.40
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com&d=DwIGaQ&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=72Stma0sYrFvvtmtaM5YFQ-9aJSlxJsSolEl3s069Us&s=oh9pd2MHJvFKtn17VK6VYOsK6K1uLh_ph80Y1HEJNRk&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 57

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 6:28:10 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: I think that in 2021 we can find a better name for this park,
perhaps a name that respectfully honors the Dakota people who were here before this was Roseville. Please consult
with local Dakota folks to remedy this.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name: Marjorie
Last Name: Otto
Address: 500 Roselawn Ave E
City: Maplewood
State: MN
Zip Code: 55117
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 6:28:08 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 73.37.192.185
Referrer Page: No Referrer - Direct Link
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 58

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 6:26:36 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Boozhoo,
My name is Emily and my family is from the White Earth band of Ojibwe. The name Pocahontas has no place here. Pocahontas was not a princess,
she was a child who was stolen from her home by white settlers. She also was not from this land. It would be far more appropriate to have a Dakota
name for this park, as this is Dakota land.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes
First Name: Emily
Last Name: Kunze
Address: 2579 fry st
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 6:26:34 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 24.118.1.14
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com_&d=DwIFAg&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=sxxjsiZdtceDYRAB7Zad_vvkbHjQ2MkdDkJBcSIwebA&s=jDC8e-4TC6-r6fv5K54spQZFBdQGfThwGSuNYW8PP0o&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 59

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 8:53:37 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: I can't believe that this name has been used as long as it has been. It whitewashes the kidnapping
of a child and serves as a traumatic reminder of Trump's slurs against Elizabeth Warren. There is no Minnesota history wrapped up in there, either--it
provides no such value.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes
First Name: Vidhya
Last Name: Shanker
Address: 2409-16th Avenue South
City: Minneapolis
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 8:53:35 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 73.94.222.22
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com_&d=DwIFAg&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=Yg0xShOnOWvfwnd1pihcljaLR_J_mBpijVjkBWQRt2E&s=KZBpJDIx8yd5fjVyj1xEJh9d3JUkUranfxoPXqsOllo&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 60

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 9:17:05 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Please change the name. This has nothing to do with Minnesota.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name: M
Last Name: Jaralambides
Address: 145 20TH AVE N
City: HOPKINS
State: MN
Zip Code: 55343
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 9:17:03 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 75.72.145.211
Referrer Page: No Referrer - Direct Link
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 9:50:49 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Pocahontas did not come from here. Not appropriate. I know some native folk who have
suggested naming it a place name (in Dakota) and honoring Roseville.   They suggested Prairie Rose (only using the Dakota word).   I think so,
too. Before naming something that uses a name from another culture.... Representatives from that culture should be consulted so as not to
unintentionally cause offence.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name: Renae
Last Name: Storbakken
Address: 2330 Nokomis Ave
City: St. Paul
State: MN
Zip Code: 55119
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 9:50:47 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 65.128.140.148
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https3A__l.facebook.com_&d=DwIFAg&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=V5802p_wyRUnDDkuHDPf0PTfwa9mg_uV0T4uyMYopjU&s=vqZW1F7H9gIA0BZ_3DyetxJf7Vt7rThqn5kDVZD4Lr4&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 62

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 10:52:08 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Extremely disrespectful to actual Native American women. I am not sure where Roseville chose
to get another history lesson from but obviously not from any of the indigenous communities who’s land Roseville is located on. Walt Disney
should not be the source for naming a park.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name:
Last Name:
Address:
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 10:52:06 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 98.240.196.29
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com&d=DwIGaQ&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=rc7sEhgbOxM_Sr_GV0fm1YPCmiD3_tBM9GCvzNmU-JI&s=dgB7YLAfGt4ISekYzTjWeo9riM1JflNsAuWPUppgSok&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 63

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 7:58:13 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park::
1.) Pocahontas wasn’t from here
2.) With no reason or interpretation provided about such a name for a Roseville park, all this name does is perpetuate stereotypes of Native Americans
as all lumped together/all the same (actually there are over 500 distinct Native nations!), traps us in 1800’s imagery and erases actual living native
people, and elicits those harmful sexually inappropriate media depictions of Native women.
3) no, it does not “honor” us.
Please change this name and respectfully make wave for better change.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name:
Last Name:
Address:
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 7:58:11 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 73.88.39.26
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com&d=DwIGaQ&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=OyME8oTPSMMKsgQhpAuGgNL_ktbpFHBd_LBs_dqasYs&s=LMwwVcweWs8YdH1e4R5pMSTx2QXApgw35FSrUhQoDDk&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 64

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 4:36:35 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: The name is ridiculous. Let's stop pretending like Native Americans are a myth and no longer
exist. Surely we can come up with a better name. If this name remains then it'll be a park my family and I are sure to avoid.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes,No
First Name: Eamon
Last Name: Coyne
Address: 1644 Atlantic Street
City: Saint Paul
State: MN
Zip Code: 55106
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 4:36:34 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 192.203.201.3
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https3A__l.facebook.com_&d=DwIFAg&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=Ze-yNCdK_LY2RokkYkeeeMs9B0ohwQAzlL4OOyb_soo&s=j_ijbSsFrtg0ebmxkvVox4K-yZu2HY-q58Aec9B-06w&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 65

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 4:36:08 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Please re-name this park asap! This is an inappropriate name, is not even a Dakota name and
serves no purpose other than perpetuating harmful myths and stereotypes of indigenous peoples. I don’t live in Roseville but the adjacent St. Paul
and that name shames all of us who live in Minnesota.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name: Daniela
Last Name: Bell
Address: 761 3rd St East
City: St Paul
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 4:36:06 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 73.37.219.205
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com&d=DwIGaQ&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=d67O3d-r-lEPzrN4fD7vL8V3o8NAJZmcmaKX3elAtEc&s=_O9pq62kZnA0q17wKAgfBPjKZOIbUcSweHjq0Xf0SMo&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

Attachment A - Page 66

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 3:47:38 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Change the name. It's long overdue and the continuous ask is tiring.
Change.the.name.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name:
Last Name:
Address:
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 3:47:36 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 68.168.185.32
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com_&d=DwIFAg&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=Y4JjYvQdbU0PFOg7zRLbpEBkT1YCvLc5q9Lv0mNI0ZA&s=ueplkvyovMPpoyJ05fG2biB9Fen1sY2B1zZn7d11uyY&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 3:31:07 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Please change the name of this park. It's well past time to stop
honoring falsified, colonial histories that glorify pedophilia and genocide. Pocahontas wasn't her real name, and she
was kidnapped by a man a great deal older than her when she was a child of 12 years old. Please choose a different
name to honor Minnesota's Dakota history or something about the outdoors and be on the right side of history.
Miigwech (thanks)!
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name: Jennifer
Last Name: Hall
Address:
City: Minneapolis
State: MN
Zip Code: 55414
Email address: jhall.mn@gmail.com

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 3:31:05 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 97.127.87.218
Referrer Page: No Referrer - Direct Link
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 3:28:11 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: This is Dakota homelands and the park should reflect the Indigenous people of the area.
Therefore it seems pretty inappropriate to name it after Pocahontas, who is not from this area. It comes off as disrespectful, in fact, since it seems as
though the people who named it believe all Natives are the same. Minnesota has a rich Indigenous history and we should honor it in an intelligent
manner. Lets move beyond stereotypes and do better.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes
First Name: Marlena
Last Name: Myles
Address: 1621 7Th St W, Apt 2
City: SAINT PAUL
State: MN
Zip Code: 55102
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 3:28:09 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 98.240.250.236
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https3A__l.facebook.com_&d=DwIFAg&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=yopF4X9j3Un4Cm0vq078KR1CG6n8f3LP_gJ_d7Iq9us&s=SwpggbtRxJrhs9h4jrAYqIXy05PG9gqiqdrk7joOvSs&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, January 25, 2021 2:54:00 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: Really need to change the name of this park. Pocahontas wasn’t
even from this area, number one. Number two, having this park named Pocahontas with literally no reason,
interpretation, or historical ties to this area just serves to perpetuate stereotypes of Native people, that we are all the
same, and brings to mind antiquated and inaccurate imagery of who Native people are.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes
First Name: Maggie
Last Name: Lorenz
Address: 1651 Fremont Ave
City: Saint Paul
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 2:53:58 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 71.34.21.134
Referrer Page: No Referrer - Direct Link
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426
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Matthew Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, January 25, 2021 5:07 PM
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: It is violent that you would think naming a
park Pocahontas would even begin to honor tribes in MN. She wasn’t even from here!!!! Don’t
fake DEI work and actually do it. Connect with the tribes who used to inhabit the land of
Roseville.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: No
First Name:
Last Name:
Address:
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 5:07:19 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 73.94.20.218
1

Attachment A - Page 71

Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com&d=DwIGaQ&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIj
MM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=B6kdVpJ6BA9y_E5ytyk5ua0FMT9mHBCu7QaMNiMBQ4M&s=YxQTuQE
GXJ6aYIc35zfsTzGnLgt0Q9r4YP2dN398UFM&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

2

Attachment A - Page 72

Matthew Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, January 25, 2021 4:41 PM
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: I find it to be completely disgusting,
disrespectful and extremely offensive. Please remove the name immediately as this impacts
those who do live in the community and or attend their schools and spend money on business in
your city. My son who is native & black attends RAHS, plays sports in your city and his other
non White friends need to know they are respected and supported.
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes
First Name: Susan
Last Name: Montgomery
Address: PO Box 17370 Lot 116
City: Saint Paul
State: MN
Zip Code: 55117
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 1/25/2021 4:40:36 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 174.219.14.197
1
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Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http3A__m.facebook.com&d=DwIFAg&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIj
MM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=dCi_vm3jZhFXVbU3OaHx3pBJuk9r2cX3w8zGBiJhgQA&s=dSt860yZxNo
Bt43cOBgL07qz8Fb7YkVC6AtL5et99zM&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426

2
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:49:34 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
First Name

Katie

Last Name

Davis

Street Address
(Section Break)

Provide Feedback
Below

Hello,
I appreciate you taking this into consideration. As a white person,
I believe it is my responsibility to acknowledge the feelings of and
impact on BIPOC and others who are discriminated against. I
agree with changing the name of Pocahontas Park and I am
happy to live in a city where this is taken seriously.
Thank you,
Katie Davis
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Comments
Monday, March 22, 2021 10:17:44 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

The following form was submitted via your website: Pocahontas Park Comments
My thoughts and comments on Pocahontas Park:: It’s been this name for years, part of history
I thought
I would like Parks and Recreation staff to contact me.: Yes
First Name: Nancy
Last Name: Bingham
Address: 7618 fox creek ct
City: Rockford
State: MN
Zip Code: 55373
Email address:

Additional Information:
Form submitted on: 3/22/2021 10:17:41 PM
Submitted from IP Address: 97.127.92 247
Referrer Page: https://urldefense.proofpoint com/v2/url?u=https3A__www.google.com_&d=DwIGaQ&c=wZIz6BR1yds6ABxMNYcTPKRj39yq004hegHRzkEIjMM&r=4aSj2T1ScELgvNU6rPLknKulconxbv__FLPALQT68M&m=FFsYqSV5A2ffRxc9LhdhUlqilxyNhZAcxTanC9-iU1Y&s=jVnhHtX1NKc8BkSoaQl5HzP73UpAj83B1iP1pzmdNBY&e=
Form Address: http://cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=426
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
Monday, July 5, 2021 2:39:46 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
First Name

Chenar

Last Name

Howard

Street Number

2610

Street Name

Snelling

Street Type

Curv

Apt #

17

City

Roseville

State

MN

Zip

55113

Email Address
(Section Break)

Provide Feedback
Below

I fully support changing the name of Pocahontas Park to a more
inclusive name that is better associated with the Roseville, MN
area. I welcome the input of local Native American groups as
well. Thank you for considering this issue.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
Wednesday, July 21, 2021 3:55:04 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
First Name

Patricia

Last Name

Dankert

Street Number

2850 Market Place Drive, Apt 207

Street Name

Field not completed.

Street Type

Field not completed.

Apt #

Field not completed.

City

Little Canada

State

Minnesota

Zip

55117

Email Address
(Section Break)

Provide Feedback
Below

I hope that you come up with something better than what they
plan to call Fairview Comm Ctr. I still have not found one
individual who agrees with the next to remember and impossible
to pronounce name. It will forever be "Fairview" as to most of us
this making a big deal about Indian names is ridiculous. Wonder
how many Indians living in Roseville were even consulted about
this name change.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
Thursday, July 22, 2021 5:42:54 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
First Name

Elyse

Last Name

Coleman

Street Number

540

Street Name

Woodhill

Street Type

Dr

Apt #

76

City

Roseville

State

Mn

Zip

55113

Email Address
(Section Break)

Provide Feedback
Below

As an ally who has many friends in and works with the Native
community in MN, I have never heard a Native say the way
Pocahontas' name and story has been colonized was ok or is not
offensive. It perpetuates trauma.
Please rename the park. This is one super small piece of
courtesy we can do for our Native relatives. It may be more
appropriate to ask the Dakota tribe what to name the space as
this is their land.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
Thursday, July 22, 2021 9:23:00 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
First Name

Naomi

Last Name

Krueger

Street Number

1048 Roselawn Ave W

Street Name

Roselawn

Street Type

Avenue

Apt #

Field not completed.

City

Roseville

State

MN

Zip

55113

Email Address
(Section Break)

Provide Feedback
Below

I am in full support of changing the name of Pocahontas Park. If
it is offensive to people in our community and to the Native
American community, then changing the name to be in line with
our values makes perfect sense. It feels wrong to me to name a
park after a Native American woman who was mistreated and
whose story has been misrepresented in American history AND
who has no ties to Minnesota. Unless there is a compelling
reason from local Native American groups to change the name to
something else Native, then I would recommend changing it to
something else entirely. We live on stolen land. We need to be
respectful of that history and of the people whose ancestors have
deep roots here.
As a parent with young kids, I want my kids to live in a
community that takes these kinds of concerns seriously and
works to right wrongs of the past. It sets a really good example to
them and helps to build a community that is inclusive and

Attachment A - Page 80

considerate to all people, especially the historically marginalized
or oppressed. I am very thankful that the city is being thoughtful
about this and it makes me proud to live in Roseville.
I hope a name is chosen that has no connection to white
colonialism. Perhaps a name related to native plants, flowers, or
wildlife could be a good choice. Or a name connected to our city
values. The name should make all people feel good (or at least
neutral) when visiting this park or talking about this park. When
my kids visit city parks, they give them their own names that
remind them of the specific features of the park. Such as "rocket
ship park" or "Blue park" or "Dark Slide Spinney Slide." The kids
who use this particular part most might already have a name for
it.
Sincerely,
Naomi Krueger
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
Friday, July 23, 2021 8:24:16 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
First Name

Jennifer

Last Name

Field not completed.

Street Number

2880

Street Name

Field not completed.

Street Type

Field not completed.

Apt #

Field not completed.

City

Roseville

State

MN

Zip

55113

Email Address

Field not completed.
(Section Break)

Provide Feedback
Below

I believe it's far more important to learn about names/people,
whether good or bad, and gain lessons from the past rather than
castigating our communities for things that may be offensive.
Removing such things from our communities removes the stories
behind them, the lessons behind them; without lessons from the
past are doomed to repeat it over and over and over again.
I and my husband are for keeping the name as it is. We
appreciate your consideration in this matter and for allowing us to
give our input.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
Matthew Johnson
Online Form Submittal: Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
Tuesday, August 3, 2021 9:53:40 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Pocahontas Park Name Feedback
First Name

Laura

Last Name

Hill

Street Number

2535

Street Name

Pascal

Street Type

St

Apt #

Field not completed.

City

ROSEVILLE

State

MN

Zip

55113

Email Address
(Section Break)

Provide Feedback
Below

Dear Committee Members
I live across the street from the Park and beg you to make the
name simple, if you choose to change it.
If you want a Dakota word, try Keya (turtle) as there have been
such in the little pond.
Hinhan (owl) would also be good - I hear them hooting from the
neighbors' trees in the night.
If an English word, how about All Welcome?
But please I urge you not to pick a word such as you have given
to the former community center. You must not know American
speakers if you don't know the word will be soon butchered; it
may even morph into something undesirable. And that's not
respectful.
Keep it simple!
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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RESIDENT
«fullStreetName»
ROSEVILLE, MN 55113
Friday, August 27, 2021

Dear Pocahontas Park Neighbor:
As you have likely heard, over the past year the Parks and Recreation Commission has been learning more and
engaging with the community about the appropriateness of the name of Pocahontas Park.
Specifically, some have raised concerns that the name may be offensive and harmful to Native Americans in the
community. Some of the specific concerns include:
•
•
•

Pocahontas, the person, doesn’t appear to have had any ties to the state of Minnesota.
Historical and pop-cultural representations of Pocahontas differ greatly from the history that her tribe shares.
Research shows that glorification of historically inaccurate portrayals of past Native Americans can be harmful
to present day Native Americans.

The Parks and Recreation commission has spent several months working through an Engagement and Analysis Plan,
learning more and engaging impacted communities on this issue. Enclosed is a flyer with more information about the
process and conversation to date. Additional information and an opportunity to provide feedback is also available at
cityofroseville.com/pocahontaspark.
The analysis of the issue will culminate on Tuesday, September 7 at 6:30pm where the Commission will hold a
listening session to hear the opinions of residents and others who wish to have input on the subject and discuss the
issue. The meeting can be attended in person at Roseville City Hall or virtually at cityofroseville.com/attendmeeting.
If you are unable to attend the meeting, written feedback will be accepted at cityofroseville.com/pocahontaspark
through Monday, September 6.
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Matthew L. Johnson
Assistant Parks and Recreation Director
(651) 792-7102
Matthew.johnson@cityofroseville.com
2660 CIVIC CENTER DRIVE ~ ROSEVILLE, MN 55113
651-792-7006 ~ FAX 651-792-7100 ~ CITYOFROSEVILLE.COM/PARKS

8/17/2021

Roseville looks to rename Pocahontas Park
Attachment A - Page 87

Watch Live

Roseville looks to rename Pocahontas Park
By Babs Santos | Published March 22 | Roseville | FOX 9

ROSEVILLE, Minn. (FOX 9) - The city of Roseville is moving to change the name
of one of its parks after hearing from Native Americans on why the current
name offends them.
The park is named after Pocahontas, but Pocahontas came from a tribe
farther east. This offends the Dakota people who say the Roseville park should
bear a name that reflects the caretakers of the land.

Roseville looks to rename Pocahontas Park

The city of Roseville is moving to change the name of one of its
parks&nbsp;after hearing from Native Americans on why the current name
offends them.

"The story of Pocahontas that people see on Disney is a very incorrect and
inaccurate history of what happened with this young woman," Minnesota
Indian Women Resource Center CEO Marisa Comings told FOX 9.
"It’s frustrating," Executive Director of Lower Phalen Creek and Waká Tipi
Center Maggie Lorenz said. "This type of name and imagery is harmful to our
communities… it really places us in the 1800’s context."
"If it’s a name that’s been mischaracterized and misused by Walt Disney, then
maybe it isn’t appropriate to keep the name of the park Pocahontas," John
Bantle said.

https://www.fox9.com/news/roseville-looks-to-rename-pocahontas-park
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8/17/2021

Roseville considers renaming Pocahontas Park - StarTribune.com

The name fuels misunderstanding about the breadth and diversity of the hundreds of
Indigenous communities across the country, Ducheneaux said.
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"Oftentimes, when we are quote-unquote being honored, it s as if we are monolith," he
said. "We are not viewed as distinct or individual tribal nations."
The Twin Cities is the ancestral homeland of the Dakota people. Johnson said the city
has reached out to Dakota tribal members, but city staff understand that Indigenous
communities can be inundated with these types of requests.
So far, the debate around the name change has been measured, Johnson said. Ducheneaux said Roseville s process appears to be thoughtful and pragmatic, but he cautioned
leaders not to get hung up on perfection.
Johnson said the city is accepting suggestions for possible names. Some parks
commissioners have pondered at past meetings if the park should be renamed to honor
local people.
Shannon Geshick, executive director of the Minnesota Indian Affairs Council, threw out
some ideas for a renaming when she spoke to the parks commission last December.
"My initial thoughts were to bring a modern name or a modern person," Geshick said,
suggesting the park could honor a Dakota person or Lt. Gov. Peggy Flanagan, who is a
member of the White Earth nation.
The city will host a public listening session about the park name at 6:30 p.m. on Sept. 7
at City Hall.
RELATED

Sign up for the new Eye on St. Paul newsletter
We'll keep you informed on all things St. Paul. Delivered straight to your inbox each weekday.

(http://newsletters.startribune.com/pages/1788361/29164)

Shannon Prather covers Ramsey County for the Star Tribune. Previously, she covered philanthropy
and nonprofits. Prather has two decades of experience reporting for newspapers in Minnesota,
California, Idaho, Wisconsin and North Dakota. She has covered a variety of topics including the legal
system, law enforcement, education, municipal government and slice-of-life community news.
Shannon.Prather@startribune.com

612-673-4804

ShannonMPrather

https://www.startribune.com/roseville-considers-renaming-pocahontas-park/600084515/
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Mission Statement
To provide ethical, efficient, and responsive local government, in support of community aspirations, guided by
policies of the City Council, and implemented by professional staff, to ensure that Roseville remains strong,
vibrant, and sustainable for current and future generations.

Community Aspirations

As a community, we aspire to be:
Welcoming, inclusive, and respectful
Safe and law-abiding
Economically prosperous, with a stable and broad tax base
Secure in our diverse and quality housing and neighborhoods
Environmentally responsible, with well-maintained natural assets
Physically and mentally active and healthy
Well-connected through transportation and technology infrastructure
Engaged in our community’s success as citizens, neighbors, volunteers, leaders, and businesspeople

Inclusion and Respect Statement

The City of Roseville strives to be a welcoming and inclusive place for all. We are committed to promoting
respectful conduct, equitable service, and diversity in our community. We condemn discrimination by or against
residents, visitors, workers, city employees or city businesses. In all that we do as a City government, we
pledge to treat everyone fairly, respectfully, and without bias, regardless of their color, creed, religion, national
origin, gender, marital status, familial status, immigration status, sexual orientation, age, income, or disability.

City Priority Plan

The City Council has determined that there will be three strategic priorities that the City will focus on in 2017
and 2018: Economic Development, Inclusive Community and Governance, and Capital Improvements.
See the complete 2017-18 City Priority Plan

More
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Roseville Parks and Recreation Department
2660 Civic Center Drive - Roseville, Minnesota 55113
651/792-7006
OPERATING POLICY #
POLICY TITLE:
PURPOSE:

40

DATE: October, 1988

Assigning Names to City Facilities

From time to time there is a need to name City of Roseville parks and recreation
facilities. The adopted policy contains an orderly process for accomplishing this
need.

DESCRIPTION:
The following policy adopted by the City Council on October 5, 1988, shall be used for
assigning names to city Parks and Recreation facilities:
It shall be the policy of the City of Roseville to refer to the Parks and Recreation Commission,
any activity involving the naming or changing of names of any city-owned parks or recreational
facilities.
The Commission shall recommend to the City Council for approval, names for new sites,
facilities or portions of facilities. This includes any changes in names to existing facilities.
The naming of parks and recreational facilities will be given consideration by the Parks and
Recreation Commission based on the following factors:

• natural habitat, i.e., vegetation, terrain, animals, etc.
• geographic location, i.e., street names, directions, etc.
• appropriate non-descript terminology, i.e., acronyms or joining of two words or names or
activities, etc.
Only under certain and exceptional circumstances will consideration be given to the names of
individuals (alive or deceased) and/or organized groups, associations or businesses. To be
considered the individual, group, association or business must have made a significant and
exceptional contribution to the site involved or to the community as a whole. Such
contributions, (immediate or deferred) should be for recreation purposes and may include:

•
•

substantial financial donations
substantial property donations

In addition, recognition plaques, memorial plaques or dedications may be placed throughout the
Park and Recreation system by the Parks and Recreation director and with the recommendation
of the Parks and Recreation Commission.

Attachment C

ROSEVILLE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES FOR
SEPTEMBER 7, 2021 6:30 p.m.
PRESENT:
ABSENT:
STAFF:

Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag,
Lenhart, Ybarra
Boulton
Brokke, Christensen, Johnson

1) INTRODUCTIONS
Chair Hoag introduced the meeting and noted that this month’s meeting was an in-person meeting
with a virtual option. The public was still encouraged to participate in the meeting using the Zoom
platform. Chair Hoag also relayed that as of August 5, all staff are required to wear facemasks at
City Hall and all guests are encouraged to as well.
Commissioner Boulton previously alerted staff that he would not be in attendance at the September
Parks and Recreation Commission meeting.
2) ROLL CALL/PUBLIC COMMENT
Roll Call Commissioners: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila,
Lenhart, Ybarra and Hoag.
Chair Hoag called for public comment by members of the audience. No audience
members indicated that they wanted to make a comment.
3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – AUGUST 5, 2021 MEETING
Commissioner Heikkila moved to approve the minutes. Commissioner Brown seconds.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Heikkila, Hoag, and Ybarra.
Nays: None.
Abstain: Dahlstrom, Lenhart.
4) COMMUNITY LISTENING SESSION ON THE POCAHONTAS PARK NAME
CONVERSATION
Staff provided a summarization of the history of the Pocahontas Park name conversation as well as
the thorough feedback and outreach that the Commission engaged in with the community. The
outreach process that the Commission utilized was defined in the Engagement and Analysis Plan:
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•

Objective
o To engage the impacted communities to assess the impact of the name on their feeling
of being “welcomed, included and respected” in Roseville, including the:
 Native American people who live in Roseville
 Indigenous populations of Minnesota who have expertise
 Neighbors of Pocahontas Park
 Entire Roseville community

Staff also provided a list of individuals with similar expertise that provided formal feedback to the
Commission:
• Shannon Geshick (Minnesota Indian Affairs Council/Roseville Resident)
• Wayne Ducheneaux (Native Governance Center)
• John Bobolink (St. Paul Public Schools Indian Education Program)
• Roseville Area Schools American Indian Parent Advisory Committee
• Metropolitan Urban Indian Directors Group
• Jerry Dearly (Lakota Elder, Teacher and Language Expert)
Common themes that were shared by the individuals with expertise included:
• Varying opinions about whether the name is “offensive”
• Concerns about the lack of Pocahontas ties to MN
• Concerns about generalization/stereotyping of Native Americans based on past imagery
• Concerns about distortion of Pocahontas’ image/story
• General feeling that the name should be changed
• Many felt that a new name with reference to Dakota or Native American people would be
appropriate, but were hesitant to offer a suggestion
The Commission reviewed the additional resources that were shared, the one page informational
flyer, articles from external media, and community engagement events that the Commission
participated in.
Finally, feedback that was received from the community was summarized:
• Many informal conversations over the summer
• 44 written comments received
• 26 residents submitted written feedback
• 6 residents identified as Native American
• Several attended meetings to provide feedback
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S. McGiffin, 1579 Brooks Avenue, Roseville
The resident relayed a story about how Pocahontas Park was possibly going to be named Rosebrook
Park. However, due to a clerical mix-up, when the parks were being named, the names became
interchanged. She noted she was unhappy with the name change at the time.
She also added her concern that Pocahontas Park did not get basketball courts, walkways or
refinished benches during the most recent park updates. In addition, she stated that she has not
received any Commission packets regarding the Pocahontas Park name discussion and she has had
difficulty with viewing the televised Commission meetings, as she does not have cable. Recently,
she was able to see the televised Commission meetings and she also acknowledged receiving the
resident letter, alerting members of the Pocahontas neighborhood of the name conversation and
inviting them to attend tonight’s listening session. However, she believed that the neighborhood
residents have potentially been shut out of the discussion.
In conclusion, she stated that the name of Pocahontas Park should be changed to reflect someone in
the local tribal area.
K. Vandry, 2450 Holton Street
Ms. Vandry commended the work of the Commission in taking this discussion to the community at
large as well as to those in the Pocahontas Park neighborhood. She relayed her original excitement
of living so close to a park when she moved to her home in Roseville. However, she was perplexed
and concerned with the name and she has chosen to not refer to the park as Pocahontas Park with her
children. The energy around the discussion and potential name change is very exciting for her to see.
She added that a name change in conjunction with additional park updates that could help reflect and
educate the community on the Dakota people (native plantings, educational trail, natural playground,
etc.) would be a welcome change to the park.
K. Ramundt, 1161 Laure Road West
Ms. Ramundt thanked the Commission for all of the work they have done with gathering information
on the name change. She also expressed how happy she is that the city is making these types of
decisions.
She stated that she does feel the name needs to be changed. She added that she is not aware of any
other name utilized by the city that represents the Dakota people and she sees this as a potential
opportunity to start conversations within the community. However, she would defer the actual
naming to the Dakota people.
No further meeting attendees acknowledged that they would like to speak. Chair Hoag closed the
public listening session.
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5) DETERMINE NEXT STEPS ON POCAHONTAS NAME CONVERSATION
Chair Hoag posed the question to the Commission of if the name of Pocahontas Park should be
changed.
Commissioner Brown asked if it would potentially make sense to change Pocahontas Park’s name to
Rosebrook and then change the name of the current Rosebrook Park.
Staff relayed that the switching of the names has been a community discussion over the years.
However, there is not an official record of the names being changed. In addition, staff added that any
change to the current Rosebrook Park’s name would require a community engagement process.
Commissioner Baggenstoss thanked the community members who participated and provided
feedback throughout the process. He relayed that he feels the name should be changed. Further, he
believes that utilizing a (potentially paid) Native American led group to rename the park would be
the best next step as suggested by the Metropolitan Urban Indian Group.
Commissioner Lenhart agreed with Commissioner Baggenstoss that the name of Pocahontas Park
absolutely should be changed.
Commissioners Brown and Arneson both stated that they believe it is appropriate to change the
name based on the feedback the Commission has received.
Chair Hoag relayed that he has been indifferent to changing the name throughout the process. But
ultimately, he does believe that the name should be changed. However, he has concerns that only 3540 people spoke about the potential name change.
Commissioner Arneson challenged the idea that there has been limited community feedback. He was
present at the Discover Your Parks (DYP) event at Pocahontas Park (along with other community
events this summer) and received feedback from many attendees that they felt the name should be
changed, but they did not have any ideas or suggestions for a new name.
Commissioner Baggenstoss reminded the Commission that they are appointed by the City Council to
be Commission members and leaders of the community. He challenged the Commission to be
leaders and make the right decision regarding the name of Pocahontas Park and to trust the work the
group has put into the name change process.
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Commissioner Lenhart motioned to recommend to the City Council that the name of
Pocahontas Park should be changed. Commissioner Heikkila seconds.

Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag, Lenhart and Ybarra.
Nays: None.
Abstain: None.
The Commission discussed bringing the recommendation to the City Council at an upcoming
meeting.
Commissioner Lenhart stated that she agrees with Commissioner Baggenstoss on potentially paying
Native Americans for their work in helping to come up with a new name. Also, she provided name
recommendations that she has received from community members:
• Name the park “Prairie Rose” in the Dakota language
• Friendship Park (name provided by an 8-9 year old girl who lives in the Pocahontas Park
neighborhood to honor all of the friendships she has made at the park)
Staff recommended that specifics regarding the recommendation to the City Council be discussed at
the next Commission meeting. Additionally, staff noted that paying participants to rename a park
would be different than the traditional park naming process.
The Commission discussed potential items that could be included in the recommendation to the City
Council.
Commissioner Ybarra added that it needs to be considered how community members could feel if
money was spent on paying participants to rename the park, instead of on the park itself.
Commissioner Baggenstoss warned the Commission of the potential detriment of not having a
Native American group leading the new name discussion. He feels that continuing to sideline the
voices that have been sidelined for centuries could be scarring for groups who continue to be
marginalized.
The Commission discussed ways to engage the Native voices in the community and the potential
makeup of a naming committee.
S. McGiffin, 1579 Brooks Avenue, Roseville
The meeting attendee who was present at City Hall addressed the Commission again. She noted that
there are many different nationalities represented in the Pocahontas Park neighborhood, including
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Native Americans, and she feels that it is a disservice to not engage with them. In addition, she
relayed that she liked the name recommendation of “Friendship Park” in the Dakota language as it
could mean friendship for all people.
6) STAFF REPORT
a) NEW OR RELEVANT COMMUNICATIONS AND UPDATE ITEMS
• The Commission has received an e-mail from Thomas Brooks, Roseville’s new Equity and
Inclusion Manager, requesting demographic information.
• The event celebrating Hispanic Heritage Month will again be hosted by the city in 2022. A
planning committee will be created with community members, staff and potentially a Parks
and Recreation Commission member. Staff asked that if any member is interested in
participating on the planning committee to let staff know.
• Wild Rice Festival at Harriet Alexander Nature Center on September 18, 2021 from
10:00am-4pm. Features will include music, storytelling, food trucks and apple pressing.
• Citywide Garage Sale on September 9-11. Fifty garage sales have registered to participate.
• Friends of Roseville Parks (FOR Parks) Tapped and Uncorked fundraising event on
September 24, 2021 at the Roseville Skating Center OVAL.
• Roseville Parks and Recreation is currently hiring for the following positions:
o Park Building Supervisor
o Golf Course Clerk
o Golf Course Grounds Crew
o Dance Instructor
o Gymnastics Instructor
o Gymnasium Supervisor
• The Parks and Recreation brochure for August 2021-January 2022 has been delivered to
homes. Check it out as there is something for everyone!
7) OTHER
Meeting adjourned at 8:10 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,
Danielle Christensen, Department Assistant

Attachment D

ROSEVILLE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES FOR
OCTOBER 5, 2021 6:30 p.m.
PRESENT:
ABSENT:
STAFF:

Arneson, Baggenstoss, Boulton, Brown, Dahlstrom, Hoag, Lenhart,
Ybarra
Carlson, Heikkila
Brokke, Christensen, Johnson

1) INTRODUCTIONS
Chair Hoag introduced the meeting and noted that this month’s meeting was an in-person meeting
with a virtual option. The public was still encouraged to participate in the meeting using the Zoom
platform.
Commissioner Heikkila previously alerted staff that he would not be in attendance at the October
Parks and Recreation Commission meeting.
2) ROLL CALL/PUBLIC COMMENT
Roll Call Commissioners: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Boulton, Brown, Dahlstrom, Lenhart,
Ybarra and Hoag.
Chair Hoag called for public comment by members of the audience. No audience in
attendance.
3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – SEPTEMBER 7, 2021 MEETING
Commissioner Brown moved to approve the minutes. Vice-Chair Dahlstrom seconds.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Boulton, Brown, Dahlstrom, Lenhart, Ybarra and Hoag.
Nays: None.
Abstain: None.
4) UPDATE ON PICKLEBALL COURTS
Staff provided a brief summarization of the community engagement process that was utilized for the
proposed pickleball courts at Evergreen Park. The preferred option was identified through
community engagement:
• Evergreen tennis courts transition to permanent pickleball courts
• Upgrade Aŋpétu Téča Education Center’s Tennis Courts
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Commissioner Arneson noted that the new tennis courts at Roseville Area High School are not
available to the public. Therefore, he agrees with the proposal to upgrade the courts at Aŋpétu Téča
Education Center.
Commissioner Ybarra reiterated the importance of timing during the project to ensure there is
limited displacement for players of either sport. In addition, she noted that walking or biking access
to the courts should be considered. She also relayed that she has been paying attention to the “sounds
of pickleball” and does not find the noise offensive. She believes courts could potentially be placed
near homes. Lastly, she added that the current project will not address the future demand for
pickleball courts and she encouraged a long-term plan.
The Commission discussed the importance of the project timeline, potential lighting options at
Aŋpétu Téča Education Center and possible future locations for additional pickleball courts.
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom moved to approve the recommendation of converting Evergreen
Park tennis courts into permanent pickleball courts and refinishing the Aŋpétu Téča
Education Center (Fairview) tennis court to the City Council. Commissioner Brown
seconds.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Boulton, Brown, Dahlstrom, Lenhart, Ybarra and Hoag.
Nays: None.
Abstain: None.
5) REVIEW OF THE PARK NAMING PROCESS RELATED TO POSSIBLE RENAMING OF
POCAHONTAS PARK
Staff provided a review of the process that has historically been used to name Roseville parks.
Process
• Review of the city policy
• Solicit suggestions
• Discuss the history of the property
• Discuss options for names
• Formulate a recommendation for City Council consideration
Basic Policy Principles on Naming and Examples
• Primary Principles
o Natural habitat
o Geographic location
o Non-descript terms
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o Acronyms or joining of two words, names or activities (example: Autumn Grove)
o Significant contribution (example: Bruce Russell and Howard Johnson)
Staff summarized the specific park name process that the Commission utilized for the two most
recently named parks, Midland Gardens and Unity Park.
Chair Hoag offered that he thought the policy and process used to name Midland Gardens and Unity
Park worked and that it should be utilized again with the naming of Pocahontas Park.
Commissioner Lenhart noted that she believes we are living in a different time than when Unity Park
was named. She added that in a “post-George Floyd world” people’s feelings have changed towards
the honoring, recognizing and respecting of the Dakota people and their ancestral, traditional and
contemporary lands. As a result, she feels that a different process may need to be utilized for the
parks name.
Commissioner Baggenstoss asked how the Commission will follow through on the equity work that
has already been done during this project. He proposed that a potential follow-though option would
be to utilize a Native American led panel to suggest possible names. Also, as suggested by the
Metropolitan Urban Indian Group, Baggenstoss believes the Native American led panel should be
offered a stipend for their participation.
The Commission discussed the possible next steps in the Pocahontas Park renaming process and if
they fit within the current policy.
Commissioner Ybarra relayed concerns with the precedent that could be set by offering a stipend to
only one group of city volunteers.
Commissioner Baggenstoss advocated that a stipend would show acknowledgement, value and trust
towards a marginalized group in the community.
Chair Hoag relayed his concern with the stipend as it would set several precedents. In addition, he
worried that a separate naming sub-group, outside of the Commission, could lengthen the naming
process. Finally, he feels that the entire Roseville community should be able to weigh in on the
name.
Commissioner Lenhart noted that she supports the idea of giving a stipend as she does engagement
work for her job and knows firsthand that a stipend helps to encourage participation and robust
feedback. She added that continued community engagement is also needed.
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Commissioner Baggenstoss stated his belief that marginalized community members need to feel
invited to engage in the process, as previously trust has been broken for them. Also, he feels all
community members should be encouraged to participate in the naming process.
The Commission discussed the advantages and disadvantages of utilizing the existing naming policy
with potential deviations of:
• Utilizing a Native American led naming panel
• Offering a stipend to panel participants
Chair Hoag noted that he does not believe a stipend is necessary at the beginning of the process.
Commissioner Bolton recognized that he does not have the knowledge to understand or choose an
appropriate park name. He suggested consolidating a list of potential names to provide to Indigenous
leaders for review.
Staff relayed that several Indigenous leaders had offered to review potential names to provide their
perspective.
The Commission acknowledged their consensus in utilizing the existing policy as a framework for
the renaming of Pocahontas Park.
Commissioner Arneson asked what the incentive would be for Indigenous peoples (especially those
who don’t live in Roseville) to participate in the naming process without a stipend.
Commissioner Baggenstoss questioned why the Commission would not ask the City Council to
provide a stipend and then let them make the decision.
Commissioner Arneson asked if the Commission was ever approached by a member of the
Indigenous community to change the name.
Commissioner Baggenstoss motioned to recommend the City Council support the Parks
and Recreation Commission in seeking out Native American leadership for guidance in
soliciting and selecting a new name for Pocahontas Park, and offering a stipend for that
individual/group. Commissioner Lenhart seconds.
Chair Hoag motioned to amend the current motion by removing the word “stipend”.
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom seconds.
Commissioner Brown suggested using “consideration of a stipend” in the motion.
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Commissioner Baggenstoss asked rhetorically why anyone would have a hang-up on asking the City
Council for a stipend.
Chair Hoag offered that his apprehension with a stipend, at this point, is that it limits the process as a
foregone conclusion.
Commissioner Baggenstoss relayed his concern that not utilizing a stipend will provide the
Commission with only “white” name suggestions. He challenged that voting for a stipend shows
leadership and courage.
The Commission discussed adding the stipend as optional in the motion.
Commissioner Ybarra stated that it may be helpful to identified who would receive the stipend,
along with a specific dollar amount.
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom added that he is concerned with how a stipend program would be
administered. In addition, he feels the Commission will show courage when they chose to
recommend a name potentially outside of their comfort zone.
Commissioner Bolton reiterated that he would not feel comfortable in making a name
recommendation to the City Council without Native American guidance, and that guidance may not
come free of cost.
Chair Hoag requested a roll call on the motion to remove “stipend” from the motion.
Roll Call
Ayes: Dahlstrom, Ybarra and Hoag.
Nays: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Boulton, Brown, Lenhart.
Abstain: None.
Motion to remove “stipend” fails.
Roll was called for the original motion proposed by Commissioner Baggenstoss:
Commissioner Baggenstoss motioned to recommend the City Council support the Parks
and Recreation Commission in seeking out Native leadership for guidance in soliciting
and selecting a new name, and offering a stipend for that individual or group.
Commissioner Lenhart seconds.
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Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Boulton, Brown, Lenhart.
Nays: Dahlstrom, Ybarra and Hoag.
Abstain: None.
Motion passes 5-3.
Staff noted that a clearly defined process will be helpful when relaying next steps to the community,
as this will ensure a clear understanding that this is an all-inclusive process.
6) PREPARE FOR JOINT MEETING WITH THE CITY COUNCIL
The Commission determined who will be presenting at the joint meeting with the City Council on
Monday, October 25:
Overall Commission Update – Vice-Chair Dahlstrom
Pocahontas Park – Commissioners Lenhart and Baggenstoss
Pickleball – Vice-Chair Dahlstrom
Staff and the Commission discussed adding a note to the joint meeting Request for Council Action
(RCA) about the importance of scheduling the pickleball project to limit the time that either sport is
displaced.
Staff confirmed that a virtual option would be available for the joint meeting.
7) STAFF REPORT
a) NEW OR RELEVANT COMMUNICATIONS AND UPDATE ITEMS
• Granite City is working to open at the Cedarholm Community Building by January 1, 2022.
• The Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) Accelerated Program - Request for Proposal (RFP) is
anticipated to be sent out in the coming weeks.
• Roseville Parks and Recreation has received a $50,000 grant from the State of Minnesota for
planting trees, which will help with replanting trees removed due to EAB.
• Work has begun with the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) and the
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MNDNR) on the deer reduction program. It is
anticipated that the USDA will be out in parks starting December 1, 2021.
• Halloween Spook-tacular will be on Saturday, October 30 from 1-4 p.m. at the Harriet
Alexander Nature Center. Event registration is required.
• Information for the MEA Fall Break camps is available online at cityofroseville.com/parks.
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8) OTHER
Meeting adjourned at 9:04 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,
Danielle Christensen, Department Assistant
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Joint Meeting
Parks and Recreation
January 31, 2022

2021 Commission Highlights

• Park Dedication Ordinance was reviewed and updated
• Guidant John Rose MN OVAL improvement project
continues to progress
• Accelerated Emerald Ash Borer Plan continues to progress
• Inclusive Play Area opened at Central Park Victoria West
• Pickleball Courts discussion and engagement complete;
project planned for 2022
• Pocahontas Park Name Engagement Process is complete
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Pocahontas Park Name
Conversation

Engagement Process
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• Developed based on Government Alliant on Race and
Equity, Racial Equity Toolkit exercise
• Engaged with:
•
•
•
•

Native American individuals with expertise on the subject
Native American residents in Roseville
Neighbors of Pocahontas Parks
Roseville residents in general

• Reviewed articles and other resources that dealt with the use
of Native American names
• Community engagement included 10 community events,
posters, mailings, meetings, media and more

Community Engagement
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Feedback from the Community:
• 44 written comments received
• 26 residents submitted written
feedback; 6 residents identified as
Native American (in packet)
• Several attended meetings to
provide feedback
• Many informal conversations over
the summer
• 6 Native American individuals with
expertise on the subject submitted
feedback to the Commission

General Summary of Feedback Received

• Common themes:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Varying opinions about whether the name is offensive
Concerns about the lack of Pocahontas ties to MN
Concerns about generalization/stereotyping of Native Americans
based on past imagery
Concerns about distortion of Pocahontas’ image/story
General feeling that the name should be changed
Some non-native American respondents stated that they felt that
the name was an honor and should be preserved

• Regarding possible new name: some felt that a new name
with reference to Dakota or Native American people would
be appropriate, but were hesitant to offer a suggestion
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Commission Recommendation

Based on the work and engagement completed over the past
year, the parks and recreation commission recommends:
• Changing the name of Pocahontas Park
• To undertake a process utilizing the existing City policy for
assigning facility names as a framework for evaluating
potential new names for the park
• Offering a stipend for Native American involvement and/or
leadership in the process
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Discussion Points
•

Is the City Council comfortable moving forward with
changing the name of Pocahontas Park?

•

If yes, is the City Council comfortable with using the
existing policy as a framework for developing options for
a new name?

•

Is the City Council supportive of utilizing a stipend in
seeking out Native American perspectives in the
process?
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THANK YOU
Parks & Recreation

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Sunday, January 30, 2022 6:42:30 PM

Bench Handout
Item 7.c
January 31, 2022

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Pocahontas Park name change

Contact Information

Name:

Donald Eubanks

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I'm writing in support of Parks and Recs Commission possibly
changing the name of Pocahontas Park. I am a member of the
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe Indians and Roseville resident. I
personally do not find the name Pocahontas to be offensive,
however, the dominant cultures narrative of Pocahontas is much
romanticized, much like Thanksgiving, and as such, is not a
positive image to me as a Native person. If the city of Roseville
does approve a possible name change and wishes to consider
another Native name, I encourage the council to consider
engaging the Dakota community. It is their land we reside on in

Roseville, and a Dakota name would fit with all the other Dakota
names we use in the state, including the name "Minnesota".

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Rebecca Olson; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Monday, January 31, 2022 10:36:19 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Pocahontas Park

Contact Information

Name:

Karensa Fischer

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Good Morning, Roseville City Councilmembers. I am writing in
support of the effort to rename Pocahontas park. I read through
the documentation provided by Parks and Recreation for the
Name Review Process and the feedback and guidance that has
been received so far from our indigenous community. I am
thankful that this is being taken seriously by the City of Roseville.
I am writing mostly to say that it is my deepest hope that the
voices of Native Americans in our city and state will be centered
and prioritized at every stage of the process, as the false
narratives about Pocahontas in dominant culture continue to

cause harm to Native American citizens (and also, really, to
every one of us). I am strongly in support of compensating our
Native American experts and community members for their time,
expertise and guidance as they educate many of us that are from
colonizer lineages about the many ways place names can do
harm and/or provide opportunities for a community to reconcile
the truth of our troubling histories with today's intentional
truthtelling and being welcoming of all bodies of culture and
experience. Please consider a method of compensation for the
necessary wisdom of experience that is unique to Native
American voices in this particular matter. Thank you. Sincerely,
Karensa Fischer

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

you in the recommendations from the Metro Urban Indian
Directors:
"Renaming local sites with processes and names that truly honor
and involve the original people of this land is a powerful action of
reconciliation. By naming or renaming places wit Indigenous
place names, the original people of this land can reclaim their
relationship to these spaces that hold their cultures and
languages, which have barely survived government imposed
forced assimilation and genocide. Indigenous place names can
represent important historical events and legal principles, such
as the case with some creation stories. They can convey
important features of the site and teachings on how to live in
good relations with others and the land. There is a strong
connection between the re-establishment of Indigenous place
names, and the revitalization of Indigenous languages and
cultures."
This is the time to act - and the re-naming of this place will show
more than the change in signage, but a message that the city
leadership of Roseville truly listens to and honors the vibrant and
diverse peoples who reside here, as well as those to whom this
land truly belongs.
Thank you for your swift action on this matter given all the time
and thought already invested. I look forward to walking my
children down the block as a neighborhood resident to play at a
park that honors the peoples and land we reside on.
Keely Vandre

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date:
January 31, 2022
Item No.:
7.d
Department Approval

Item Description:

1
2
3
4

December 8, 2020 – the City Council approved a Professional Services Agreement with HKGi
regarding updating the City’s Zoning Code. The Scope of Work for this project was split into
two phases: 1) required updates (Section 1), and 2) optional updates (Section 2).

6
7

September 1, 2021 – the Planning Commission held a discussion prioritizing 3-5 priority topics
for the Section 2 updates to the City’s Zoning Code. Because the original Scope of Work
outlined revisions that “could” be considered, and because other topics arose throughout the
Section 1 updates, a priority discussion was necessary given budgetary and timeline
constraints, as well as how best to utilize the consultant’s expertise.

8
9
10
11
12

November 8, 2021 – the City Council adopted Ordinance 1606, completing the
mandatory/required updates to the Zoning Code (referred to as the Section 1 updates), which
ensure consistency with the City’s 2040 Comprehensive Plan.

13
14
15

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

The original Scope of Work is provided as Attachment A. Staff would note the list of Section 2 topics
outlined in the Scope of Work were items that “could” be considered and were not necessarily items
that would be undertaken as a part of the overall project scope. It was recognized that as the Zoning
Code update process unfolded priorities may change and/or new topics may reveal themselves. In
order to ensure the City completed the updates that were required in a timely manner, the scope was
split into two phases.
Before the Planning Commission begins the Section 2 update process, staff would like the City
Council and Planning Commission to engage in a joint meeting in order to align priorities for this next
phase of updates. Staff would offer the following, in terms of prioritizing focus for the Section 2
updates:
•

Some of the requested updates are updates staff can pursue without the help of a consultant, so
these items could be delayed to a later time in order to best utilize the expertise of HKGi.

•

The sustainability and racial equity topics were topics under which the consultant proposals
were scored against, so while HKGi is working on the project, it is suggested these areas be
given higher priority.

27
28
29
30

Joint meeting with the Planning Commission to discuss next phase of Zoning
Code updates

BACKGROUND
The City Council and Planning Commission are being asked to engage in a joint meeting to build
consensus surrounding what the Section 2 updates to the Zoning Code should focus on. The following
meetings have led to this joint meeting request:

5

16

City Manager Approval
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31

•

Many of the housing type and dimension standard updates completed in the Section 1 phase
relate to racial equity and inclusion in zoning.

•

Because the Section 1 updates commenced a month later than anticipated, required more public
engagement than was originally planned, and because both the Planning Commission and City
Council required additional unscheduled meetings to get through the Section 1 topics, the
original timeline from HKGi’s proposal was extended. The Section 1 updates were originally
scheduled to conclude by the end of May. This additional five months also extinguished budget
that otherwise would have been available for the Section 2 updates.

32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74

During the September 1, 2021 Planning Commission discussion, the Planning Commission built
consensus surrounding the following priorities for the Section 2 updates (in order of importance):
1. Update Chapter 1017: Shoreland, Wetland and Storm Water Management (update to meet the
DNR’s current model shoreland ordinance and include the Chapter 1017 items outlined in the
original Scope of Work).
2. Sustainability: Because the Building Code does not allow the City to require buildings to
exceed the minimum requirements under the Building Code, the idea is to create a variety of
sustainable options could be implemented to unlock certain zoning incentives, such as a density
bonus, reduced setbacks, etc.
3. Racial equity & inclusion: The Commission recognized that many of the housing type and
dimension standard updates included in the Section 1 process had a racial equity and inclusion
component and if the Council adopted all of the Commission’s recommendations, this topic
may have less priority, or may even fall out of the Section 2 phase. As the Council is aware,
all of the Planning Commission’s recommendations were adopted. Also, there are several
planning working groups that are studying this issue and it may serve the City better to wait
until these groups conclude their work.
The City Council should evaluate the three priority topics outlined above and determine if there is
consensus with the Planning Commission, before commencing on the Section 2 updates.
Lastly, there have been many items, both in the Scope of Work and new items identified as the Section
1 updates unfolded, that still need to be done. Staff isn’t suggesting these updates be abandoned.
Instead, we’d like to best utilize HKGi’s expertise on the Section 2 updates, then once the Section 2
process is complete, staff can pursue the other more technical/housekeeping amendments that remain.
POLICY OBJECTIVE
Ensure compliance and consistency between the City’s 2040 Comprehensive Plan and the City’s
Zoning Code.
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
The original Scope of Work with HKGi was for $79,000 and $1,000 of reimbursable expenses for a
total of $80,000. Given the additional resources that were put towards the Section 1 updates,
approximately $9,000 remains in the original budget. Given the list of priority items the Planning
Commission identified, staff asked HKGi to prepare an estimate to see what the remaining budget
would cover and/or how much additional budget would be needed to complete the tasks. This memo
is provided as Attachment B. Based on this estimate, the remaining budget could likely fulfill item 1
(updating Chapter 1017). If the Council agreed that item 2 should be pursued at this time, an additional
$15,000 would need to be added to the budget. HKGi did not estimate additional cost for item 3 (racial
equity & inclusion) given the Council adopted all the Commission’s housing type of dimension
amendments as a part of the Section 1 updates.
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75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93

Regarding the additional budgetary request of $15,000, the Council may recall that the four consultants
who responded to the original Scope of Work had a price that ranged from $77,500 to $95,000. Staff
provided that original scoring sheet for reference as Attachment C. The consultant with the lowest
price lacked in the engagement, equity & inclusion, and sustainability experience. The other two
consultants (WSB & Stantec) lacked expertise in the equity & inclusion and sustainability topics.
Even when adding the additional $15,000 of cost to the overall project (bringing it to $95,000), the
total cost remains comparable with the other two consultants. And, the level of expertise HKGi has
brought to the project remains superior to the other consultants who bid on the Scope of Work. Given
this, staff would recommend the City Council authorize staff to work with HKGi on an amendment to
the Professional Services Agreement, adding the scope of work and cost outlined in Attachment B.
The additional $15,000 of cost would be paid for from the Community Development Fund.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommend the following:
1. Hold a joint meeting with the Planning Commission and confirm the Section 2 updates should
include the two topics identified in lines 41-47 of this RCA (updating Chapter 1017 &
Sustainability), and
2. Direct staff to engage with HKGi on an amendment to the Professional Services Agreement to
expand the budget for the project by $15,000. Such amendment would be placed on a future
City Council agenda.

96

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Hold a joint meeting with the Planning Commission and confirm the Section 2 updates should include
the two topics identified in lines 41-47 of this RCA (updating Chapter 1017 & Sustainability), then

97

By motion:

94
95

98
99

Direct staff to engage with HKGi on an amendment to the Professional Services Agreement, for future
authorization by the City Council, to expand the budget for the project by $15,000.
Prepared by:
Attachments:

Janice Gundlach, Community Development Director, 651-792-7071
A: Zoning Code update’s original Scope of Work
B: HKGi supplemental work scope for phase 2
C: Original consultant scoring/evaluation summary
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ATTACHMENT A

SCOPE OF WORK:

Zoning Code Update – summary of revisions and/or requested actions

The City of Roseville’s 2040 Comprehensive Plan was authorized by the Metropolitan Council on April 22,
2020 and subsequently adopted by the Roseville City Council on May 4, 2020. In order to ensure
consistency between its 2040 Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Code, the City must now undertake certain
amendments to its Zoning Code. The purpose of this document is to identify the range of Zoning Code
actions that are required to ensure consistency with the 2040 Comprehensive Plan, as well as various
revisions that could be undertaken as part of the larger update, but are not necessarily required.

SECTION ONE:
•
•
•

Parcel
Many
Many
Many
Many
Many
Many
•

The following outlines revisions that are required in order to ensure consistency
with 2040 Comprehensive Plan:

Develop a BRT (bus rapid transit) overlay zoning district to allow density increases within one (1)
mile of Roseville’s two BRT stations (Rosedale Center & Har Mar Mall).
Ensure the density ranges (minimum/maximum densities) within residential zoning districts is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.
Convert and/or rename several existing zoning districts to 1) comply with the mixed use
allowances outlined in the Comprehensive Plan, and 2) to re-describe uses focusing on scale and
intensity within employment areas, including:
o Regional Business 1 & 2 (RB) zoning designation to “Core Mixed Use 1 & 2”.
o Neighborhood Business (NB) zoning designation to “Neighborhood Mixed Use”.
o Community Business (CB) zoning designation to “Corridor Mixed Use”.
o Office/Business Park (O/BP) zoning designation to “Employment”.
o Office/Business Park – 1 (O/BP) zoning designation to “Employment Center”.
o Formally rezone all affected parcels to the new Zoning District*
Existing Zoning District
Regional Business (RB 1)
Regional Business (RB 2)
Community Business (CB)
Neighborhood Business
(NB)
Office/Business Park
Office/Business Park -1

Proposed Converted Zoning District
Core Mixed Use 1
Core Mixed Use 2
Corridor Mixed Use
Neighborhood Mixed Use
Employment
Employment Center

Beyond the rezonings identified in the preceding table, initiate individual parcel rezonings
(identified herein as an Attachment) to ensure consistency between the 2040 Comprehensive
Plan and the City’s official Zoning Map.*

* It shall be recognized open house discussions on these rezonings occurred during the comprehensive
planning process and will not occur again as part of the rezoning actions identified in this Scope of Work
as the City is now obligated to proceed. The customary Planning Commission public hearing will be
necessary, including mailed public hearing notifications/invitations.

ATTACHMENT A

SECTION TWO:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•
•

The following outlines revisions that could be considered as part of the Zoning
Code update but are not necessarily needed to ensure consistency with the
2040 Comprehensive Plan:

Identify incentives for incorporating sustainability measures
Identify items related to racial equity and inclusion issues
Address pronoun use throughout Title 10
Allow increased MDR density by conditional use, like what is allowed in the HDR districts
Require covered parking for multi-family housing (For example: .5-1 stall / dwelling unit)
Landscaping & Screening in All Districts (1011.03) – reduce tree requirements for multi-family
residential (one tree/dwelling unit too many – multiple variances granted)
Chapter 1017 (shoreland, wetland and storm water management)
o Revise wetland setbacks to align with Rice Creek Watershed District regulations
o Update shoreland ordinance to comply with state/DNR model ordinance – at a minimum
we need to add language concerning Shoreland Alteration & Vegetation Alterations in
Shoreland Areas, which was inadvertently deleted some time ago
Definitions – what’s missing/needs revision? Refer to use tables of all zoning districts. Example:
“Bed and Breakfast Establishment” definition needs revision so as not to be confused/conflicted
with a rental home and/or rental bedroom that is otherwise governed under Title 9 of the City
Code. May also need to add a lodging use and/or revise the lodging definition to address home
rentals, including prohibition on commercial events within home rentals.
Consider revising the Conditional Use requirement in the Community Mixed Use Districts
regarding multi-family uses of 3 units/building or greater to a higher density threshold
From the Council’s list of “Items for Future Scheduling”:
o Consider increased green space requirements for MDR and HDR (caution: must consider
balance between the need for green space, its impact on lower overall densities, density
commitments made within the Comprehensive Plan, and the demand and affordability of
housing units)
o Are the current minimum residential lot sizes appropriate in all districts?
o Screening requirements for solar arrays
o Institutional zoning district amendments to address existing and potential range of
housing types (i.e. convent, rectory, day care/Montessori schools, affordable housing)

PROCESS:

The City of Roseville’s Community Development Department seeks interested
consultants to work collaboratively with City staff to accomplish the above list
of Zoning Code Amendments.

The intent under this Scope of Work is for the consultant to research and prepare the necessary code
amendment language, with input and feedback provided by City staff, and for City staff to
manage/oversee the process and advance such code amendments through the Planning Commission and
City Council approval processes. Responses to this Scope of Work should include coordination with City
staff for public engagement efforts, including online engagement should in-person meetings not be
practical due to the ongoing pandemic. The estimated cost to complete the work outlined herein should
be provided in two parts: 1) Section One, and 2) Section Two. The items outlined in Section One are to

ATTACHMENT A

be completed first, recognizing there may be some overlap between the amendments in both sections.
The timeframe for completion of Section One is May 31, 2021 and Section Two is December 31, 2021.
Questions should be directed to Community Development Director Janice Gundlach at 651-792-7071 or
via email to Janice.Gundlach@CityofRoseville.com. Responses to this Scope of Work should be submitted
to the City of Roseville, Community Development Department, Attn: Janice Gundlach, 2660 Civic Center
Drive, Roseville, MN 55113, by 4:30pm on Friday, November 6, 2020.

ATTACHMENTS:

Individual Parcel Rezonings
City Code, Title 10, Zoning
2040 Comprehensive, Land Use Chapter

ATTACHMENT A

Individual Parcel Rezonings

(that are not rezonings solely due to a converted Zoning District)

Parcel
2025 County RD B West
2533, 2599 & 2609 Snelling Curve
1880 Lexington AVE
3040 Old Highway 8
2134 Cleveland AVE N (Midland
Gardens Park)
2560 Fry ST
1380, 1480, 1454, 1450, 1430,
1408 County RD C West
2940 & 2960 East Snelling Service
DR
2797 & 2845 Hamline AVE
2959 Hamline AVE & PID 13-2923-24-0025 (unaddressed parcel
off N McCarrons)
3205, 3207, 3209, 3211, 3213,
3215, 3217, 3219, 3221, 3223 Old
8 NW
2417, 2405, 2395, 2373, and
unaddressed parcel ID’s #’s 05-2923-23-0064 & 05-29-23-24-0015
County RD C2 West
161 Elmer ST (only that part E of
undeveloped Albemarle ROW)
2237 & 2245 Dale ST
2360 Lexington AVE N
2112 Dale ST N
1700 Hamline AVE N
1716 Marion ST

Existing Zoning
LDR-1
MDR
HDR-1
HDR-1
LDR-1

Proposed Rezoning
MDR
LDR-1 or LDR-2
LDR-1
LDR-1
PR

NB
HDR-1

MDR
Employment (E-1)

Office

Neighborhood Mixed Use (MU-1)

HDR-1 & NB
LDR-1

Community Mixed Use (CMU-2)
PR

HDR-1

MDR

HDR-1

Corridor Mixed Use (CMU-3)

CB

MDR

Institutional
HDR-1
LDR-1
LDR-1
HDR-1

MDR
Neighborhood Mixed Use (MU-1)
Neighborhood Mixed Use (MU-1)
Neighborhood Mixed Use (MU-1)
PR
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MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

Janice Gundlach, Roseville Community Development Director
Jeff Miller, HKGi
January 25, 2022
Proposed Work Scope for Phase 2 of Zoning Code Update

Janice –
Based on the original Zoning Code Update Phase 2 work scope, zoning updates adopted as
part of Phase 1, and the priorities identified by the Planning Commission, we have prepared the
following proposed work scope for Phase 2. We would review proposed revisions with the
Planning Commission (PC) and City Council (CC) for both Task 1 and Task 2 at the same time.
We anticipate that changes to the two ordinance sections may impact each other so review and
analysis should be coordinated prior to reviewing with the PC and CC.
Proposed Work Scope
1. Shoreland, Wetland and Storm Water Management Ordinance
Task 1 will primarily involve Section 1017 – Shoreland, Wetland, and Storm Water
Management, but could also involve related ordinances.
a. Prepare draft amendments based on MN DNR and watershed district regulations
b. Review with staff
c. Revisions
d. Present to PC
e. Revisions
f. Prepare for MN DNR review
g. Revisions
h. Update to CC
2. Sustainability Related Standards and Incentives
Task 2 will primarily involve Section 1011 – Property Performance Standards, including
sub-sections 1011.03 (Landscaping and Screening), 1011.10 (Solar Energy Systems),
and a potential new sub-section for sustainability incentives. It could also involve the
zoning districts’ sub-sections related to improvement area/impervious surface standards
and the MU-2 tree requirements.
a. Clarify topics and review City's existing ordinances, policies, and programs
b. Research precedent ordinances
c. Prepare draft sustainability ordinances
d. Review with staff
e. Revisions
f. Gain input from stakeholders
g. Present Task 1 and 2 to PC
h. Revisions
i. Update of Task 1 and 2 to CC

ATTACHMENT B

January 25, 2022 – Memo for ZCU Phase 2 Proposed Work Scope – City of Roseville
3. Final Section Two Zoning Code Amendments and Adoption
a. Prepare public hearing draft of Zoning Code
b. Meeting with staff
c. Conduct PC meeting and public hearing
d. Prepare final Zoning Code
e. Conduct CC meeting and code adoption
Estimated Cost
Task 1:
Task 2:
Task 3:
Reimbursable Expenses:
Total:

$5,000
$12,000
$6,700
$300
$24,000

Please review our proposed work scope and estimated cost and let me know if you have any
questions and/or concerns. These two topic areas are complex, so we are providing our best
estimate of what this work could cost. In particular, the sustainability incentives topic will involve
new ideas, innovative zoning methods, research of precedents/best practices, and likely a fair
amount of discussion, so we are estimating costs to cover this type of effort. If this estimated
cost does not fit with the City’s budget for this project, we are open to discussing ways to reduce
the effort and cost of Task 2.
Thanks for inviting HKGi to collaborate on shaping Phase 2 of the Zoning Code Update project.
We look forward to continuing to work with you on improving the City’s Zoning Code.
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ATTACHMENT C
Totals
Proposer
NAC
WSB
Stantec
HKGi

Sec. 1 $ Sec. 2 $
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Scoring:

1 thru 10
1=below expectations
5=meets expectations
10=exceeds expectations

NAC

Section 1 cost = $26,500
Section 2 cost = $51,000
Total = $77,500

WSB

Section 1 cost = $35,000
Section 2 cost = $50,000-$60,000
Total = $85,000-$95,000

Stantec

Section 1 cost = $77,200*
Section 2 cost = $10,000*
*many references to additional services charged at hourly rates
Total = $87,200

HKGi

Section 1 cost = $49,200
Section 2 cost = $29,800
Total = $79,000

Gen. Understanding
15
30
15
30

Team Qualifications
30
15
20
30

Engagement
3
30
30
30

Equity & Inclusion Exp.
3
15
11
30

Sustainability Exp.
3
15
20
30

Timeline
7
15
16
25

Total
61
120
112
175

ATTACHMENT C
Evaluator Name:

Janice

Proposer
NAC
WSB
Stantec
HKGi

Sec. 1 $ Sec. 2 $

Scoring:

1 thru 10
1=below expectations
5=meets expectations
10=exceeds expectations

Gen. Understanding
5
10
5
10

Team Qualifications
10
5
5
10

Engagement
1
10
10
10

Equity & Inclusion Exp.
1
5
1
10

Sustainability Exp.
1
5
5
10

Timeline
5
5
5
10

Total
23
40
31
60

ATTACHMENT C
Evaluator Name:

Thomas

Proposer
NAC
WSB
Stantec
HKGi

Sec. 1 $ Sec. 2 $

Scoring:

1 thru 10
1=below expectations
5=meets expectations
10=exceeds expectations

Gen. Understanding
5
10
5
10

Team Qualifications
10
5
5
10

Engagement
1
10
10
10

Equity & Inclusion Exp.
1
5
5
10

Sustainability Exp.
1
5
5
10

Timeline
1
5
1
5

Total
19
40
31
55

ATTACHMENT C
Evaluator Name:

Bryan

Proposer
NAC
WSB
Stantec
HKGi

Sec. 1 $ Sec. 2 $

Scoring:

1 thru 10
1=below expectations
5=meets expectations
10=exceeds expectations

Gen. Understanding
5
10
5
10

Team Qualifications
10
5
10
10

Engagement
1
10
10
10

Equity & Inclusion Exp.
1
5
5
10

Sustainability Exp.
1
5
10
10

Timeline
1
5
10
10

Total
19
40
50
60

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date:
Item No.:
Department Approval
Item Description:
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January 31, 2021
7.e

City Manager Approval

Consideration of the proposed ‘Victoria Shores’ preliminary major plat subdividing the
development site into nine lots for single-family, detached homes and shared access to
Lake Owasso as a conditional use (PF21-001)

BACKGROUND
Applicant:

Builders Lot Group LLC

Location:

three unaddressed parcels on Victoria Street near Orchard Lane
PINs: 02-29-23-31-0001, -0048, and -0058

Property Owner:

the estate of George John Reiling

Community Engagement: 1/18/2021 – 1/29/2021, with a virtual open house meeting on 1/21/2021
Application Submittal:

Conditional Use
Received 2/8/2021
Considered complete 2/8/2021

City Action Deadline:

2/19/2022, per Minn. Stat. 15.99
(60 days after EQB published notice of decision that no EIS is needed)

General Site Information
Land Use Context
Existing Land Use

Preliminary Plat
Received 2/8/2021
Considered complete 2/8/2021

Guiding

Zoning

Site

One-family residential, detached

LR

LDR

North

One-family residential, detached

LR

LDR

West

One-family residential, detached

LR

LDR

East

Lake Owasso

n/a

n/a

South

Multifamily residential

HDR

HDR

Notable Natural Features: the site contains many mature trees and part of it is adjacent to Lake Owasso
Site History: [no planning file] (1948): acceptance of Richard’s Park plat creating parcel 02-29-23-310001 on the northern part of the site.
Planning File 1840 (1988): Reiling Owasso Park preliminary plat of the whole site was
approved but no final plat was recorded or approved.
Project File 0048: 12/6/2021 City Council decision that no EIS is needed
Level of City Discretion in Decision-Making: quasi-judicial
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2
3
4
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8

Proposal Summary
The applicant proposes to subdivide three undeveloped residential parcels generally located along
Victoria Street near Orchard Lane resulting in the nine-lot Victoria Shores plat for development of
single-family, detached homes with four lake-accesses shared by all nine homes. The proposed lots are
designed to conform to the requirements of the LDR zoning district, which regulates the property. The
applicant also seeks approval of the shared lake accesses among the future homeowners’ association
members as a conditional use. Illustrations and other information about the proposed development are
included with this RCA in Attachment C.

18

When exercising the “quasi-judicial” authority on subdivision and conditional use requests the role of
the City is to determine the facts associated with a particular proposal and apply those facts to the legal
standards contained in the ordinance and relevant state law. In general, if the facts indicate the
application meets the relevant legal standards and will not compromise the public health, safety, and
general welfare, then the applicant is likely entitled to the approval. The City is, however, able to add
conditions to a subdivision and conditional use approval to ensure that potential impacts to parks,
schools, roads, storm sewers, and other public infrastructure on and around the subject property are
adequately addressed. Subdivisions may also be modified to promote the public health, safety, and
general welfare, and to provide for the orderly, economic, and safe development of land, and to promote
housing affordability for all levels.

19

Preliminary Plat

9
10
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13
14
15
16
17

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39

Roseville’s Development Review Committee (DRC) met on several occasions in early 2021 to review
the proposed subdivision plans. Some of the comments and feedback based on the DRC’s review of the
application are included in the analysis below, and the full comments offered in memos prepared by
DRC members are included with this RCA in Attachment E.
Proposed Lots
Lots zoned LDR in the Shoreland Management District have two different size requirements, depending
on whether they are riparian (i.e., directly adjacent to the lake) or non-riparian. The table below shows
how the proposed lots compare to the relevant requirements in City Code §1017.14.B.1 as they apply to
lots within 300 feet of Lake Owasso.
Min.
Width
(ft)

Min.
Area
(sq ft)

Riparian

100

15,000

Non-riparian

85

9,350**

Block 1, Lots 1-5

Block 2, Lots 1-2

Block 3, Lots 1-2

Widt
h
(ft)*

Area
(sq ft)

Widt
h
(ft)*

Area
(sq ft)

Widt
h
(ft)*

Area
(sq ft)

≥100

≥18,000

>85

>9,350

≥85

>12,000

*per City Code, lot width is measured at the required front yard setback, 30 feet from the front lot line for
non-riparian lots and also at the OHWL for riparian lots.
**Ordinance 1606 adopted by the City Council on November 8, 2021 reduced the minimum lot size
requirement from 11,000 SF to 9,350 SF

All of the proposed lots meet or exceed the pertinent standards and represent the “simple, regular
shapes” described as preferred in §1103.05 (Lot Standards). The proposed plat differs in two ways from
the initial proposal as reviewed by the Planning Commission in April 2021. One such difference is that
the lots in Block 1 are no longer riparian lots. As a response to the concerns raised during the April 7
public hearing and the recommendation of the MnDNR during the subsequent Environmental
Assessment Worksheet (EAW) review, the developer has changed the proposal so these lots will not
reach the lakeshore as riparian lots. Instead of the five individual, private docks plus the one shared dock
7e RCA.docx
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41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71

facility featured in the proposal last spring, the current proposal would eliminate the private docks
entirely and increase the number of docks shared by the all homeowners in the plat from one shared
dock to four. One shared access would remain in its originally proposed location, and the five previously
proposed private boardwalks and docks would be replaced by a shared boardwalk providing access to
three shared docks, reducing the overall number of dock from six to four. Although the original
proposal, docks included, was designed to meet City and MnDNR requirements while having minimal
impact on Lake Owasso, and the EAW process did not result in any required changes to the
development proposal, the applicant has determined these revisions were appropriate to further reduce
the perceived impacts on the lake. The elimination of riparian lots also allowed the applicant to more
easily comply with the Subdivision Code requirement that lots have a “simple, regular shape”.
The other way the current proposal differs from the earlier version is Block 2 now includes two lots
rather than one. The zoning district standards in effect when the proposal was reviewed last April were
such that the land in the southwest corner of Victoria Street and Orchard Lane could only accommodate
one conforming lot. But in November 2021 the City Council adopted zoning code amendments reducing
the minimum area and increasing the variety of housing types allowed for the low-density residential
lots in order to facilitate a modest growth in housing units across the community. Under the new LDR
zoning district, this land in the southwest corner of Victoria Street and Orchard Lane can now
accommodate two conforming lots, allowing one additional home to be developed in advancement of
the City’s goals.
Setbacks and Impervious Coverage
Although building setbacks are not specifically reviewed and approved as part of a plat application, the
building footprints represented in the preliminary development plans do appear to conform to all of the
minimum property line setbacks of the LDR district as well as the 50-foot wetland setback and the 75foot shoreland setback specified in City Code Chapter 1017 (Shoreland, Wetland, and Storm Water
Management). Likewise, the impervious coverage limits established in the zoning code are not strictly
regulated in the plat review process. The impervious surfaces represented in plat application materials
are intended to show a maximum development condition for the purpose of being able to design a storm
water management plan that meets the applicable requirements. Nevertheless, all lots appear to conform
to the impervious coverage provisions established in §1017.26.B.1.
Pathways
The memo from the City Engineer indicates the following:
•

Pathway improvements on the east side of Victoria are shown. A public improvement contract
will be required for these improvements.

•

The City and the County are still evaluating if pathway improvements on the west side of
Victoria should also be required. An additional 10 foot pathway easement behind the property
line will be required.

72
73
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76
77

Storm Water Management
The memo from the City Engineer indicates the following:

78

•

Storm sewer would be private.

79

•

Site plan meets watershed district and city stormwater and wetland requirements, including
buffer setbacks. At a minimum, wetland buffer signs will be required on the property lines where
the buffer intersects.

80
81
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Ramsey County
The memo from the City Engineer indicates the following:

84

•

The proposed plans meet the County requirements.

85

•

The County recommends that no parking be posted on this stretch of Victoria Street. Because
Victoria Street is a County State Aid Highway, per State Aid requirements, to enact a no parking
zone the City Council would need to adopt a resolution formally establishing the parking
restriction.

86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99

Tree Preservation
The tree preservation and replacement requirements in §1011.04 of the City Code provide a way to
quantify the amount of tree material being removed for a given project and to calculate the resulting tree
replacement obligation. The calculation is included in Attachment C. At the time this RCA was
prepared, Roseville’s consulting forester continues to review the tree preservation plan and he has
recognized that many of the trees on the site are protected from removal by virtue of being within
existing wetland areas adjacent to the lake. The applicant’s preliminary calculation based on the
proposed development would not elicit the obligation to plant replacement trees, although Planning
Division staff and the consulting forester are continuing to validate the data.
Park Dedication
The memo from the Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation indicates the following:

108

This subdivision proposal elicits the park dedication requirement. Since the subject property includes
three existing residential parcels, City staff has determined that the proposed nine-lot plat represents a
net increase of six developable lots. As such, the City could accept a dedication of up to approximately
half an acre of park land (based on the requirement to dedicate up to 10% of the land of the 5.75-acre
development site) or a dedication of cash in lieu of land, or an equivalent combination of land and cash.
The Parks and Recreation Commission (PRC) reviewed the proposal at its meeting of March 2, 2021,
and recommended a dedication of cash in lieu of land to satisfy the park dedication requirement; based
on the 2021 park dedication fee of $4,250 per net residential unit, the total dedication would equal
$25,500.

109

Conditional Use Analysis

100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
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112
113
114
115
116
117
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119
120
121
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123

The use of the proposed Outlot A as shared lake accesses for the future homeowners is identified in City
Code §1017.15.B (Controlled Accesses) of the Shoreland regulations as being allowed only as a
conditional use. Section 1009.02.C of the City Code establishes a mandate that the City make five
specific findings pertaining a proposed conditional use. Planning Division staff has reviewed the
application and offers the following draft findings.
1. The proposed use is not in conflict with the Comprehensive Plan. The 2040 Comprehensive Plan
does not speak directly to the proposed use or the subject property, but several shared accesses
already exist on Lake Owasso and Planning Division staff believes the use of residentially zoned
lakeshore land for residential lake access is not in conflict with the goals of the Comprehensive Plan.
2. The proposed use is not in conflict with any Regulating Maps or other adopted plans. The site is not
subject to any such regulating maps or other adopted plans.
3. The proposed use is not in conflict with any City Code requirements. No specific plans have yet been
presented, but any improvements to the controlled access site will need to conform to all applicable
City Code requirements or receive variances to specific zoning provisions as may be necessary.
7e RCA.docx
Page 4 of 7

124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162

4. The proposed use will not create an excessive burden on parks, streets, and other public facilities.
The proposed shared lake accesses should not create any discernable burden on parks, streets, or
other public facilities that is distinct from the impact of the accompanying residential development
itself because the boardwalks and pier-style docks are designed to impose minimal impact to the
wetland and lake.
5. The proposed use will not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood, will not negatively impact
traffic or property values, and will not otherwise harm the public health, safety, and general welfare.
Several shared accesses already exist on Lake Owasso and the use of residentially zoned lakeshore
land for residential lake access will not create adverse traffic impacts, harm property values, or cause
harm to the public health, safety, and general welfare.
In addition to these generally-applicable conditional use considerations, City Code §1017.21.A
(Shoreland Conditional Uses) establishes additional evaluation criteria for conditional uses in the
Shoreland Management Overlay District, instructing that a thorough evaluation of the waterbody and the
topographic, vegetation, and soil conditions on the site shall be made to ensure:
1. The prevention of soil erosion or other possible pollution of public waters, both during and after
construction;
All applicable erosion control requirements and property maintenance regulations in City Code and
from other pertinent agencies will be enforced as normal.
2. The visibility of structures and other facilities as viewed from public waters is limited;
No structures are proposed other than docks, boardwalks, and turf paths, but any such structures will
need to conform to the zoning requirements pertaining to Water Oriented Accessory Structures.
3. The types, uses, and numbers of watercraft that the project will generate can be safely
accommodated on the site;
Watercraft are regulated by MnDNR.
4. The impact the proposed use may have on the water quality of the water body is not excessive.
Any use of the proposed controlled accesses must conform to all applicable requirements of agencies
regulating water quality.
Regarding the above findings and evaluation criteria, many of these topics were reviewed extensively as
a part of the EAW process. The EAW was made available to the public and many governmental
agencies for comment, with the proposed plans incorporating those comments and ensuring minimum
requirements are met.
As with all conditional use approvals, the City may add conditions to mitigate potential impacts of the
proposed use. While staff is not recommending any conditions of approval given the applicant has
already undergone an extensive review process and has revised the proposed plans to address the
feedback received from those processes, §1017.21.A indicates the City may wish to consider conditions
pertaining to the location of improvements or the removal or planting of vegetation. Further to the
preceding evaluation criteria and any necessary conditions of approval pertaining to all conditional uses
in the Shoreland Management Overlay District, City Code §1017.15.B specifies the following additional
standards for controlled accesses, which are paraphrased here for brevity.

164

1. An access must be “suitable” with respect to access and minimizing damage to topography or
vegetation;

165

2. It must have a “specific lot size” of at least 170 feet;

166

3. The access must be jointly owned by all homeowners in the subdivision; and

163
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4. A homeowners association (HOA) must govern the use and maintenance of the shared access.
Each of these additional requirements is fairly clear and, as these are standards established in the zoning
code, they do not need to be specified as conditions of approval of the controlled accesses as a
conditional use.

180

PUBLIC COMMENT
As required for plats creating more than three lots, the applicant conducted a pre-application community
engagement effort and held a virtual open house in late January 2021. The applicant has submitted a
detailed summary of the discussion that occurred during the virtual open house meeting, which is
included with this RCA as part of Attachment D, along with the minutes of the April 7, 2021, Planning
Commission public hearing, and emails received from members of the public before the City Council
required the developer to complete the EAW. The EAW process produced extensive public comment,
with eight public agencies and 31 residents providing feedback on the proposed development. No
additional public comment about the proposed development has been received since the conclusion of
the EAW review process.

181

POLICY OBJECTIVE

171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179

182
183

•

Establish public‐private partnerships to ensure life‐cycle housing throughout that City attracts
and retains a diverse mix of people, family types, economic statuses, ages, and so on.

184

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS

185

Receipt of $25,500 fee in lieu of park land dedication. Refer to DRC comments in Attachment E.

186

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

187
188
189

A. Adopt a resolution approving the proposed ‘Victoria Shores’ preliminary plat based on the
content of this RCA, public input, the recommendation and findings of the Planning Commission,
and City Council deliberation, with the following conditions.

190

1. Pursuant to the memo from Public Works staff in Attachment E of this RCA, the applicant shall:

191

a. Dedicate the additional public right-of-way as required for Orchard Lane and Victoria Street.

194

b. Dedicate a 10-foot pathway easement coinciding with the drainage and utility easement
behind the property line of the lots abutting the west side of Victoria Street to accommodate a
possible future public pathway in this location.

195

c. Enter into a Public Improvement Contract regarding the construction of public infrastructure.

192
193

197

d. Establish a homeowner’s association for the maintenance of the storm water management
BMPs.

198

e. Install wetland buffer signs on the property lines where the wetland buffer intersects.

196

199
200
201
202
203
204

2. Pursuant to the memo from Parks and Recreation staff in Attachment E of this RCA, the
applicant shall dedicate cash in lieu of park land in the amount of $25,500 prior to filing the plat
at Ramsey County.
B. Adopt a resolution approving the proposed controlled access as a Conditional Use, based on the
content of this RCA, public input, the recommendation and findings of the Planning Commission,
and City Council deliberation.
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REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION

A. Adopt a resolution approving the proposed ‘Victoria Shores’ preliminary plat based on the
content of this RCA, public input, the recommendation and findings of the Planning Commission,
and City Council deliberation, with the following conditions.

209

1. Pursuant to the memo from Public Works staff in Attachment E of this RCA, the applicant shall:

210

a. Dedicate the additional public right-of-way as required for Orchard Lane and Victoria Street.

213

b. Dedicate a 10-foot pathway easement coinciding with the drainage and utility easement
behind the property line of the lots abutting the west side of Victoria Street to accommodate a
possible future public pathway in this location.

214

c. Enter into a Public Improvement Contract regarding the construction of public infrastructure.

211
212

216

d. Establish a homeowner’s association for the maintenance of the storm water management
BMPs.

217

e. Install wetland buffer signs on the property lines where the wetland buffer intersects.

215

218
219
220

2. Pursuant to the memo from Parks and Recreation staff in Attachment E of this RCA, the
applicant shall dedicate cash in lieu of park land in the amount of $21,250 prior to filing the plat
at Ramsey County.

223

B. Adopt a resolution approving the proposed controlled access as a Conditional Use, based on the
content of this RCA, public input, the recommendation and findings of the Planning Commission,
and City Council deliberation.

224

ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS

221
222

225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232

Pass a motion to table one or more of the requests for future action. An action to table consideration
of one or both of the requests must be based on the need for additional information or further analysis to
make a decision. Tabling beyond February 19, requires an extension of the action deadlines mandated in
Minnesota Statute to avoid statutory approval.
Adopt a resolution to deny the request. A denial should be supported by specific findings of fact
based on the City Council’s review of the application, applicable zoning or subdivision regulations, and
the public record.
Prepared by Senior Planner Bryan Lloyd
Attachments: A: Area map
B: Aerial photo
C: Proposed plans and applicant
comments

D: Open house feedback, public comment and
4/7/2021 Planning Commission meeting minutes
E: Comments from DRC
F: Draft resolutions
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RCA Attachment C
PROPOSED LOT AREAS:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

TOTAL AREA TO WATER EDGE (AIR PHOTO)= 398,505 SQ.FT. / 9.15 ACRES
INCLUDING 30,583 SQ.FT. OF POTENTIAL EXISTING ROADWAY EASEMENT. *SEE R/W NOTE
INCLUDING 7,666 SQ.FT. OF ADDITIONAL 10' OF PROPOSED RIGHT OF WAY.
AREA FROM EDGE OF WATER (AIR PHOTO) TO OHWL = 106,857 SQ.FT.
AREA FROM OHWL TO EDGE OF WETLAND = 53,191 SQ.FT.
AREA FROM EDGE OF WETLAND TO BASE FLOOD ELEVATION = 16,350 SQ.FT.

The following Legal Description is as shown on the Assure Title, LLC as
agent for Alliant National Title Insurance Company Title Commitment No.
7644 - OWAASO, dated January 1st, 2021.
Lot One (1), Block Two (2), Richard's Park, according to the recorded plat
thereof, and situate in Ramsey County, Minnesota.
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LOT 1, BLOCK 1 = 24,797 SQ.FT.
LOT 2, BLOCK 1 = 18,000 SQ.FT.
LOT 3, BLOCK 1 = 18,000 SQ.FT.
LOT 4, BLOCK 1 = 20,759 SQ.FT.
LOT 5, BLOCK 1 = 19,231 SQ.FT.
LOT 1, BLOCK 2 = 11,227 SQ.FT.
LOT 2, BLOCK 2 = 9,918 SQ.FT.
LOT 1, BLOCK 3 = 11,136 SQ.FT.
LOT 2, BLOCK 3 = 20,004 SQ.FT.
OUTLOT A = 207,188 SQ. FT.
DEDICATED R/W = 38,245 SQ. FT.

and

1

That part of Government Lot 3, Section 2; Township 29, Range 23, lying
west of the North-South Quarter line described as follows: The North
306.1 feet of the South 886.1 feet of Government Lot 3, except the West
500 feet thereof and except that part of the North 80 feet of the South
755 feet thereof lying Westerly of Victoria Street, and situated in Ramsey
County, Minnesota.

1

CONTACT:
Melvin Moore
Builders Lot Group, LLC
9531 West 78th Street
Suite 135
Eden Prairie, MN 55344
952-314-7130

and
That part of the following parcel which lies East of the West 370 feet
thereof: Beginning at a point on the West line of Lot 3, Section 2,
Township 29, Range 23, 480 feet North of the Southwest corner of said
Government Lot 3, thence East parallel to the South line of said
Government Lot 3, 666 feet, more or less, to the shore of Lake Owasso,
thence Northeasterly along the shore line of said Lake Owasso to a point
580 feet North of the South line of said Government Lot 3, measured at
right angles to said South line of said Government Lot 3; thence West
parallel to the South line of said Government Lot 3, 830 feet, more or
less, to a point on the West line of said Government Lot 3, 580 feet North
of the Southwest corner of said Government Lot 3, thence South 100 feet
to the point of beginning, and situate in Ramsey County, Minnesota.
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EASEMENT NOTES:
The following survey related exceptions appear on the Assure Title, LLC
as agent for Alliant National Title Insurance Company Title Commitment
No. 7644 - OWAASO, dated January 1st, 2021.
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BEING 10 FEET IN WIDTH AND ADJOINING
PUBLIC WAYS AND BEING 5.00 FEET IN
WIDTH AND ADJOINING LOT LINES UNLESS
OTHERWISE SHOWN ON THIS PLAT.

Easements for utility purposes, over the part of the property in question,
as contained in Document Number 2528471. (AS SHOWN ON SURVEY)

4

Easements for street and utility purposes, over the part of the property
in question, as contained in Document Number 2387856. (AS SHOWN
ON SURVEY)
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COUNTY/CITY:

Subject to roads as currently laid out and travelled. (AS SHOWN ON
SURVEY)

EXISTING 20'
UTILITY
EASEMENT TO
BE VACATED

REVISIONS:

Subject to the rights of the State of Minnesota, Ramsey County and the
City of Roseville, if any, in and to Victoria Street North. (AS SHOWN ON
SURVEY) (CLAIMED R/W OF 66' SHOWN, NO DOCUMENT PROVIDED)
(ADDITIONAL 10' OF RIGHT OF WAY SHOWN, TOTAL OF 86' PER
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN)
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DATE
REVISION
1-29-21
INITIAL ISSUE
6-18-21 REVISED
12-29-21 REVISED

Subject to the rights of the public and the State of Minnesota in and to
that portion of the property in question that lies below the natural high
water mark of Lake Owasso. (AS SHOWN ON SURVEY)
ADDITIONAL
REQUIRED R/W
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RIGHT OF WAY NOTE

I hereby certify that this plan was prepared by
me, or under my direct supervision, and that I am
a duly Licensed Land Surveyor under the laws of
the state of Minnesota.

VICTORIA STREET (CO. RD. NO. 52) ALIGNMENT IS BASED
ON CALCULATIONS OBTAINED FROM THE RAMSEY
COUNTY SURVEY OFFICE.

Daniel L. Thurmes Registration Number: 25718

1-29-21
Date:__________________

FLOOD INFORMATION:
LEGEND

3

CERTIFICATION:

ELEVATIONS SHOWN PER GPS DERIVED VALUES FOR
NGVD88. BENCH MARKS SHOWN ON SURVEY.

O

HYDRANT

SANITARY CLEANOUT

CURB STOP

SANITARY MANHOLE

WATER WELL

CATCH BASIN

WATER MANHOLE

STORM DRAIN

WATER METER
POST INDICATOR VALVE
UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC
UNDERGROUND CABLE TV
UNDERGROUND FIBER OPTIC
UNDERGROUND TELEPHONE
OVERHEAD UTILITY

PORTIONS OF THIS PROPERTY LIES WITHIN ZONE AE,
AREAS DETERMINED TO BE WITHIN THE 0.2% ANNUAL CHANCE FLOODPLAIN
OTHER AREAS ARE LOCATED IN ZONE X, AREAS DETERMINED TO BE OUTSIDE
THE 0.2% ANNUAL CHANCE FLOODPLAIN AS SHOWN ON FEMA FLOOD
INSURANCE RATE MAP NUMBER 27123C0020G HAVING AN EFFECTIVE DATE OF
JUNE 4TH, 2010. THE BASE FLOOD ELEVATION OF 889.0 IS SHOWN ON THE
SURVEY.

PROJECT LOCATION:

WETLANDS:
WETLANDS DELINEATED AND LOCATED BY JD DONATH OF SAMBATEK ON
OCTOBER 27, 2020. REPORT #22422.

SURVEY NOTES:
Suite #200
1970 Northwestern Ave.
Stillwater, MN 55082
Phone 651.275.8969
dan@cssurvey
.net

1. BEARINGS ARE BASED ON THE RAMSEY COUNTY COORDINATE
SYSTEM NAD83 (1986 ADJUSTMENT).
2. UNDERGROUND UTILITIES SHOWN PER GOPHER ONE LOCATES AND
AS-BUILTS PLANS PROVIDED BY THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT.
3. THERE MAY SOME UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, GAS, ELECTRIC, ETC.
NOT SHOWN OR LOCATED.
4. SNOW AND ICE COVER AT THE TIME OF THIS SURVEY MAY HAVE
HINDERED OUR ABILITY TO LOCATE OBVIOUS IMPROVEMENTS.
5. 2 FOOT CONTOURS SHOWN PER LIDAR DATA OBTAINED FROM THE
DNR MNTOPO WEBSITE. NOT FIELD VERIFIED. ADDITIONAL FIELD
SHOTS SHOWN ON SURVEY MERGED WITH THE ABOVE LIDAR DATA.
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Victoria shores neighborhood meeting
January 21, 2021, 7:00 PM via zoom

Following is a brief summary of the comments and concerns raised by the neighbors who
participated in the neighborhood meeting on January 21st. 21 participants were online via zoom
for the call.

1. Concern was raised regarding the wetland impact of the development. The developer
responded by reference to the proposed plat and discussing the wetland areas and helping
delineate them on the proposed plat. An additional question was raised regarding the
availability of docs and at this point we believe the DNR will allow them.
2. A concern was raised regarding the elevation on lot 5 and its relationship to the street and
how construction would meet setbacks and protect other environmental principles. The
developer responded that all construction would carefully consider those questions in that the
construction on that lot would ultimately comply with requirements from both the road the
Lake and the adjacent side yards.
3. Water quality issues were also discussed with relation to the size of the potential homes to be
constructed. Concern was expressed that the actual pad sites and sizes would indicate the size
of the home to be built under property. The developer indicated that homes would be
approximately 2100 to 3000 square feet. Developer also indicated that water quality issues
were very important and that all approvals would be attained by all necessary governmental
authorities.
4. A concern was raised regarding DNR approval of the shared public area being proposed. The
developer responded that all approvals that are necessary will be obtained from both the city
the DNR and watershed districts, as necessary.
5. Question was raised is regarding price expectations of the homes to be built. The developer
responded that homes and the Lake would be expected to be $700,000 to $1,000,000 and that
the offsite properties would be between $650, 000 and $900,000.
6. A concern was raised regarding Victoria shores community boardwalk and potential tree
removal in the area. The developer confirmed that there would be no mass grading of the site
and at each lot would be separately graded to create a building pad. Additionally, there would
be no parking lot and the property, but the sidewalk trail would be on the East side of
Victoria Ave.
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7. A concern was raised regarding the developer’s interest in any potential builders and it was
confirmed that the that the developer is not going to build homes directly but will sell lots to
builders who will build homes on the properties.
8. A concern was raised regarding the sidewalks in the area and the fact that it is potentially
difficult to reverse the area for both pedestrians and bicyclists. The developer confirmed that
there will take every step possible to continue the existing trail work and comply with city
requirements with regard to trails and sidewalks.
9. The concern was raised regarding tree removal and the site. Developer responded and
confirmed that truly minimal and that by individually grading sites rather than mass grading
the project pre removal can be mitigated. Additionally, tree protection for the trees that will
be kept on the property will be provided during grading which includes protecting the trees
and the root base during construction of the site paths.
10. Concern was raised regarding the wooded nature of an area and that is very important to the
community. The developer agrees completely that the wooded nature of the city is important
and that it will be the responsibility of builder Ann developer to clean up the debris and not
disturb any trees unnecessarily.
11. The question was raised about sewer and water being stubbed to the property and it was
confirmed that that is the intention of the developer.
12. Plans for stormwater management and drainage issues was raised by a constituent. The
developer responded that the engineers are working with the watershed district 2 ensure no
damage from runoff water will occur and that there will be a common infiltration system on
the property in a location to be determined.
13. Installation of sewer and water services is anticipated in the summer and fall of 2021 which
will result in the manage shutdown of Victoria St with County highway approval for any
shutdown.
14. A concern was raised with regard to the proposed last six and seven and whether they were
big enough for two separate lots. Additionally, one community member was very concerned
that both lots on their own were too small and solely designed to increase profit for the
developer and that two homes would not be in the character of the neighborhood. The
developer indicated they would look at that issue and make a determination as to the size and
advisability of two lots in that location. The developer has subsequently determined that one
lot is appropriate for that location rather than two.
15. A concern was raised with regard to how many homes would have to be removed for the
project. Developer confirmed that no homes are planned for removal.
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16. Concern was raised regarding wildlife and habitat destruction for local wildlife. Developer
agrees that that is an important issue and that steps will be taken to mitigate all tree loss
damage and habitat damage as possible.
17. A concern was raised regarding the common lake access for the future property owners. The
developer confirmed that access to that property will be gated but that all owners will have
access of some type to that area at all times. A request for a crosswalk on Victoria Street was
made for that location and the developer responded that city and County guidelines would be
taken into consideration for all matters related to that issue.
18. A comment was made with respect to the gate for the common access to the Lake for
property owners that a gate did not build “community” in the neighborhood. the developer
understands that concern however it is a private access for the owners of these lots only and
it is there to protect the Association from potential unwanted access in the future.
19. Concerns were raised about driveways and access to Victoria St. The developer responded
that each lot when the home is constructed, will contain its own private turn around so no one
has to back onto Victoria St. That would essentially be a lateral wing on each driveway to
allow for the ability of a vehicle to turn around.
20. A community member questioned the 40 mile an hour speed limit in area and ask that it be
reduced to 30. Question was raised regarding the doc used by the lots East of Victoria and it
was confirmed that all owners of any lot in the proposed plat would have access to that dark.
21. A question was raised with respect to dredging of material in the Lake just offshore from
these lots and whether that would be allowed. Developer responded that that is not a
development issue necessarily but would be a question for the DNR to approve at the
appropriate time if that were requested by an owner.
22. A comment was made that the builder is constructing the subdivision and will get its money
back for its expenses from the sale of each lot and that fact was confirmed for the
community.
23. A comment was made that some of the neighbors in the vicinity did not get the mailing
regarding the zoom meeting.
24. a community member expressed that it is difficult to Bolt in the area along the property on
the southern end of Lake Owosso due to vegetation growth. There was concern that a buyer
may not be able two boat and access the Lake but only view the Lake. An additional point
was raised related to the value of a dock on the Lake and the developer indicated that there
was no confirmation for buyers that the Lake was swimmable or boatable from those lots at
this stage. Discussion continued that if buyers wanted to construct docs that would require
DNR approval and that developer was giving no guarantee of that approval.
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25. A Community member noted that a comment was made at the start of the meeting that the
proposal was in compliance with the city code when lap six and seven still need variances
from the city. Developer apologized for confusion on that point acknowledged the current
proposal would need variances from the city.
26. A comment was made it was confirmed by the developer that no townhomes would be built
in the area. It was confirmed that the city code determines what fits in the neighborhood and
what can be built in the neighborhood and that all steps would be taken to comply with that
city code.
27. A question related to the process of planning was raised. The developer responded that there
is a 60-day notice. Prior to the next City Council meeting if the project proceeds on time in
the current format an estimated schedule. If things progress as the developer hoped
contractors will be working on homes in June or July of 2021.
28. A comment was made regarding access to Victoria Street and that disclosure should be made
to any potential homeowners with regard to the speed limit and access to Victoria St.
29. An additional concern was raised regarding individual boat slips for homes on the Lake and
that will be a decision between homeowner and the Association. Community member also
commented that water levels are very low in the area this year.
30. Question was raised concerning contact information for the developer. Developer indicated
that any questions could be emailed to him directly at mlmoore@yahoo.com.
31. A question was raised regarding the next steps that would be taken and it was confirmed that
the preliminary plat application would take place in February 2021. Public requested more
information regarding notices of those meetings and information regarding the engineering
packages for the development. Developer confirmed that information would all be provided
to the city and would be available at normal meetings through the city or directly from the
city.
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Bryan Lloyd
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

BRUCE Nelson
>
Monday, March 29, 2021 11:02 AM
RV Planning
George Reiling estate property and developement

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Greetings Mr. Thomas Paschke and Roseville Planning Commission;
I am writing today as a owner of a residential home at the corner of W Owasso
Blvd and Victoria Street N. I attended the first neighborhood Electronic Meeting on
this subject. I also brought forth at that meeting the following information.
I have lived here since August of 1979 and would like to share information about
the Reiling property that the current Planning Commission may not be aware of.
I do not remember the exact year, but George Reiling was still alive. Mr. Reiling
decided to build on the property in question and started bringing in dump trucks of
soil to fill in low areas along Lake Owasso and increase the size of the lots.
After a day of hauling fill, the Minnesota Department of Natural Resourses arrived
and put a halt to the process. I believe they sighted reasons as changing the
natural area in regards to the high water level of Lake Owasso.
Mr. Reiling attended the next available City of Roseville Council Meeting and the
topic of the plot and fill was on the agenda. I attended that meeting as a curious
resident. Once the topic came up, words were exchanged and Mr. Reiling left
yelling something to the effect - "I will never build anything again in Roseville."
(please note, this is not an exact quote -- it was much more 'colorful' than that.)
Mr. Reiling was forced to remove the fill and return the land to the previous state.
If the proposed housing will not fit the area without additional fill being brought in,
I was wondering if the MN DNR had been contacted with regards to this proposed
development?
I hope to attend the Electronic Meeting.
Bruce Nelson
2887 W Owasso Blvd
Roseville, MN 55113-2123
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a. Request For Preliminary Approval of a Major Plat to Subdivide the
Development Site into Eight Lots for Single-Family Detached Homes and Shared
Access to Lake Owasso as a Conditional Use (PF21-001)
Chair Kimble opened the public hearing for PF21-001 at approximately 6:50 p.m. and
reported on the purpose and process of a public hearing. She advised this item will be
before the City Council on April 26, 2021.
Senior Planner Lloyd summarized the request as detailed in the staff report dated
April 7, 2021.
Chair Kimble asked if the Commission had any questions of staff.
Member Schaffhausen indicated she enjoyed reading the comments from the residents
that live on Lake Owasso and some questions were raised that she wanted to make
sure the City addressed. She asked in regard to the wetlands and if they are actually
identified as wetlands, knowing that the land can be developed, what can or cannot
the City do when it comes to this and how does that capacity in regard to wetland
apply to this project and what can the City do about that, if anything.
Mr. Lloyd explained the City does have regulations regarding this in the Zoning Code
as well as some other areas that are maintained by the Public Works Department that
pertain to wetlands. There are plans from the developer about how each site might be
developed with a driveway and generalized building footprint. All of those, so far,
have been designed to conform to the minimum standards in terms of the wetland
setbacks and the shoreline that backs from the ordinary high-water level. He noted
the shoreland requirements do address the development area reduction or density
reduction when wetlands and the shoreline itself might be within some parcel
boundaries. Those regulations specifically state any part of a parcel that is below the
ordinary high-water level, lakeside of the shoreline, does not count in terms of the lot
area for meeting the lot size requirements, whether it is depth or width or area.
Further from that it says if wetlands cover more than twenty-five percent of a site
there is some further reduction of the countable lot area. The figures that are in the
staff report about the lot sizes all reflect those adjustments. Those lot size figures do
not include any of what could parcel area below the ordinary high-water level, the
shoreline and a couple of the parcels in particular in that block one, lots one through
five, did need to be reduced in size by some amount because of the extent of the
wetland that is on them. The City does have regulations about wetlands.
Member Schaffhausen wondered why the City would be ok with taking cash in lieu of
some semblance of land.
Mr. Lloyd indicated the questions might be better directed to the Parks Commission
but in general he thought the answer comes down to the City has a Parks and
Recreation System Master Plan which identifies park land the City has and park land
areas where park land is needed. This plan also identifies various improvements that
are planning in the future for different places, different parks around the community
and because in large part there is not a need identified in the Parks and Recreation
System Master Plan for park land here or in this area, the dedication of park land was
less appropriate, according to the judgement of the Parks and Recreation Commission
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than a dedication of cash in lieu of land which can be used for acquisition of land
where parks are needed and can be used for improvements nearby where those
improvements are called for in the plan.
Member Pribyl knew the footprints shown on the drawings received are not
necessarily the final ones but if these are relatively accurate, it looks like currently the
plat shows that all of the homes would be outside of what is required by the City or
Watershed in terms of wetland protection. These are not encroaching on the wetland
area or even on the setback.
Mr. Lloyd indicated that was correct. He showed the drawing and explained where
the homes are to be located and the setback requirements.
Member Kruzel indicated there is concern about the boat traffic in that area because
the lake is narrow there. She knew the City cannot do much but for the folks that live
in that area, the wakes may be an issue.
Mr. Lloyd indicated the City does not have the ability to regulate what happens on the
public water. The amount of boat traffic has its own ramifications and issues as well
as the kinds of boat traffic. He explained it is the State’s role to have regulations
about that and to do enforcement.
Chair Kimble explained somewhere in the documents that most of the driveways
would have turn arounds. She noted this is close to where she lives and driving down
Victoria there is a curve and can get busy. She thought this would be preferable if
this moves forward. She also saw that the County was recommending no parking be
posted on this stretch of Victoria and wondered if that would go before the City
Council for action.
Mr. Lloyd did not think that would be a part of the City’s action. It may be
something that is incorporated into the public improvement contract since it is within
the public roadway. He explained with respect to the turnarounds, that is in fact, a
Zoning requirement for Roseville. Any new driveways and homes on County roads
like this need to have that turnaround built into the driveway within the property.
Chair Kimble did not think there would be the ability for individual docks at each
single-family home parcel and all of the dock access would be on the shared access
parcel.
Mr. Lloyd believed that the plan is that the lots in block one would likely have their
own docks and the City cannot prevent them from being put in. That would leave the
shared facility for the homes across the street.
Member McGehee agreed with Commissioner Schaffhausen’s remarks. She
explained after the last McCarrons meeting she was not sure if this is another case
where the DNR is suggesting the City make some limitations but there is no contact
with the DNR. She noted she had a call in to both the Public Works person who
worked on the watershed as well as the DNR hydrologist for the East Metro and she
has not had the time to get a call back to get this information. She found that in
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general this packet is complicated and raises a number of environmental issues. This
is a large area that has been undisturbed and certainly is part of the filtration system
for the lake. She thought reading the comments that are in the next item tonight, that
the interest on the part of Roseville residents is fairly strong in terms of protecting the
environment and protecting the wildlife. She thought for the packet to say that this
change does not have impacts on public safety and public health when it definitely
has a significant impact on the water and water quality in Lake Owasso, which is a
public water and not just for Roseville residents but for residents of the State, was
incorrect. She thought the City had to look at this very carefully overall and not
overlook it because it may belong to other Departments, Commissions, or permitting
agencies.
Member McGehee thought while those homes are actually not in a bad position right
along Victoria, the problem is that the City does not have any control if those
property owners, given the shape of the lots, wish to make their way down to the
water.
Mr. Lloyd indicated that was correct.
Member McGehee thought developing in this area at all is extremely problematic.
She would like to see more of these questions answered about how the lake and
lakeshore will be protected as well as tree preservation and a conservation easement
along the entire project with only one shared access to the lake.
Member Bjorum asked if the City required curb and gutter to be built along this
development on either side of Victoria.
Mr. Lloyd indicated the roadway standards that apply to a County Road like this
would definitely come from Ramsey County. He would have expected to see that as
a requirement if it were one and would have been communicated by the City Engineer
and included in the packet. He thought Victoria Street has been rebuilt fairly
recently.
Member Bjorum assumed the stormwater management that are shown on the plans is
basically the percentage required when utilizing the whole of the lots together
combined. He wondered if there was any requirement for that management system to
be on each individual lot or is it just a percentage and can be combined at any point.
Mr. Lloyd thought there was some flexibility in how that is implemented.
Mr. Dwayne Sikich, applicant, Builders Lot Group, 9531 West 78th Street, Eden
Prairie, indicated he was in agreement with the two conditions listed by staff and was
at the meeting to answer questions. He reviewed with the Commission the conditions
that have been imposed on this development.
Chair Kimble asked if there were any questions for the applicant from the
Commission.
Member Pribyl asked where the trail will be located on the west side of Victoria.
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Mr. Sikich indicated the trail will be on the east side of Victoria and is proposed to be
one foot inside of the County right-of-way and in this case the potential location of
the street is offset of the right-of-way. He noted the trail will be on the other side of
the power poles. The reason for the trail is for the health and safety of the proposed
homeowners so they will not have to walk on Victoria Street.
Member McGehee asked if the dead trees to be removed were on the pad or on the
site as are they across the site.
Mr. Sikich indicated there are a fair number of trees across the site and there is not a
plan to go into the wetland area, only the building areas of the lots. He noted this is
to clean it up and make it look more park like.
Member McGehee indicated she was going to speak on behalf of residents that wrote
in. The dead trees are nesting sites for varieties of flying squirrels, regular squirrels
and also for a number of woodpeckers. She was hoping that the developer would
contain its dead tree removal to the pad site rather than throughout the entire site.
Mr. Sikich indicated that is exactly their plan.
Member McGehee asked when the tree removal is planning to happen.
Mr. Sikich explained the actual tree removal will not happen until the City Council
approval of the preliminary plat.
Member McGehee indicated there was a request from a resident which she would like
to share. She explained the resident would like the developer to not take stuff down
while there is nesting in the trees.
Mr. Sikich indicated some of the scrub brush is going to come down before that but
as far as any tagged trees or trees that are tagged for tree inventory, will not be
coming down until after City Council approval of the preliminary plat.
Member Leutgeb wondered if anyone could clarify regarding the proposed
boardwalks on the lakeside properties. She wondered if this is a proposal, urging the
use of boardwalks over paved or another impervious trail or is that actually going to
be a requirement.
Mr. Sikich explained that is actually a requirement because they cannot add any
impervious area into a wetland. The boardwalks either sit on some kind of a pad that
does not affect infiltration and the wetland continues performing as it normally does
with a boardwalk. He noted that is part of the DNR permitting.
Member Bjorum asked Mr. Sikich where the boardwalk will be onsite.
Mr. Sikich explained at this point they have not located those yet exactly. Some
exhibits were provided to the City and the developer is not building those, that is the
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responsibility of the homeowner. When the lots are sold the boardwalks will not be
installed.
Member Schaffhausen indicated when the wetland is discussed, in the homeowner’s
association a plan to make sure that the wetland is not disturbed.
Mr. Sikich explained this will be provided in the HOA and is not allowed in the DNR
rules.
Member Schaffhausen wondered what can be done to protect the wetland. She
thought the preservation is of value and pretty much every resident that has responded
has this as a concern. She wanted to make sure the City is focusing on that concern at
a broader level and what else can be done about it if anything.
Mr. Sikich indicated his company can talk with their development attorney and see if
there is anything that can be added but the enforcement of wetlands or impacts to
wetlands is the DNR.
Mr. Paschke reviewed with the Commission some things that the City can do and
what was done in other developments. He noted some type of signage can be used to
show the area as wetland along the buffer edge.
Mr. Sikich indicated he would not be against the City adding the signage as a
condition of approval.
Member Schaffhausen asked if it is possible that all of the work Mr. Sikich is going
through with regard to the DNR and all of that activity, could affect density in any
way shape or form and changing the lots from five to four or anything of that nature.
Mr. Lloyd did not think so. The requirements in the Zoning Code have the unstated
purpose of managing the amount of density allowed on a given site based on the
presence of public water, such as the lake or wetlands. He thought that impact is
already accounted for or rather this proposal is sort of below whatever kind of other
limits that might practically impose.
Mr. Sikich indicated this project is a conforming one for the LDR One Zoning.
Variances or rezoning is not being asked from them.
Public Comment
Ms. Kristine Simonson, 3061 Rice Street, Roseville
Ms. Simonson indicated she is a property owner at 2940 West Owasso Blvd. She
expressed her concern related to the idea of density reduction and five lots rather than
four or three. She noted the odd shape of the lots towards the lake and will have a
very different feel when the docks are built.
Mr. Cory Koger, East side of Lake Owasso
Mr. Koger explained he had a couple of questions and concerns, specifically
regarding the way the design is set up to have a minimum impact. He indicated there
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is little to no oversight by the DNR and is rarely out on this lake. He noted there are
four different habitats on the south end of the lake which will be directly impacted by
the docks. There is also seven hundred feet of wetland habitat in front of the
proposed development and somehow the property owners will have to get their boats
through them to get to their dock. He explained he also had concerns about runoff
after the lots are developed. There is no regulation for pesticide application, no
regulation for fertilizer application and will run into the lake and cause impacts.
Ms. Wanda Davies, 767 Hynal Drive
Ms. Davies expressed her concern with the traffic in the narrow space between the
lily pads and cattails. She thought it should be a no-wake zone and would like to see
Roseville make some effort to do that. She was also looking at the dimensions of the
dock in the shared access for the conditional use permit and the dock is fifty feet long.
That is a really long dock that could hold up to six docks. Given that the DNR is
allowing cities now to regulate docks and some other regulation on the lake, she
thought a decision on this CUP should be deferred until the Council has an
opportunity to look at a new Ordinance with respect to regulating dock use and other
things that the City is now permitted to do within the lake.
Mr. Andrew Walz, 3097 Sandy Hook Drive
Mr. Walz explained he has a bunch of concerns. He was concerned about the shape
and quantity of the lots. The number one thing the City can do to preserve the
wetlands is to reject this plan as proposed and reduce the number of lots or at least
revisit the judgement call that was made about the irregular shape. He believed that
was an exhibit of poor judgement and he did not think the exterior boundaries are so
irregular that it warrants creating the hockey stick shaped lots with docks coming out
of them. He thought the City, with this plan, will be setting the DNR up for failure in
their ability to be able to protect the wetland areas. He would encourage the Council
to have conversations with the DNR and watershed on some unanswered questions.
Mr. Joe Bester, Shoreview
Mr. Bester explained he has many of the same concerns that previous speakers have.
He wanted to emphasize the sensitive nature of Lake Owasso. He reviewed the
surrounding watershed around the lake with the Commission. He indicated the Bar
Engineering report referenced in a letter he wrote the City the hypothesis going into it
is internal excess nutrient loading was from in the lake and after some additional
research Bar Engineering was surprised to find that in fact that it came from Central
Park. This does underscore the fact that things that are close by really have a major
impact on lake. Anything the City can do to help preserve trees and minimize
impervious pavement and other things will help Lake Owasso in the long term.
Mr. Ben Eide, 519 Hynal Drive
Mr. Eide agreed about the density. He believed it is more than should be allowed in
that area. Currently there are three lots, and the development should be allowed those
three lots, but the development is going from three access points to the lake and trying
to get six access points with their added access point. That will be a lot of docks
going through that area. The docks will have to be at least two hundred to two
hundred fifty feet each to get through the cattails out to the water and is a lot of dock
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surface going in and out each season and will cause a lot of wear and tear on that area
of the lake.
Ms. Ashley MacGregor, Little Bay Road
Ms. MacGregor echoed all of the resident comments. She believed this is a
thoughtful developer that is trying to check all of the boxes but what has to be
remembered is that this is the chance the Planning Commission has to make a
different choice. Once the development is in there is not much anyone can do if there
are issues and problems. Now is the chance to decrease capacity on that side of the
lake.
Mr. Josh Kath
Mr. Kath echoed a lot of the concerns that have been brought up. He wanted to draw
attention to the City Code and that there is a deficiency because it is decades outdates.
He thought the City is putting the cart before the horse if the City does not first
address or consider some of those necessary or conversational points in the Code that
should be discussed that these types of projects will have impacts on in regard to
subdividing lots. He thought there was already a lot of shared easements on the lake,
and he thought the City Code was lacking regulatory authority over those as well and
those easements seem to be growing and expanding.
Ms. Heidi Walz
Ms. Walz wondered if the developer would be willing to do another tour before more
of the general public was aware of the area in order for people to better grasp what is
being proposed.
Chair Kimble closed the public hearing at 8:10 p.m.
Commission Deliberation
Member Pribyl asked Mr. Lloyd for a follow up on the lots size, shape, and
proportion. She thought some of it was dictated by Victoria and the wetland
boundaries and some of it is to try to get direct water access for the five lots.
Mr. Lloyd reviewed the zoning requirements of the lots with the Commission.
Member McGehee asked if the City has an obligation to have anything subdivided.
Mr. Lloyd indicated the role in the City reviewing a subdivision request falls into
what is called the City’s quasi-judicial authority. With that authority, the City
reviews a proposal against existing standards. Whatever State law might obligate of
the City and whatever the City Codes allow or require and generally speaking,
proposals that conform to the applicable requirements ought to be approved. They
can certainly be approved with conditions to mitigate potential impacts that are
identified by the Planning Commission.
MOTION
Member McGehee moved to table pending information on the new 2019
regulatory authority that has been published by the DNR and any other
Page 13 of 65

RCA Attachment D
information from the DNR and Washington County and the hydrologist
regarding the status of the lake that might have an impact on the City’s ability to
protect this area.
Ms. Gundlach indicated she looked up the DNR’s model Ordinance, which was
updated in October 2019. She wanted to be clear that the City is not obligated to
adopt the newly updated model Ordinance. As this relates to controlled accesses, it
states they are permissible as a part of a subdivision and the only requirement in the
new model Ordinance that is not currently in City Code for a conditional use
requirement related to model controlled accesses is “If docking, mooring or other
over water storage of more than six watercraft is to be allowed at a controlled access
lot than the width of the lot must be increased by a percentage of the requirements for
riparian and residential lots for each watercraft beyond six.” There is also a table
where it shows what the required increase in lot width is needed in order to go higher
than six watercraft. Based on the lot width of this extra lot the developer would for
sure be allowed six if the City decided to go ahead and adopt the updated DNR model
Shoreland Ordinance as it is related to controlled access. She wanted to make sure if
the decision is to table action because the Commission is interested in what the new
model Ordinance from the DNR says, the new model Ordinance would allow six
mooring spaces on that controlled access lot.
Chair Kimble asked if the DNR Ordinance was not adopted, what is allowed by the
City.
Ms. Gundlach explained the City Ordinance does not specify.
Mr. Lloyd explained in recent conversation with the hydrologist he gathered that
number is not actually different. The thing that may be changing or has changed in
the new model Ordinance is that the cities would be responsible or be able to
administer that calculation rather than the State being solely responsible for it. He did
not think the numbers were really changing, it would be allowing the City to regulate
it.
Member McGehee thanked staff for the clarification and indicated she would change
her motion from a motion to table to a motion to deny.
Member McGehee moved, seconded by Member Schaffhausen, to deny based on
the fragility of the lake, the impairment of the water already, the narrowness of
the straight into the lake from this estuary, lined with the lily pads. The ability
of all of these lots together to be able to eradicate fifteen feet of weeds around
each dock in order to get the boats out seems beyond anything acceptable. We
must protect not only the quality of the lake but the health, safety, and welfare of
the investment of the people who already have homes on the lake and for the
people of Minnesota who use and value this lake. This proposed development is
an excessive burden on this particularly fragile end of the lake with a particular
depth of wetland as well as shallow, vegetative area as fish breading ground.
Member Pribyl thought it seemed like a lot of the concern in this motion is around the
number of individual lake access. She thought Mr. Lloyd stated if each lot is
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connected to the lake then the City cannot control their access. She wondered if there
was any way there could be some kind of compromise where two adjacent lots share
a boardwalk and a dock or would the City not have any control over that at all. She
thought the homes themselves along Victoria seemed to make sense and the
protection of the wetland seemed to make sense. She thought the hang up was where
the docks and boardwalks will go so she wondered if there could be any kind of
compromise.
Mr. Lloyd did not believe the Shoreland Code has any provisions regulating docks,
particularly when in the water. He thought that there are provisions for when docks
are stored on the land. He reviewed the Shoreland Section of the Zoning Code related
to this with the Commission.
The Commission further discussed the option of tabling versus denying this item.
Member Schaffhausen wondered if there was a way to create that park space as that
easement instead of cash in lieu of land. She understood the Parks and Recreation
Commission requested cash.
Mr. Lloyd indicated it is not the Parks and Recreation Commission role to
conclusively determine what the park dedication, it is a recommendation and the
purview of the City Council to make a decision about that. It is certainly clear that
there is some concern and maybe some possibility of having park land be the
dedication somewhere along the wetland, but it may not be the jurisdiction and
purview of the Planning Commission to recommend specifically formally something
like that.
Chair Kimble reviewed where in the deliberation the Commission was at in the
motion process. She asked Member McGehee if her original motion still stood.
Member McGehee indicated she would like the original motion to still stand and
possibly then for the developer to work with staff to see if something could come
forward that reflected the discussion of the community and Planning Commission.
Chair Kimble ask Member Schaffhausen if her second still stood to that motion.
Member Schaffhausen signaled her intention was yes.
Chair Kimble indicated this is a recommending body so the Commission’s motion to
deny, if it were to pass would be a recommendation to the Council along with the
comments made. She thought the Commission should vote on this motion if there
were no other comments.
Member Bjorum thought that based on everything that was presented and everything
that has been laid out by staff and the developer. Everything presented meets or
exceeds the City’s requirements for the subdivision for the plot restructure. The issue
the Commission has is the lake access points for each property that the City does not
have legal standing to dictate. He noted it does not seem like if that is the case then
the Commission does not have any legal standing to deny the motion to proceed
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because the Commission is denying something it does not have any control over. He
wondered if that is the correct way to understand this. He personally thought the
developer has done an excellent job in developing this subdivision and breaking the
parcels up and really showing the understanding of the wetlands implications and he
fully hear the residents who are concerned about the access points and the weed and
shoreline degradation, but he wondered if that something that needs to be left to the
next stage of the development to control. It does not sound like their legal standing;
the Commission can deny something it does not have control over.
Chair Kimble thanked Member Bjorum for the comments and looked to staff to help
answer the question because she wondered if the Commission is confusing its
deliberation on the plat with the deliberation on the conditions of the Conditional Use
Permit.
Ms. Gundlach asked what the denial motion was for. She asked if the denial was for
the plat, is it for the Conditional Use or is it for both because she did have some legal
concerns about the Commissions role to interpret and apply the Zoning Code as it
exists today based upon an application in front of the Commission. She did not see
the Commission having a legal reason to deny this plat. There may be some
opportunity to get into the details with the Conditional Use in terms of mooring
spaces and who gets to use the outlot because there are some conditions in the
Conditional Use section that relates to that. She indicated she was very
uncomfortable about the City’s ability to deny this plat.
Chair Kimble indicated the call was on the motion for the Preliminary Plat. She
asked if staff’s suggestion was the Commission had to withdraw and reconsider the
motions or just go ahead and take a role call vote on the motion.
Ms. Gundlach indicated the Commission is a recommending body to the City
Council. Member McGehee made a motion, and it was seconded so she believed the
Commission is required to take a vote on it. If that motion fails the Commission can
try again and if it passes then the Commission needs to move onto the Conditional
Use.
Member McGehee explained as a recommending body, the Commission’s
recommendation goes to the Council, and it is ultimately the legal authority of the
Council to decide what to do with it. As a recommending body the Commission is
legal but not sufficiently legal and there are findings that could be put together to
justify the denial. She indicated she still stood behind the denial motion to go
forward to the Council, who will make the final decision.
Ayes: 2 (McGehee, Schaffhausen)
Nays: 5
Motion failed.
Chair Kimble indicated the motion failed and wondered if a new motion should be
considered or should the Commission move one.
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Mr. Paschke suggested the Commission make another motion if there is one to be
made to support.
Member Pribyl moved, seconded by Member Kruzel, to recommend to the City
Council approval of the proposed Victoria Shores Preliminary Plat, based on the
content of this RCA, public input, and Planning Commission deliberation, with
the conditions listed in the RCA. (PF17-020).
Ayes: 5
Nays: 2 (McGehee, Schaffhausen)
Motion carried.
Member McGehee explained she could make a motion to deny the Conditional Use,
but she did not know on what basis because staff seems to think that all the boxes
have been checked and she did not think it has anything to do with the health, safety,
and welfare of either the lake or the residents or the people using the lake or the
ability of the people on the lake and property owners to use the property. She
indicated as she read this application she was surprised to move it forward. It is a
problem and she thought it was evident. She did not think that staffs’ findings are
accurate when they determined, that there is no implication here for health, safety,
and welfare. She wondered if the Commission could put a limit on how many boats
and how long the docks can be.
Member Bjorum thought the issue was that the dock is considered to be on the public
land because it is in the water so the City does not have the control to dictate the dock
or number of docks or long the docks can be. That is all to a different regulatory
body and the City does not have control over that.
Member McGehee asked if the Commission had any control and can the Commission
deny a Conditional Use permit.
Mr. Lloyd explained yes a Conditional Use can be denied if there is a public health,
safety, welfare issue. He noted there is ten different criteria and four extra
requirements that are discussed in the staff report providing for the framework of the
review. The question of the shared access is not strictly speaking the dock and how
many people might share it, the question would be, is there a public health, safety,
welfare argument to be made against the residential use of the lakeshore land that is
proposed to be shared. If it were a single homeowner with that land there would be
zoning requirements pertaining what could be built on the land and where and how
close to the shoreline, etc. Those same requirements apply to this if it is shared
among them. The City absolutely has a role in regulating how that land is used but
not how the public water adjacent to the land is used.
Member McGehee asked if the City could regulate that there would be no boathouse
and also that nothing could be stored on that land during the winter.
Mr. Lloyd agreed, not because he thought it is an untenable position or something,
but the qualification is the Commission can make those requirements or those
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conditions of approval, particularly if the Commission is making some findings about
the health, safety and welfare/other provisions that relate to it.
Member Kruzel explained if the Commission is doing its role, it would be to make a
motion to accept this, if that is what is decided, and it goes to the City Council do not
the homeowners and association and the DNR have some type of entity where they
can work together to make these enforcement or changes.
Member Pribyl indicated the Conditional Use is really just a shared access for the
three homes on the west side of Victoria. What seemed to have been most of the
concern and discussion what that the five other homes have their own access. This is
already shared by three households. She was not sure that, for her personally,
denying this is going to help the other issue.
MOTION
Member Pribyl moved, seconded by Member Bjorum, to recommend to the City
Council approval of the proposed controlled access as a Conditional Use, based
on the content of this RCA, public input, and Planning Commission deliberation.
(PF17-020).
Ayes: 5
Nays: 2 (McGehee, Schaffhausen)
Motion carried.
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Bryan Lloyd
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cindy Walz
Monday, April 5, 2021 9:32 AM
RV Planning
Victoria Shores development

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Roseville Planning Commission,
Recently we learned of the Proposed Victoria Shores development. We are concerned for the loss of wetland,
loss of valuable trees for the environment, wildlife destruction and how this development could effect the
quality of Lake Owasso. We grew up in Roseville. After 29 years away we chose to move back to Lake Owasso.
In our 6 years here we have seen too many beautiful patches of woods destroyed for housing developments and
senior housing. We have also seen very questionable lakeshore landscaping and boathouse construction that is
detrimental to lake quality.
Please consider the impact this development will have on lake quality and the environment. It is very
concerning and must be addressed.
Thank you very much.
Sincerely,
Cynthia and Michael Walz
389 S. Owasso Blvd W.
Roseville MN 55113

Sent from my iPhone

1
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Heidi Walz
3097 Sandy Hook Drive
Roseville MN 55113
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Bryan Lloyd
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

June Rott
Monday, April 5, 2021 4:53 PM
RV Planning
Victoria Shores Development

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

We wish to register our opposition to the planned subject development, It appears that building 5 homes in
that area would require bringing in landfill and removing many trees, both are detrimental to the quality of Lake
Owasso water, and illegal. We also know that a previous owner of this property had attempted to do the same
and had not been allowed to do so. The present owner of this property is already attempting to sell homesites
there and we assume he is doing it without approval by Roseville, and illegally\ We own a home on Sandy
Hook Drive and have lived there for fifty years. Please stop this development from harming the quality of Lake
Owasso.

June and Don Rott
3115 Sandy Hook Drive
Roseville, MN 55113

1
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Bryan Lloyd
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Harriet Flashinski
Tuesday, April 6, 2021 6:31 PM
RV Planning
10 acre development on Lake Owasso

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Hello, I am very concerned about the amount of green space that has been developed in the last 5 years in the
city of Roseville. In my neighborhood alone, two buildings on the Lexington from Woodhill to the corner of
Lexington and C have displaced trees and wildlife. Also the new development on the corner of C2 and Lexington
has taken a large green space out of the neighborhood. There has been a large loss of green space due to
building along Dale Street both north and south of C. These are a small fraction of the land lost forever to
buildings rather then preserving green space in the Roseville area in a short period of time.
The proposed development on Lake Owasso is of even greater concern because it directly effects the wetlands
that help preserve the quality of the lake. It also brings a question of traffic safety on Victoria with having so
many homes in such a small section of that narrow road.
I believe one of the reasons that people move to Roseville is the amount of green space and lakes that are clean
enough to support water recreation. The livability of Roseville is being jeopardized by the usurping of green
space for building sites. Please do not approve the building of the homes in this plan. Help keep Roseville great.
Harriet Flashinski
2730 Oxford St N
Roseville MN
Sent from my iPad

1
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Dear Roseville Planning Commission, City Planners, and Developers:
I recently learned about the proposed Victoria Shores development through a real estate
advertisement marketing five $1.35 million dollar homes on Lake Owasso as if they were a done
deal (see: https://www.redfin.com/MN/St-Paul/xxx3-Victoria-St-N-55113/home/174770058 ). As
a Lake Owasso resident and avid user of the lake for almost 40 years, the idea of building five
million dollar homes (with lake access) and easement right on top of a PEM1C Freshwater
Emergent Wetland habitat is deeply concerning. The impact it would have on the South End, as
well as lake wide water quality, water levels/flooding, wildlife habitat, aesthetics of the area and
safety of residents will be far more significant than what is captured in the current report. I
strongly encourage the Planning Commission to reject this plan as proposed or at
minimum delay approval until further impact study and input from affected parties
beyond just neighbors within 500 feet can be considered.

Since I was a child I’ve been paddling to the South End of Lake Owasso. Over time I’ve come to
appreciate its incredibly diverse flora and fauna and its importance to the overall health of the
lake. In this area we regularly spot turtles, bald eagles, hawks, loons, egrets, herrons, a variety
of duck species, muskrat and of course fish. During migration seasons we’ve occasionally seen
swans and even sandhill cranes rest here. Loons regularly nest in the area and successfully
raise young. Water lilies abound. Dense native aquatic plants and shoreland trees and shrubs
provide much needed filtration for the entire lake improving water quality for all. Especially given
it’s metro location this wetland is an essential, increasingly scarce habitat that simply must be
preserved.
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After reading the 7A REPORT AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF I have the following specific questions
and concerns.
Can we vs Should we?
For starters it seems like most of the report focuses on whether or not the proposal is legal and
complies with city code and ordinances. Is anyone considering the bigger picture? In other
words just because we could legally develop this area, does it mean we should? Every time a
request comes in to split up a parcel, if all boxes are checked, do we just allow it? What about
overcrowding? What will our city look like in 50 or a 100 years from now when every parcel is
split up to the nth degree?
Lot Shape
I specifically disagree with the Planning Division finding that the proposed lot shapes are
acceptable. Lots are supposed to be “simple, regular shapes” and these are not. The proposed
lots are shaped like hockey sticks in order to divide up a small amount of lakefront with too
many lots. If these lots were even somewhat regular (i.e. rectangular) shaped several would not
even touch the lake. The primary exterior boundary is Victoria Ave which is straight and regular
therefore the standard’s exception does not apply. This matters because there are many
regulations such as weed treatment and channel cutting that apply per lot. If this remains one
lake lot then at most one 15’ foot boat channel can be cut and 100’ can be treated. But as drawn
five 15’ channels could be
cut...in this area, this is a lot
of square footage! Accepting
these hockey stick shaped
lots as drawn will contribute
to the demise of this wetland.
Please consider reducing the
number of lots, designating
the northern lots as lake view
(not lakeshore with lake
access), and making them
simple shapes as illustrated
at right.
Furthermore, please consider
changing the misleading
name of this development
from Victoria Shores to
Victoria Marsh.
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Tree Removal/Flooding Mitigation
You don’t need to be an arborist to know that trees suck up water. Even trees that are “exempt”
from your inventory drink water and in case you are not aware in recent years Lake Owasso and
the rest of our watershed has been pretty full. We can only push so much water downstream. As
our planet warms and rain events become more severe this problem will only worsen. There are
many low lying homes on Heinel Dr and Sandy Hook and elsewhere downstream where
flooding is a real concern that we must work to prevent. Removal of trees now with no obligation
to replace them is unacceptable. This is a unique situation especially given the clear cutting that
happened by a previous owner on the adjacent lot to the West that to this day remains
unmitigated. We need to connect the dots here and consider the bigger picture not just what will
occur within the boundaries of this site. I am concerned that even if this developer is well
intended their intentions may be lost as the lots are sold to builders and eventually to
homeowners who may have different ideas when it comes to trees as well as deep pockets to
pay any fines that may be assessed as additional trees “disappear”.
The report states Roseville’s consulting forester has recognized that many of the trees on the
site are protected from removal by virtue of being within existing wetland areas adjacent to the
lake...do none of these trees grow where building is planned? Or does this plan somehow
manage to work around these trees? This is not clear.

Park Dedication
I cannot understand or agree with the PRC recommendation to accept $21,250 in lieu of land.
Clearly the value of half an acre of land--especially lakeshore in a scarce wetland area far
exceeds $21k. Half an acre of land conserved as undeveloped greenspace would be invaluable
when it comes to preservation and conservation. We’ve lost so much forest in Roseville in
recent years along County Rd C and elsewhere, these woods along Victoria are some of the last
remaining habitat and corridors for deer, coyote, etc. Accepting such a small amount of money
relative to the size and value of the proposed development is incredibly short-sighted and
further contributes to the wetlands demise.

Impervious surface
What is the total square footage of proposed impervious surface including homes, sidewalks,
driveways with turnarounds for? How can the stormwater runoff it will cause possibly be
contained? What would such an infiltration system even look like?
The developer wants to maintain a wooded feel but what’s to stop homeowners from planting
turf, using fertilizers and landscaping unnaturally once they move in? When they find out the
swimming is not good on the South End will they be allowed to build swimming pools? All of
these things are very common in developments made of homes that exceed one million dollars.
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In fact there’s one such development near me where the infiltration pond has been drained and
used as an access road for pool installers and landscapers to access backyards 3 of the last 5
years rendering it useless for flitration and requiring plants to start over each time they finish.
Please consider reducing the number of homes allowed to build here or otherwise restrict the
allowed impervious surface.
Safety
Is increased foot traffic across Victoria Ave (technically a Highway, with a speed limit of 40mph
that is often exceeded) going to be safe? If no parking zone is enacted where will overflow
parking occur when homeowners host grad parties or invite all their friends over on the 4th of
July? Will delivery trucks be able to turn around in driveways or will they need to back out onto
Victoria?
Conditional Use for Easement
How is a gated three slip dock (with potential to get bigger because no one can enforce this) not
going to be injurious to neighboring property values? Who would rather see an unwelcoming,
man--made marina with private property signs posted than greenspace every time you pass on
Victoria or by water? I encourage planning staff to reconsider their analysis, especially items 4 &
5. There is clear potential for negative impact to traffic, safety, and property values.
Wetland Conservation
Does this project comply with all Wetland Conservation Act Rules? Does the Army Corp of
Engineers have any jurisdiction over this area--is an NWP or ACE Section 401 or 404 permit as
necessary? What about MPCA? Has DNR or Watershed district issued any written statements
or preliminary reviews? Who advocates for our wetlands if our city isn’t going to?
When will the “Additional information [that] is required from the developer on temporary and
permanent wetland and wetland buffer impacts due to the proposed docks to serve Lots 1-5” be
provided?
Developer Credibility
How credible is this developer? Do you have a history of working together? I find it concerning
that they would tell neighbors in January that the homes would cost 750k to 1mil and then post
them on MLS in March for $1,350,000. It also seems unprofessional to use a free yahoo.com
email address to accept public questions/comments regarding such high dollar development.
Lastly, who profits from this project? Does the city seek to earn significantly more tax revenue
per each home that is built or what is the motivation to approve such a split knowing there’s
risks and environmental consequences?
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I will be attending the public hearing and wish I had been invited to the virtual open house
meeting on 1/21/2021. Please consider at least notifying the Lake Owasso Association in the
future so information can be disseminated to all of us who will be impacted by such significant
projects as this.
Again, I encourage the Planning Commission to reject this plan as proposed or at minimum
delay approval until further impact study and input from affected parties beyond just neighbors
within 500 feet can be considered.
Sincerely,
Andrew Walz
3097 Sandy Hook Dr
Roseville, MN

P.S. Attached are a few photos of some of the Lake Owasso wildlife I mentioned whose habitat
is at stake.

Trumpeter Swans on Owasso.
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Painted turtle, South End of Owasso.

Sandhill Crane, South End of Owasso.
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integrity of the lake is written on a per lot basis. Some of these
items include but are not limited to aquatic weed removal and
management, dock space and coverage, shoreline alteration,
etc. Unfortunately the intended support to protect the lake with
these regulations loses its affect when the shoreline lot size
gets divided too small giving impact by more lots that can add
up to a large problem.....unfortunately at that point it is too late.
The existing easements on the lake are already expanding
rapidly putting excessive pressure on the lake with what seems
like very little regulation of their use when it comes to dock,
mooring area, and respectful use when comes to
noise,entertainment, and traffic flow relating to such
easements. We need to more fully understand the impacts of
such a proposal before moving forward. I ask the planning
commission to please not the support to project as proposed
until further analysis and impact study to a broader audience
has been considered.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City government
offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such as this one,
may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act and/or may be
disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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of the dock to a total of 59 ft (38' on 1 side and 21' on the other)
it would functionally limit the number of boats that could be
docked.
Also I hope the City will strictly enforce the "no structures"
aspect of the permit to prohibit boat lifts and boat canopies,
both of which create much more visual clutter than a boat
moored to a dock.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City government
offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such as this one,
may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act and/or may be
disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 8:03:33 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Victoria Shores development

Contact Information

Name:

Cindy Walz

Address:

389 S. Owasso Blvd

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Field not completed.

I attended the Roseville Planning Commission meeting last week
because I am very concerned about the proposed Victoria
Shores development on Lake Owasso. The developer is
proposing 5 oddly shaped lots on the lakeside which all include
an environmentally fragile wetland and 3 lots across Victoria St.
with a shared access to the lake (also wetland). The developer
talked about the shared access and the 5 lake lots having
boardwalks through the wetland with docks that would be cutting
a swath through important lake vegetation. This would be
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detrimental to lake quality, wildlife habitats, water level/flooding
and safety of lake users. When asked about safety issues for the
high traffic Victoria St. he assured the Planning Commission
there would be turn arounds. Turn arounds mean more
impervious surface and run off through the wetland.
The impact of this project needs to be studied before it is
approved. Please delay the city council vote on this matter (Apr
26) until the MN Dept. of Natural Resources and Ramsey
Washington Metro Watershed District can study this area.
RWMWD will meet on May 5.
The potential impact of this development is alarming. There are
many issues to be looked at:
1. Wetland destruction: no matter what the developer promises,
future homeowners will encroach more and more on the wetland,
cut trees, landscape where it should be left natural and use
fertilizers.
2. Lake quality: the run off, boat wakes, destruction of trees that
drink up a lot of water and all of the above mentioned in wetland
destruction will effect the quality of Lake Owasso. This lake is a
precious gem in the ecosystem that connects with Central
park/Bennett Lake on the south and several lakes to the north.
The watershed experts need to be heard.
3. Safety: three homes with foot traffic crossing Victoria St. is one
issue. The other is the increased boat traffic from 8 homes in this
environmentally fragile area where you find many kayakers,
canoeists, paddle boarders and fishing boats that come for the
quiet and the marsh.
4. Wildlife habitat: this area is home to fish, turtles, frogs, nesting
birds, loons, mallards, wood ducks, bald eagles, grebes,
cormorants, cranes. I have seen migrating swans, pelicans and
every fall, hundreds of migrating egrets stay over at the wetlands
now proposed to be developed.
As a resident of Roseville that lives on Lake Owasso, I ask you to
please wait to make any decisions about this development until
you have more information from the RWMWD and the MN DNR.
I am extremely disappointed the Roseville Planning Commission
approved the project considering the thoughtful discussion that
many residents shared and the lack environmental impact study.
Respectfully submitted,
Cindy Walz
389 S. Owasso Blvd. W
Roseville, MN 55113
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Of particular concern is how the developer wants to split up 3 parcels into 8. Furthermore, the proposed
irregular shaped lots are nearly L shaped, so that the 5 lots "on the lake" each have a small segment that
touches the lake. With this, each home could have a dock and boat(s) over the wetland and through the
dense lilly pads and vegetation. This is easily visualized on aerial photos of existing properties on the
lake. With the shared access for the 3 homes across the lake, this is an incredible amount of boat traffic
in this delicate area. To even get to the lake, you must traverse the wetland. This would take an
incredibly long dock (in the range of 150 feet)! Therefore the flora will be trampled twice annually to
take them in and out, not to mention the 15' channels owners could cut for boats. The developer said he
would help post signs documenting the wetland boundary, yet is designing lots and advertising
lakeshore homes. The wetland serves as critical filtration for the lake. It's destruction will hurt the entire
lake. Without any approval yet, there already is a real estate listing promising lake access. Lake
Owasso has a public access on the north end of the lake. Also, Central Park North right near this
proposed development has lake access with a canoe launch. Must 8 homes have private access at the
cost of wetland and wildlife that the rest of the city/county/state population can enjoy?

2
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I have been a resident on Lake Owasso for 14 years. We all have a responsibility to keep our lakes and
parks clean and healthy. I can tell you that no one is leading the charge right now on this, not the DNR
or the Watershed District. It is as if no one knows where the responsibility lies. The City of Roseville
has the opportunity right now to intervene to save a wetland area, and preserve the green spaces that
give Roseville it's character. Even if the developer says he will protect the wetland, the builders would
also have to follow suit. Then of course homeowners move in and proceed to cut more trees, fertilize the
lawn, landscape the shoreline, drive large boats in/out stirring up vegetation, fish, and nesting areas. The
lot just to the east was clear cut of all the trees a few years ago, and the owner moved to avoid paying
the fines.
Another grave concern is the encouraging of foot traffic across Victoria Avenue. By granting the 3
homes across the lake a shared lake access, their friends and family would have to traverse this 40 mph
county highway on foot. People already tend to speed in that area and if they have to brake for
pedestrians crossing this could easily cause an accident. You can see in the real estate listing video
the traffic zooming through (Click "Video Tour" button in lower left corner of image
here: https://www.realtor.com/realestateandhomes-detail/Victoria-StN Roseville MN 55113 M97117-93035). Encouraging this foot traffic is a safety hazard, and as stated
above would be another big impact to the wetland area.
For reference, here is the real estate listing for the proposed houses although the sale to the developer is
contingent I believe on the city allowing them to divide up the parcels and profit off the lake access via
the wetlands: https://www.redfin.com/MN/St-Paul/xxx3-Victoria-St-N-55113/home/174770058
I and so many other Roseville residents are disheartened at the rapid loss of greenspace in the last few
years in Roseville. This land is even more precious as it sits on a publically owned lake which all
residents can enjoy. Yet only residents within 500 feet of this property were notified, so at the 11th hour
I'm voicing my opposition. Could we not find environmental agencies that would help us purchase and
maintain the land? Or make at least part of this land an extension of Central Park North? Just because
3
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this land could be developed, the city has the opportunity to take a stand and think about if it should be
developed. This decision cannot be reversed once the trees are cut and the wetlands are damaged.
Respectfully,
Heidi Walz
3097 Sandy Hook Drive
Roseville MN 55113

4
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More investigation by qualified land management agencies needs to be done and that information
used to make informed decisions. Otherwise the city may end up with expensive repercussions with
water management on Victoria Avenue like that of the reconstruction of Gramsey Road by Snail
Lake. Once houses are built, it is impossible to backtrack and regain wetlands and the trees on the lots
that drink water and hold soil. The impact on the lake will be irreversible.
I am asking you to treat this issue as if it was in your backyard and your decisions would have a direct
impact on the quality of life in your neighborhood because this IS my neighborhood. Thank you.
Harriet Flashinski
2730 Oxford St N, Roseville, MN 55113

2

Page 47 of 65

RCA Attachment D
From:
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Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Friday, April 23, 2021 2:33:56 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Reiling Property - Proposed Development on Lake Owasso

Contact Information

Name:

Steve Youngquist

Address:

391 South Owasso Blvd W

City:

Roseville

State:

Minnesota

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Good afternoon,
My name is Steve Youngquist, my wife Kristi and I live at 391
South Owasso Blvd W. We've called this place home for 30+
years! The reason for my email is to raise my concerns about the
proposed development at the west end of the lake.
First, I want to say that I am in support of a well thought out and
planned development of any and all properties on Lake Owasso.
The more people that can enjoy this wonderful natural resource,
the better, in my humble opinion. Second, here's what I hope the
City Council will consider if we move forward with this or any
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project on the lake:
- Lake water quality: The natural filtration which occurs presently
(provided mainly by mother nature) seems to be a very effective
method. Can our man made efforts come close to duplicating
this?
- Wetland Habitat: Green herons, Egrets, Loons and numerous
other waterfowl call this part of the lake their home. Is there
someway to protect even a small part of the present habitat and
still develop the property?
- Pervious vs Impervious Site: I am sure this is part of the overall
"calculations", but shouldn't a unique property like this be
developed beyond current regulations?
Finally, if the City Council can address even one of these
concerns, then perhaps the city of Roseville and the developer
can come up with an agreeable plan that is beyond "code" and
helps to maintain the natural state of the property at some
reasonable level.
Thanks for taking the time to hear my concerns. I trust you will do
what's best for our precious Lake Owasso.
Kind Regards, Steve Youngquist -

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Wednesday, April 28, 2021 3:56:21 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Owasso Development

Contact Information

Name:

Carol Marchel

Address:

2976 Highcourte

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I am concerned about the possible development of the wetlands
on the South end of Lake Owasso (along Victoria). Roseville has
been developing too many green spaces and habitats, something
not in keeping with its 2040 plan.
In addition, the water quality of regional lakes, already
challenged, cannot bear further development of wetland buffers.
Please to not allow this development. I would like to be informed
about when this issue will be brought to the City Council.
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Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Wednesday, April 28, 2021 7:26:02 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Lake Owasso Development along Victoria

Contact Information

Name:

Scott Henry

Address:

1807 Alameda Street

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:

Field not completed.

Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

A friend told me about the plans to develop eight homes and
lakeshore on Lake Owasso in both sides of Victoria. I've driven
past this proposed development hundreds of times. The
lakeshore and water area just out from the shoreline are great
habitat for wildlife, but would not provide a satisfying environment
for most humans looking for a Minnesota lakeshore experience.
It's shallow. During the last half of the summer, the area is
covered in thick algae. Mechanically powered watercraft in the
area would cause a major disruption to the existing ecosystem.
Please decide to leave well-enough alone and allow this urban
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lake habitat to continue to exist in its current state by denying any
permit to develop this area.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Thursday, April 29, 2021 9:25:38 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Proposed Victoria Shores Development

Contact Information

Name:

Teresa McDonald

Address:

2982 West Owasso Boulevard

City:

Roseville

State:

Minnesota

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I am a property owner on Lake Owasso. I grew up in Roseville
and I love this lake. I have serious concerns after reviewing the
Request for Planning Commission Action Application for the
Victoria Shores Development. This southwest end of the lake
needs to remain a natural habitat and wetland for the health of
the lake. The DNR and the City of Roseville must do everything
in their power to put the environment, the wildlife, and
conservation over profit. We must not allow the destruction of this
wetland, but that is exactly what the unintended consequence will
be based on the developer's proposal. If you must allow them to
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build homes, please make it conditional that they cannot extend
the property lines to include lake access. Allow these owners a
view of the wetland, but no rights to alter or access it. Thank you.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Thursday, April 29, 2021 5:07:49 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Lake Owasso Development

Contact Information

Name:

Donna Steinwand

Address:

1424 Skillman Avenue West

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

I’m writing because I am concerned about the lake Owasso
development that will be harmful to the wetlands in that area.
There is wildlife and endangered species that make use of Lake
Owasso and the wetlands area. Further development and multi
million dollar homes in this area would be injurious to the
ecosystem and the delicate balance of wetlands ecosystem. I
encourage the city Council to take a new look at this
development and consider the needs and the rights of the Lake,
the watershed and the ecosystem as an equal player in this
decision. Countries such as Bangladesh and Ecuador and Bolivia
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recognize the legal Rights of nature. Considering how our world
groans with damage, pollution and threats to survival, it is high
time that we look at giving nature their own rights.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Thursday, April 29, 2021 8:29:35 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Lake Owasso development along Victoria Ave

Contact Information

Name:

Amy Perkins

Address:

904 Brenner Ave

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

(note: apologies for the glitch with my phone that is making it
impossible to me to type some letters, mainly lower case I's.)
I learned tonight of the proposed development of several parcels
of land along Victoria adjacent to Orchard Lane.
I sorrowfully write the following note to express my concern and
opposition to the project:
In the five years we have lived here, an incredible amount of
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green space has been eaten up by development. The deer are
more scare, and the number and types of birds we see in our
yard has changed. This correlates directly to the development of
the forested land on the east side of Victoria south of Brenner
Avenue. This is to say nothing of the acres eaten up by
Cherrywood/Applewood/The Pointe and Lexington Landing.
One of the lovely things about moving to Roseville was Its
abundance of undeveloped land. I have been coming here since
my childhood, and was delighted to see some of what I
remembered still intact.
Nostalgia aside, we all know that wooded and wetland areas
earn no money, but provide far more for our souls and our earth
than money can buy. Additionally, the benefits of intact and
functioning wetlands cannot be replaced or overstated.
I urge the powers that be to reconsider an investment in
something that benefits ALL and hurts none, vs. a development
that will benefit few and damage all. I am sure an argument is
that the city can't afford the land. Let's figure out how to work
around that. There HAS to be a way. Nature is not expendable.
Sincerely,
Amy Perkins

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Friday, April 30, 2021 10:04:09 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Proposed real estate development at south end of Lake Owasso

Contact Information

Name:

John Lutter

Address:

818 Millwood Ave.

City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Opposed to the proposed development at south end of Lake
Owasso and the destruction of irreplaceable wildlife habitat.
It must not be allowed.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
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community, of holding the precious little green space we still
have in Roseville. Roseville citizens need green space, trees and
nature for our well being. We do not want to put additional dollars
in the pockets of developers. We have a sufficient tax base, so I
don't agree with the sentiment that this will help provide
additional tax revenue.
While some homeowners may be interested in the lift that higher
home values may add to their own property values, this just
contributes to increased home prices, that price out regular,
middle income folks, and/or first time home buyers. This makes it
difficult and/or impossible for young people who have grown up
in Roseville, or young people who would like to join us here from
buying.
Additionally, how are we thinking about providing single family
homes that are attainable for that particular demographic, or
people who have rented in Roseville for years or decades who
might only be able to aspire to homeownership here?
Thank you,
Cari

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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ROSEVILLE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES FOR
RCA
E
MARCHAttachment
2, 2021 6:30 p.m.

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
Date:

December 31, 2021

To:

Bryan Lloyd, Senior Planner

From:

Matthew Johnson, Assistant Director of Parks and

RE:

Recreation Victoria Shores Development

The Parks and Recreation Commission (PRC) reviewed this proposed project regarding park
dedication on March 2, 2021. Their recommendation was cash for the five additional lots for a
total of $21,250 (minutes attached).
A revision of the plat has created one additional lot which would make the total Park Dedication
fee $25,500 for a cash recommendation.
Please contact me should there be questions or concerns regarding any of the information
contained herein.
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fields from outside Roseville based upon numbers of Roseville residents and nonresidents playing in
the program. There are finite resources for fields in Roseville and it is a balance to get field space for
all of the teams who utilize them during the summer. Staff is committed to working through the
situation with the Association.
Chair Hoag asked for the makeup of the Roseville Fastpitch Association. Ms. Doefler responded that
it is all of School District 623. She added that the Association has reached out to the additional
District 623 cities (Little Canada, Shoreview, Lauderdale, and Falcon Heights) for fields. However,
the cities all want to charge money for field use while Roseville provides them free of charge.
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom disclosed that he is on the board of the Fastpitch Association. He shared that
as the Association is relatively small they have moved away from renting fields from the
surrounding cities to keep the costs down. In addition, he noted that the Association has concerns
with some of the conditions of the fields in Roseville (balls making odd jumps, etc.).
If necessary, staff offered to follow up with surrounding cities that the Association has kids
participating from to explain why Roseville provides fields free of charge and encourage them to
provide resources to the Association as appropriate.
3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – FEBRUARY 2, 2021 MEETING
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom moved to approve the minutes. Commissioner Baggenstoss seconds.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Hoag, Lenhart, O’Brien and Stoner.
Nays: None.
Abstain: None.
4) PARK DEDICATION – VICTORIA ST. N. AND ORCHARD LN./CO. RD. C2
Staff provided a review of the Park Dedication process and options for the Commission. Staff next
presented details on the specific proposal for a subdivision adjacent to Lake Owasso on Victoria St.
N. at Orchard Ln. and Co. Rd. C2. The proposal includes 8 lots (5 new lots) on 9.13 acres.
This project would qualify for Park Dedication. The cash amount for the 5 additional lots/units
would be ($4,250 per additional lot).The land amount would be 10% of 9.13 acres or .913 acre. The
developer has suggested that cash be accepted in lieu of land. A map was displayed that showed the
lot locations relative to Lake Owasso and Victoria Street. This area is located in constellation D.
There are no specific plans identified in the Parks and Recreation System Master Plan for parkland
in this area.
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The Development Team joined the call with the Commission. Eric Luth spoke for the developer
stating that they did not envision the location having any park use as it is a tight area for the houses
and they would prefer to pay cash in lieu of land. Duane noted that a bituminous trail will be added
outside of the requirements for the development. As the Development Team has been working with
Community Development it was relayed to them that the sidewalk would be added in the future so
they have opted to locate the segment during the build.
Commissioner Stoner asked what the current public lake access is for Lake Owasso. Staff responded
that there is access via Central Park North via Heinel Drive as well as the County entrances.
Commissioner Baggenstoss asked if the dock area will be a private park for the homeowners. The
Developer confirmed and responded that it is a pad with a picnic table. The developer added that the
majority of the area seen on the map by the dock is for storm water management and the remaining
area is for trees that they are trying to save.
Commissioner Stoner remarked that the Developer is adding the bituminous trail and working to
save trees which are both above what is required. He noted that the only land that may be beneficial
would be an option for lake access. However, as there is one via Central Park North, Commissioner
Stoner stated he would opt for cash in lieu of land.
Commissioner Lenhart motioned to recommend the acceptance of cash ($21,250) to the City
Council to satisfy the Park Dedication for Victoria St. N. and Orchard Ln./Co. Rd. C2. Seconded
by Commissioner Arneson.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Hoag, Lenhart, O’Brien and Stoner.
Nays: None.
Abstain: Heikkila.
5) POCAHONTAS PARK NAME CONVERSATION
Chair Hoag relayed to the group that he feels it may be time to move to the next step of “what and
how” to change the name of the park.
Commissioner Arneson posed the question of if the name should be changed to honor the Indigenous
People as others appear to move to more generic names for product and places.
Commissioner Baggenstoss stated that this is an opportunity to change the narrative for a forgotten
voice. He continued that this is an opportunity for the Commission to be allies by utilizing the
guidance that is laid out in the Narrative Framework document that was provided by staff and that he
does not think the Commission should adopt a generic name.
3
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
Date:

January 4, 2021

To:

Bryan Lloyd, Senior Planner

From:

Jesse Freihammer, Roseville Public Works

RE:

Victoria Shores Preliminary Plat

The Public Works Department reviewed the proposed plans for the project noted above and offer
the following comments with regard to the project’s impact on City services and/or
infrastructure:
1. Site Plan
o Due to the minimal amount of lots created, the development did not meet the
threshold per City policy to conduct a traffic study. A traffic study was not
conducted but some minor increase to traffic on Victoria Street and other nearby
roads is expected but will not create any significant issues.
o Pathway improvements on the east side of Victoria are shown. A public
improvement contract will be required for these improvements.
o The City and the County are still evaluating if pathway improvements on the west
side of Victoria should also be required. An additional 10 foot pathway easement
behind the property line will be required.
2. Utilities
o Water
 Watermain is available for connections
o Sanitary
 Sanitary sewer main is available for connections.
 Some of the connections are to a Met Council interceptor. A Met Council
Permit will be required.
o Storm Sewer
 Storm sewer would be private.
 Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District Permit Required
 NPDES Permit Required
 Site plan meets watershed district and city stormwater and wetland
requirements, including buffer setbacks. At a minimum, wetland buffer
signs will be required on the property lines where the buffer intersects.
3. Ramsey County
o A County ROW permit will be required.
o The proposed plans meet the County requirements.
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o The County is requesting that no parking be posted on this stretch of Victoria
Street. Because Victoria Street is a County State Aid Highway, per State Aid
requirements, to enact a no parking zone the City Council would need to adopt a
resolution formally establishing the parking restriction.
4. General
o A public improvement plan will be required for the pathway improvements
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback and on this project at this time. As the project
advances, Public Works Department staff will continue to review any forthcoming plans and
provide additional reviews and feedback as necessary. Please contact me should there be
questions or concerns regarding any of the information contained herein.
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 31st day of January 2022 at 6:00 p.m.
The following Council Members were present: _________;
and _____ were absent.
Council Member _____ introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:
RESOLUTION NO. ___
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PROPOSED ‘VICTORIA SHORES’ PRELIMINARY
PLAT (PF21-001)
WHEREAS, Builders Lot Group, LLC, has submitted a valid application for approval of the
proposed ‘Victoria Shores’ preliminary plat of property addressed as on Victoria Street near Orchard
Lane on behalf of the property owner, the estate of George John Reiling; and
WHEREAS, the property included in the proposed ‘Victoria Shores’ plat comprises Ramsey
County Parcel Identification Numbers:
02-29-23-31-0001, -0048, and -0058
WHEREAS the proposed subdivision conforms to all of the applicable standards of the City of
Roseville zoning and subdivision codes; and
WHEREAS, the Roseville Planning Commission held the duly noticed public hearing for this
application on April 7, 2021, and having closed said public hearing, voted 5-2 to recommend approval
of the proposed preliminary plat with certain conditions based on the public record and the Planning
Commission’s deliberation with certain conditions; and
WHEREAS, the applicant has made certain revisions to the proposal reviewed at the public
hearing in response to zoning code amendments adopted in November 2021 and public comments
received during the review of an Environmental Assessment Worksheet concluded in December 2021,
and yet the revised preliminary plat remains substantially similar to the initial proposal; and

27

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Roseville City Council, to approve the
proposed ‘Victoria Shores’ preliminary plat, based on the public record and City Council deliberation,
with the following conditions:

28

1. Pursuant to the memo from Public Works pertaining to this development, the applicant shall:

25
26

29

a. Dedicate the additional public right-of-way as required for Orchard Lane and Victoria Street.

30
32

b. Dedicate a 10-foot pathway easement coinciding with the drainage and utility easement behind
the property line of the lots abutting the west side of Victoria Street to accommodate a possible
future public pathway in this location.

33

c. Enter into a Public Improvement Contract regarding the construction of public infrastructure.

34

d. Establish a homeowner’s association for the maintenance of the storm water management BMPs.

31
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35
36
37
38

e. Install wetland buffer signs on the property lines where the wetland buffer intersects.
2. In accordance with the recommendation of the Parks and Recreation Commission, the applicant shall
dedicate cash in lieu of park land in the amount of $25,500 prior to filing the plat at Ramsey County.
WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 31st day of January 2022 at 6:00 p.m.
The following Council Members were present: _________;
and _____ were absent.
Council Member _____ introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:
RESOLUTION NO. ___
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PROPOSED CONTROLLED ACCESS IN THE
‘VICTORIA SHORES’ PLAT AS A CONDITIONAL USE (PF21-001)
WHEREAS, Builder’s Lot Group, LLC, has submitted a valid application for approval of a
controlled access as a conditional use on behalf of the property owner, the estate of George John
Reiling; and
WHEREAS, the subject property is legally described as
Outlot A, Victoria Shores, Ramsey County, Minnesota
WHEREAS City Code §1009.02.C establishes general standards and criteria that pertain to all
conditional uses; and
WHEREAS, the Roseville Planning Commission held the duly noticed public hearing for the
request on April 7, 2021, and having closed said public hearing, voted 5-2 to recommend approval of the
proposed controlled access based on the public record and the Planning Commission’s deliberation; and
WHEREAS, the Roseville City Council has made the following findings regarding the general
standards and criteria established in §1009.02.C:
1. The proposed use is not in conflict with the Comprehensive Plan. The 2040 Comprehensive Plan
does not speak directly to the proposed use or the subject property, but several shared accesses
already exist on Lake Owasso and the use of residentially zoned lakeshore land for residential lake
access is not in conflict with the goals of the Comprehensive Plan.
2. The proposed use is not in conflict with any Regulating Maps or other adopted plans. The site is not
subject to any such regulating maps or other adopted plans.
3. The proposed use is not in conflict with any City Code requirements. No specific plans have yet been
presented, but any improvements to the controlled access site will need to conform to all applicable
City Code requirements or receive variances to specific zoning provisions as may be necessary. It
should be noted City jurisdiction stops at the Ordinary High Water Level, with the MnDNR
regulating lake structures, such as docks.
4. The proposed use will not create an excessive burden on parks, streets, and other public facilities.
The proposed shared lake accesses should not create any discernable burden on parks, streets, or
other public facilities that is distinct from the impact of the accompanying residential development
itself because the boardwalks and pier-style docks are designed to impose minimal impact to the
wetland and lake.
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37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60

5. The proposed use will not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood, will not negatively impact
traffic or property values, and will not otherwise harm the public health, safety, and general welfare.
Several shared accesses already exist on Lake Owasso and the use of residentially zoned lakeshore
land for residential lake access will not create adverse traffic impacts, harm property values, or cause
harm to the public health, safety, and general welfare.
AND WHEREAS the Roseville City Council has made the following findings regarding the
additional evaluation criteria for conditional uses in the Shoreland Management Overlay District
established in §1017.21.A (Shoreland Conditional Uses);
1. The prevention of soil erosion or other possible pollution of public waters, both during and after
construction;
All applicable erosion control requirements and property maintenance regulations in City Code and
from other pertinent agencies will be enforced as normal.
2. The visibility of structures and other facilities as viewed from public waters is limited;
No structures are proposed other than docks, boardwalks, and turf paths, but any such structures will
need to conform to the zoning requirements pertaining to Water Oriented Accessory Structures.
3. The types, uses, and numbers of watercraft that the project will generate can be safely
accommodated on the site;
Watercraft are regulated by MnDNR.
4. The impact the proposed use may have on the water quality of the water body is not excessive.
Any use of the proposed controlled access must conform to all applicable requirements of agencies
regulating water quality.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Roseville City Council, to approve the
proposed controlled access, based on the public record and City Council deliberation.
WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.
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Bench Handout
Item 7.e
January 31, 2022
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Pat Trudgeon
Pat Trudgeon
FW: Victoria Shores Preliminary Plat
Monday, January 31, 2022 2:53:12 PM
image001.png

From: Laura Eder
>
Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 2:36 PM
To: Dan Roe <Dan.Roe@cityofroseville.com>
Cc: Robert Willmus <rwillmus@msn.com>; Julie Strahan <Julie.Strahan@cityofroseville.com>; Wayne
Groff <Wayne.Groff@cityofroseville.com>; Jason Etten <jason.etten@gmail.com>; Andy Walz
<
>; Janice Gundlach <Janice.Gundlach@cityofroseville.com>; Bryan Lloyd
<Bryan.Lloyd@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Victoria Shores Preliminary Plat
Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Mayor Dan Roe and members of the Council,
I would like to express my appreciation and gratitude for the Council and the City staff spending so
much reviewing the Victoria Shores preliminary plat proposal. I know considerable time and effort
has gone into the EAW process, council actions, and the Builder Lot Group’s changes to the
preliminary plat site plan proposal.
As a resident of Roseville and an architect, I know we can continue to build the same way as we have
done in the past and zoning laws allow this, but we know climate change is real and spending the
extra time and effort to explore what impacts a new development potentially has on the future is
essential. We are constantly learning how to build better and live lighter on the earth, and we can’t
stop trying to improve the work that we do. I think it’s imperative that the Council uses their
authority to help continue to push developers to do better than code minimums.
I won’t get into any specifics on the preliminary plat, I just wanted to express my appreciation that
Roseville has taken the extra time to review the site for what the Ramsey-Washington Watershed
has stated as a premier wetland next to a developable site.
Thank you and see you tonight.
Laura Eder, AIA, LEED AP

Roseville Council
1/31/2022
Reference: Agenda item 7.E.
Consider the proposed ‘Victoria Shores’ preliminary
major plat subdividing the development site into nine lots for single-family,
detached homes and shared access to Lake Owasso as a conditional use
To

Roseville City Council

From Edward Roberts, Roseville resident
Regarding the above referenced Request for Council Action (RCA) on the Roseville
Council Agenda for January 31, 2022 I would like to submit the following comments for
the Council’s consideration.
I appreciate the significant effort that the developer, staff and other agencies have
undertaken since this proposal first came to the City for consideration. Substantial
change has been made to the proposal after the Planning Commission reviewed the
development, that includes the guidance from state agencies and the Watershed
District. With that amount of change it seems appropriate to consider having the
Planning Commission review the new proposal and provide input to the Council before
action is taken. (Because of the significance of the changes, the Planning Commission’s
earlier input / guidance to Council is outdated).
In the new proposal all plats are now non-riparian and that requires a thoughtful
approach to how lake access is addressed and who/whom/what (organization) has
riparian rights and obligations. How will “conditions” be set, inspected and enforced, by
whom. The potential precedents that might be set here need careful debate. The current
configuration also merits consideration of the DNR recommendation to limit the dock to
one shared access. This would minimize the disruption to wetland critical habitat, and if
it remains on the south end of the development would provide the most direct access to
open navigable water. Water level (lakeward of the wetland) in the remaining space is
shallow and boats would create significant turbulence and turbidity.
In the staff guidance:

In addition to these generally-applicable conditional use considerations, City Code §1017.21.A
135 (Shoreland Conditional Uses) establishes additional evaluation criteria for conditional uses in
the 136 Shoreland Management Overlay District, instructing that a thorough evaluation of the
waterbody and the 137 topographic, vegetation, and soil conditions on the site shall be made to
ensure

I do take exception to item 4. “The impact the proposed use may have on the water quality of the
water body is not excessive.”

I think “excessivie” is undefined and in this critical area we should be expecting zero
impact. In fact, consistent with Roseville goals and Watershed guidance we should be
looking for designs that improve water quality.
On the topic of safety, I continue to be worried about both street safety and water
safety. Ramsey County’s concern regarding safety, i.e. parking should be restricted on
Victoria should not be so easily dismissed as noted in the attachment before the
Council:

“The County recommends that no parking be posted on this stretch of Victoria Street. Because
Victoria Street is a County State Aid Highway, per State Aid requirements, to enact a no parking
zone the City Council would need to adopt a resolution formally establishing the parking
restriction”

This is a difficult section of Victoria to navigate, particularly by foot or bike.
There is no sidewalk, the curve in the road and the speed of the traffic
coming from the north down the hill presents a precarious situation.
Additionally, the lack of a curb directing stormwater also contributes to
conditions that make this hazardous, particularly for pedestrians and
cyclists.
On water safety, this is a narrow part of the lake with limited space for
watercrafts to pass and meet DNR regulations – so it seems before
significant boat activity is introduced, there should be thoughtful
consideration. I think in considering conditions on preliminary plats, this
maybe beyond the bounds of discussion. However, there is never a better
time to worry about safety but in the early stages of planning when
expectations can be set, designs made and conditions imposed to negate
risk.
Two miscellaneous points:
(i)
The summary document included in the Council’s packet is
dated 1/31/2021, I assume that this was intended to be
2022? Raises a concern as to the adequacy of citizen
participation, as many residents might have assumed this was
still the previous application being re-submitted and read no
further.
(ii)
The Park Dedication in the RCA (A.2) is at $21,250 not the
revised amount noted in the narrative (or appendix) of
$25,500.
In guiding the decision making, I would like to remind us of the direction set
in the Comprehensive Plan “Roseville 2040”.
(Extract: A comprehensive plan does not ensure any change by itself. It must be
implemented on a daily basis by elected officials, commission members, City staff, ….)

And in the chapter (2): Vision, Goals and Decisions …
What should Roseville’s priorities be for the next 5 years?
(i)
Protecting wetlands, rivers and green spaces
(ii)
Becoming more walkable and pedestrian friendly
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input, I would like to underscore
that the potential for setting precedence in both process and decision is
significant in this request for Council action. Particularly in terms of ..
Lake rights / easements
Safety
Lake and wetland protection, conservation
Respectfully,
Edward Roberts

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
10.a
Department Approval

Item Description:

1
2
3

City Manager Approval

Approve Payments

BACKGROUND
State Statute requires the City Council to approve all payment of claims. The following summary of claims
has been submitted to the City for payment.

4

Check Series #
ACH Payments

$772,706.81

102248-102364

$515,284.34

Total
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

Amount

$1,287,991.15

A detailed report of the claims is attached. City Staff has reviewed the claims and considers them to be
appropriate for the goods and services received.
POLICY OBJECTIVE
Under Mn State Statute, all claims are required to be paid within 35 days of receipt.
FINANCIAL IMPACTS
All expenditures listed above have been funded by the current budget, from donated monies, or from cash
reserves.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of all payment of claims.
REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Motion to approve the payment of claims as submitted
Prepared by:
Attachments:

Mary Jenson, Accounting Technician
A:
Checks for Approval
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Bank Reconciliation
Board Audit
User:
Printed:
Date Range:
Systems:

mary.jenson
01/25/2022 - 9:19AM
01/01/2022 - 01/24/2022
'AP'

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

70,474.63

Fund: 100 General Fund
Department: 00 General Function
0

Sourcewell-Non Bank

Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

70,474.63

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 01 General Government
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
102248
102294
102324
102344
102355
102358

Amazon.com- CC
Monitor Riser
Erickson, Bell, Beckman & Quinn P.A. Prosecution Service
Greenhaven Printing
Business Cards
ICMA-CC
Membership Dues
Innovative Office Solutions
Office Supplies
La Casita-CC
Lunch Meeting With Mayor Roe-Trudgeon
Nitti Sanitation-CC
Regular Service
Parkway Pizza-CC
GFOA GAAP Update Training
Staples Advantage, Inc.
Toner
Stouts-CC
Inadvertant Personal Purchase Repaid 11/2-21
Target- CC
Volunteer Snacks
US Bank-Non Bank
November 2021 Terminal Charges
Volgistics-CC
Volunteer Database
Xcel Energy
City Hall Building
Katy Von Fange
Tuition Reimbursement
Kike Adegoke-Ode
Tuition Reimbursement
Nicole Singaram
Volunteer Services
ARAMARK Services
Coffee Supplies
Metropolitan Courier Corp.
Courier Service
MAMA-Metropolitan Area ManagementMembership
Assoc.
Dues-Trudgeon
Background Investigation Bureau, LLC Background Checks
Hand and Hand Christian Montessori Special Event Permit Fee Refund
NFP Insurance Services, Inc.
BSWIFT Fee

01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/12/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

Total for Department: 01 General Government

659.19
14,239.00
55.78
1,101.00
1,092.92
16.48
503.20
46.77
477.15
32.01
35.85
509.60
234.00
12,800.77
1,500.00
1,500.00
32.00
218.65
743.00
45.00
464.85
75.00
748.00
37,130.22

Department: 02 Public Safety
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

310 Pub-CC
Advanced Graphix, Inc.
Alex Air Apparatus, Inc.
Amazon.com- CC
Ancom Communications, Inc.
BCA-CC
Blinds.com-CC
Breezy Point Resort-CC
Byerly's- CC
Canal Park Brewing-CC
Canal Park Lodge-CC
Carbones Pizza-CC
Caribou Coffee- CC
Chick Fil A-CC
Chipotle- CC
City of St. Paul
Costco-CC

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Conference Meals
Reflective License Plates
Air Compressor Service
Travel Bag
Batteries
Patrol Training
Mini Blind
Conference Lodging
Interview Supplies
Conference Meal
Conference Lodging
Patrol Training Supplies
Patrol Training Supplies
CRS Interview Meals
Patrol Training Supplies
PDI Training
Station Supplies

01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/05/2022

44.44
437.50
1,082.11
403.10
586.20
500.00
40.54
408.04
68.44
20.78
682.83
280.18
159.01
40.00
42.52
500.00
91.77
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
102249
102250
102251
102252
102257
102259
102261
102262
102267
102268
102274
102275
102281
102284
102287
102288
102292
102293

Courtyard by Marriot-CC
Cub Foods- CC
DPS Firefighter-CC
Dunkin Donuts-CC
Frattallones-CC
Froggy's Fog - CC
Grandmas Saloon-CC
Greenhaven Printing
Hampton Inn-CC
Heartland Services-CC
Holiday-CC
Hotsy of Minnesota
IAPE-CC
Innovative Office Solutions
Innovative Office Solutions
Internet Video-CC
Jets Pizza-CC
La Familia-CC
Lexipol, LLC
License Center-Non Bank
Lowes-CC
MacQueen Equipment
Menards-CC
MN CIT-CC
MN Fire Svc Cert Board-CC
NFSA-CC
Nitti Sanitation-CC
Office Depot- CC
Parking Ramp-CC
Petco-CC
Reds Savoy Pizza-CC
Royal Canin-CC
Sourcewell-Non Bank
South Pier Inn-CC
Starbucks-CC
Storm Training-CC
Streicher's
Streicher's
Suburban Ace Hardware-CC
Target- CC
US Bank-Non Bank
Xcel Energy
Yale Mechanical
Katy Von Fange
Mike Freese
Aspen Mills Inc.
AT&T Mobility
Paul Baertschi
Batteries Plus Bulbs
Forest Lake Sportsmen's Club
Interstate All Battery Center
Language Line Services
Ramsey County
Verizon
SFM
Aspen Mills Inc.
Axon Enterprise, Inc.
Customized Training Center
Eckberg Lammers, P.C.
Galls, LLC
Gary L. Fischler & Assoc., Inc
League of MN Cities
Masa Consulting, Inc.

Conference Lodging
01/05/2022
Patrol Training Supplies
01/05/2022
Training
01/05/2022
Food for CAT Etch Program
01/05/2022
Shredder
01/05/2022
Training Smoke
01/05/2022
Conference Meal
01/05/2022
Business Cards
01/12/2022
Conference Lodging
01/05/2022
Vehicle Service
01/05/2022
Patrol Training Supplies
01/05/2022
Hose
01/19/2022
Membership Dues
01/05/2022
Chairs
01/05/2022
Office Supplies
01/12/2022
Camera License
01/05/2022
CRS Interview Panel Meals
01/05/2022
CRS Interview Panel Meals
01/05/2022
Annual Law Enforcement Procedure Manual & Daily Briefings
01/19/2022
Title for 2019 Dodge Charger Police Vehicle
01/05/2022
Patrol Supplies
01/05/2022
Station Supplies
01/19/2022
Station Supplies
01/05/2022
Patrol Training
01/05/2022
Fire Certification
01/05/2022
Membership Dues
01/05/2022
Regular Service
01/05/2022
Evidence Supplies
01/05/2022
Conference Parking
01/05/2022
Patrol Supplies
01/05/2022
Food for CAT Etch Program
01/05/2022
K9 Supplies
01/05/2022
Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021
01/05/2022
Conference Lodging
01/05/2022
Patrol Training Supplies
01/05/2022
Patrol Training
01/05/2022
Uniform Supplies
01/05/2022
Uniform Supplies
01/12/2022
Vehicle Service
01/05/2022
Patrol Training Supplies
01/05/2022
November 2021 Terminal Charges
01/05/2022
New Fire Station
01/05/2022
Maintenance Service
01/19/2022
Tuition Reimbursement
01/12/2022
Watch Repair Reimbursement
01/12/2022
Uniform Supplies
01/05/2022
Wireless Service
01/05/2022
Minnesota Police Briefs Renewal
01/05/2022
Inspector Pocket Light
01/05/2022
Pistol Range Rental
01/05/2022
Flashlight Batteries
01/05/2022
Interpreter Service
01/05/2022
Fleet Support Fee-June 2021
01/05/2022
Cell Phones
01/05/2022
Work Comp. Administration
01/05/2022
Uniform Supplies
01/12/2022
Patrol Training Supplies
01/12/2022
Operators Train-The-Trainer Course
01/12/2022
Use of Force Training
01/12/2022
Uniform Supplies
01/12/2022
Pre-Employment Evaluation
01/12/2022
Patrol Training
01/12/2022
Mental Health Evaluations, Incident Debriefing
01/12/2022

434.74
21.31
50.00
61.81
18.20
35.00
22.00
106.78
1,620.66
99.52
14.90
374.85
175.00
1,093.58
156.12
25.00
22.81
67.00
14,719.83
67.75
214.21
81.10
17.66
100.00
250.00
100.00
149.60
165.71
8.50
127.19
45.08
296.31
2,334.00
1,055.01
19.27
208.95
3,492.97
253.96
28.99
11.72
2.48
3,872.42
4,174.90
1,350.00
5.00
814.50
966.08
170.00
21.87
720.00
74.80
333.97
3,209.04
2,734.42
3,549.74
149.40
3,075.57
375.00
5,500.00
80.00
650.00
5,850.00
1,250.00

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Page 2

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

102296
102298
102300
102310
102323
102327
102337
102338
102339
102343
102353
102354
102361
102362

Mn Fire Service Certification Board
Hazard Zone Managment Certification Exams
Onsite Apparel, LLC
Uniform Supplies
Performance Plus LLC
Drug Screening
Agency 360
Annual Subscription-2022
M.A.P.E.T.
Property & Evidence Tech Membership Dues-Thorson
MN Chiefs of Police Association
Leadership Academy-Eckert
Target Solutions Learning, LLC
Vector Scheduling-2022
Tritech Software Systems a Central Square
LETG
Company
Software Annual Maintenance-2022
United States Police Canine Assoc. Inc Membership Renewal
Aspen Mills Inc.
Uniform Supplies
Diversified Inspections/ITL Inc.
Safety Inspections
Grainger Inc
Vehicle Wash
Regions Hospital
Education Agreement
SKS Consulting Group
Feedback

Date

Amount

01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

600.00
55.00
457.00
2,997.00
35.00
1,550.00
8,077.18
69,505.54
50.00
82.80
1,431.67
169.76
3,450.00
300.00

Total for Department: 02 Public Safety

161,224.69

Department: 03 Public Works
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
102253
102258
102265
102277
102278
102291
102299
102301
102302
102303
102322
102348
102350
102356

Apple-CC
iCloud Service
01/05/2022
APWA-CC
Conference Registration
01/05/2022
Brock White Co
Sprayer
01/12/2022
Emergency Automotive Tech Inc
Vehicle Supplies
01/19/2022
Factory Motor Parts, Co.
Vehicle Supplies
01/12/2022
Fastenal Company Inc.
Street Supplies
01/19/2022
Force America Distributing
Vehicle Supplies
01/12/2022
Innovative Office Solutions
Office Supplies
01/12/2022
MacQueen Equipment
Vehicle Supplies
01/12/2022
Mansfield Oil Company of Gainsville, Inc.
01/19/2022
Motor Fuel
McMaster-Carr
Vehicle Supplies
01/12/2022
McMaster-Carr
Vehicle Supplies
01/19/2022
MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank
November Fuel Tax
01/05/2022
MN State Colleges-CC
Street Inspection Recertification
01/05/2022
Premium Waters Inc
Coffee Supplies
01/12/2022
Snap On-CC
Vehicle Supplies
01/05/2022
Total Tool
Annual Crane & Hoist Inspection
01/19/2022
Xcel Energy
Traffic Signals & Streetlights
01/05/2022
Emilee Brandt
Mileage Reimbursement
01/05/2022
Frontier Precision, Inc.
Robotic Tool Station Repair
01/05/2022
TKDA Associates
CR C2W Retaining Wall
01/05/2022
CES Imaging
SSP Minimum
01/12/2022
Cintas Corporation
Uniform Supplies
01/12/2022
Jeff Belzers Roseville Chrysler Dodge Jeep
Vehicle
RAM
Repair
01/12/2022
Parts Alliance North
Seat Cushion Foam
01/12/2022
Pomp's Tire Service, Inc.
Vehicle Repair
01/12/2022
Precise MRM, LLC
Vehicle Supplies
01/12/2022
Ramsey County
Fleet Support Fee
01/12/2022
K-Tech Specialty Coating, Inc.
Beet Heet Concentrate
01/19/2022
City Auto Glass
Solar Controlled Windshield
01/19/2022
Compass Minerals America, Inc
108 - Road Salt per MN State Bid Contract S-763(5)-2021-2022
01/19/2022
Jeff Belzers Roseville Chrysler Dodge Jeep
Vehicle
RAM
Supplies
01/19/2022
Total for Department: 03 Public Works
Total for Fund:100 General Fund

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

1.98
334.75
142.58
1,136.24
776.82
54.94
79.49
23.99
114.79
6,763.20
44.41
65.76
155.90
250.00
3.20
237.80
190.00
15,070.85
11.20
810.00
1,762.98
40.00
112.44
1,630.26
104.55
655.90
29.43
224.64
3,009.01
665.92
1,789.87
1,016.40
37,309.30
306,138.84

Page 3

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

100.00

Fund: 101 General Fund Donations
Department: 02 Public Safety
102263

Roseville Area High School

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Toiletries Drive
Total for Department: 02 Public Safety

100.00

Total for Fund:101 General Fund Donations

100.00

Page 4

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

918.58
3,000.00
21,000.00

Fund: 103 Contracted Engineering Svcs
Department: 00 General Function
0
0
102335

Sourcewell-Non Bank
SRF Consulting Group, Inc.
Stan Koch & Son's Trucking, Inc.

Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021
Rosedale East Outlot Traffic Impact Study Review
Grading Escrow Refund-2500 County Road C

24,918.58

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 03 Public Works
0
0

SRF Consulting Group, Inc.
US Bank-Non Bank

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

LOST Concepts-Phase 1
November 2021 Terminal Charges

01/19/2022
01/05/2022

13,830.03
26.78

Total for Department: 03 Public Works

13,856.81

Total for Fund:103 Contracted Engineering Svcs

38,775.39

Page 5

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

18,546.98

Fund: 109 Information Technology
Department: 00 General Function
0

Sourcewell-Non Bank

Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

18,546.98

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 01 General Government
0
0
102254
102255
102279
102306
102313
102351

Aercor, Inc.
NetMotion Platform
Network Solutions- CC
Web Forwarding
CenturyLink
Telephone
CenturyLink
Telephone
Comcast
Internet
T Mobile
Cell Phones-Acct: 967323624
Comcast
Internet-January 2022
Computer Integration Technologies, Inc.Project Mainenance

01/12/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

Total for Department: 01 General Government
Total for Fund:109 Information Technology

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

149.92
1.99
895.69
52.62
110.25
25.59
185.74
8.32
1,430.12
19,977.10
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

1,837.16

Fund: 110 Telecommunications
Department: 00 General Function
0

Sourcewell-Non Bank

Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

1,837.16

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 01 General Government
0
0
0
102269

Amazon.com- CC
Canva-CC
Sourcewell-Non Bank
Postmaster-Mailing Requirements

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Credit
Subscription Renewal
Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021
Jan-Feb 2022 Newsletter Postage

01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/10/2022

-22.46
119.40
1,364.53
3,733.05

Total for Department: 01 General Government

5,194.52

Total for Fund:110 Telecommunications

7,031.68
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

1,002.54

Fund: 112 IT: Other Agency Operational
Department: 00 General Function
0

Sourcewell-Non Bank

Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

1,002.54

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 01 General Government
0
0
0
0
0
102254
102255
102279
102315
102318
102340
102351

Aercor, Inc.
NetMotion Platform
Aercor, Inc.
NetMotion Mobility Maintenance
Cologix, Inc
Fiber Cross Connect
Microsoft-CC
Monthly Fee
Network Solutions- CC
Hosting Renewal
CenturyLink
Telephone
CenturyLink
Telephone
Comcast
Internet
FRSecure LLC
One Year Fact
Hurricane Electric
Transit Service Monthly Fee
Zayo Group LLC
Fiber Maintenance
Computer Integration Technologies, Inc.Project Mainenance

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

01/12/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

787.08
43,696.80
620.49
40.00
5.99
3,582.77
210.49
1,244.16
3,650.00
500.00
5,749.73
43.68

Total for Department: 01 General Government

60,131.19

Total for Fund:112 IT: Other Agency Operational

61,133.73

Page 8

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

369.90

Fund: 114 IT: Inventory - ALL
Department: 00
0

Network Solutions- CC

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Domain Renewal
Total for Department: 00

369.90

Total for Fund:114 IT: Inventory - ALL

369.90
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/05/2022

3,535.11
11,332.04

Fund: 200 Recreation Fund
Department: 00 General Function
0
0

MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank
Sourcewell-Non Bank

Sales/Use Tax-November
Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

14,867.15

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 04 Recreation
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
102328
102329
102336
102345
102346
102349

Aldi-CC
ALS Sporting Goods-CC
Art Start-CC
Best Buy-CC
Cub Foods- CC
Epic Sports-CC
Facebook-CC
Finnly Tech-CC
Hilti Inc.-CC
Home Depot- CC
Max Bats-CC
Metro Volleyball Officials
Michaels-CC
Nitti Sanitation-CC
OpenTip.com-CC
Party City-CC
Ramsey County-CC
Staples-CC
Suburban Ace Hardware-CC
Target- CC
Walgreens-CC
Walmart-CC
Xcel Energy
Xcel Energy
Carrie Anderson
Josh Thygesen
Scott Breuer
Willie McCray
North Shore Gym Sales
Postmaster-Mailing Requirements
Swank Motion Pictures, Inc.
Barnhard Percussion Services
Bill Cagley
The Cleaning Authority, Inc.

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Tap Time Supplies
Tennis Ball Hopper
Craft Supplies
Cell Phone
HANC Refreshments
Volleyballs
Gym Instructor Employment Ad
Quickbooks
Epoxy, Drill Bit
Paint, Tools
Sports Supplies
Volleyball Officiating
Craft Supplies
Regular Service
Volleyball Standard Pins
Treat Bag Supplies
Food License
Tape
Fasteners
Cleaning Supplies
Program Supplies
Cider
Skating Center
New Park Buildings
Mileage Reimbursement
Mileage Reimbursement
Mileage Reimbursement
Officiating Service
Chalk Case
P&R Winter Brochure Postage
Movie Rentals
Vabraphone for Community Band
Halloween Spook-Tacular Payment Correction
Monthly Cleaning-December 2021

01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

14.95
107.33
11.06
256.59
91.09
159.26
14.07
4,246.00
31.25
140.63
216.95
1,595.00
60.00
367.20
93.02
46.95
587.00
5.36
14.49
31.17
29.98
103.60
14,370.08
3,993.57
52.64
136.08
40.15
2,313.00
265.00
5,469.37
1,455.00
900.00
50.00
7,711.20

Total for Department: 04 Recreation

44,979.04

Total for Fund:200 Recreation Fund

59,846.19

Page 10

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

6,711.42

Fund: 204 P & R Contract Mantenance
Department: 00 General Function
0

Sourcewell-Non Bank

Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

6,711.42

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 04 Recreation
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
102359

Bachman's-CC
Batteries Plus-CC
Beisswenger's Hardware-CC
Fleet Farm-CC
Frattallones-CC
Hugo Feed Mill-CC
Menards-CC
Nitti Sanitation-CC
Suburban Ace Hardware-CC
Walmart-CC
On Site Companie-OSSTC

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Arboretum Supplies
Park Supplies
Park Supplies
Park Supplies
Arboretum Supplies
Park Supplies
Park Supplies
Regular Service
Park Supplies
Arboretum Supplies
Restroom Rentals

01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022

109.44
16.08
24.96
93.62
90.96
277.50
71.79
688.50
56.00
37.77
695.75

Total for Department: 04 Recreation

2,162.37

Total for Fund:204 P & R Contract Mantenance

8,873.79

Page 11

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/19/2022

250.00

Fund: 221 Municipal Jazz Band
Department: 04 Recreation
0

Glen Newton

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Big Band Director-December 2021
Total for Department: 04 Recreation

250.00

Total for Fund:221 Municipal Jazz Band

250.00
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/19/2022
01/05/2022

408.00
8,343.72

Fund: 260 Community Development
Department: 00 General Function
0
0

Rehder Forestry Consulting
Sourcewell-Non Bank

Forestry Plan Review
Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

8,751.72

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 02 Public Safety
0
0
0
0
102331
102364

Innovative Office Solutions
Menards-CC
Tokle Inspections, Inc.
US Bank-Non Bank
Kimberlee Robokoff
T Mobile

Office Supplies
Hitch Lock
Electrical Inspections-December 2021
November 2021 Terminal Charges
Mechanical Permit Refund
Cell Phones Acct: 967323534

01/12/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

97.55
16.10
6,297.60
2,647.10
128.80
285.98
9,473.13

Total for Department: 02 Public Safety
Department: 10 Community Development
0

Innovative Office Solutions

Office Supplies

01/12/2022
Total for Department: 10 Community Development
Total for Fund:260 Community Development

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

29.20
29.20
18,254.05
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/05/2022

2,876.80
12,390.08

Fund: 265 License Center
Department: 00 General Function
0
0

MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank
Sourcewell-Non Bank

Sales/Use Tax-November
Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

15,266.88

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 01 General Government
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
102352

Amazon.com- CC
Full Slate-CC
Imaging Spectrum-CC
Innovative Office Solutions
USPS-CC
Xcel Energy
Mary Dracy
Dell Marketing, L.P.

Security Supplies
Monthly Fee
Passport Photo Paper
Office Supplies
Passport Postage
License Center
Mileage Reimbusement
Optiflex 7090 Micro XCTO

01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022

Total for Department: 01 General Government
Total for Fund:265 License Center

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

163.19
49.95
1,777.51
265.98
1,232.70
1,092.36
187.04
618.46
5,387.19
20,654.07
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

56,000.00

Fund: 271 Special "10" Fund
Department: 01 General Government
0

Roseville Community Foundation

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Lawful Gambling Proceeds

Total for Department: 01 General Government

56,000.00

Total for Fund:271 Special "10" Fund

56,000.00

Page 15

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022

712.50
356.25
7,471.58

Fund: 282 American Rescue Plan
Department: 02
102256
102280
102357

Concordance Healthcare Sol.
Concordance Healthcare Sol.
McKesson Medical-Surgical

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Covid Testing Supplies
Covid Testing Supplies
Covid Supplies
Total for Department: 02

8,540.33

Total for Fund:282 American Rescue Plan

8,540.33
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

0.66

Fund: 290 Police Forfeiture Fund
Department: 00 General Function
0

Sourcewell-Non Bank

Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

0.66

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 02 Public Safety
102267

Verizon

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Cell Phones

01/05/2022

50.75

Total for Department: 02 Public Safety

50.75

Total for Fund:290 Police Forfeiture Fund

51.41
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022

105.00
112.50
112.50

Fund: 294 Police - DWI Enforcement
Department: 02 Public Safety
0
102297
102307

Intoximeters, Inc.
Laine Annita Olson
Blake Zac

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Drygas
Alcohol Compliance Checker
Alcohol Compliance Checker
Total for Department: 02 Public Safety

330.00

Total for Fund:294 Police - DWI Enforcement

330.00
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022

68.57
17,442.06
15,702.47
64.59
78.82
-1,754.87
5.34
1,026.00
4,110.00
1,323.45

Fund: 400 Police Vehicle Revolving
Department: 02 Public Safety
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
102260
102266
102290

Brownells- CC
Emergency Automotive Tech Inc
Emergency Automotive Tech Inc
Firstspear-CC
Home Depot- CC
Streicher's
Walmart-CC
Kiesler's Police Supply, Inc.
Tri Tech Forensics, Inc.
Holosun Technologies, Inc

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Firearm Supplies
Vehicle Updating
Vehicle Graphics Removal
Tactical Gear
Firearm Supplies
Uniform Supplies-Credit
Firearm Supplies
Glock Supplies
Airscience Safekeeping Dryinig Cabinet
5 Units - HE508T-RD X2 - $262.69 per unit
Total for Department: 02 Public Safety

38,066.43

Total for Fund:400 Police Vehicle Revolving

38,066.43
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/05/2022

117.99
20,622.54
675.71

Fund: 401 Fire Vehicles Revolving
Department: 02 Public Safety
0
0
0

GetAC-CC
MacQueen Equipment
Sonos-CC

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Vehicle Supplies
Fire Station Supplies
Gym Equipment
Total for Department: 02 Public Safety

21,416.24

Total for Fund:401 Fire Vehicles Revolving

21,416.24
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/19/2022
01/05/2022

1,030.50
61,901.52

Fund: 590 Street Construction
Department: 03 Public Works
0
0

American Engineering Testing, Inc.
Bituminous Roadways Inc

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Marion Street Pathway MaterialTesting Service
Marion Street Pathway Project
Total for Department: 03 Public Works

62,932.02

Total for Fund:590 Street Construction

62,932.02
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022

3,999.35
100.48
2,485.00

Fund: 600 Sanitary Sewer
Department: 00 General Function
0
102273
102332

Sourcewell-Non Bank
MARY ARMITAGE
Roseville Area Schools

Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021
Refund Check 002059-000, 974 CO RD D
SAC Credit Reimbursement

6,584.83

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 05 Sanitary Sewer
0
0
0
0
0
102326

Bluefin Payment Systems-Non Bank
City of Maplewood
Mister Car Wash- CC
Walmart-CC
Xcel Energy
Metropolitan Council

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

November UB Payments.com Charges
Sanitary Sewer & Storm Drainage-4th Quarter 2021
Vehicle Washes
Meter Van Supplies
Sanitary Sewer Lift Stations
Waste Water Service-February 2022

01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

7,595.73
64,926.66
35.42
4.75
2,366.61
239,522.13

Total for Department: 05 Sanitary Sewer

314,451.30

Total for Fund:600 Sanitary Sewer

321,036.13

Page 22

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

4,173.58
2,475.51
135.60
176.31
64.88
88.46
81.32
180.75
364.20
75.82
195.92
338.46
121.99
47.59
86.95
76.00
281.15
139.55
55.69
93.99

Fund: 610 Water Fund
Department: 00 General Function
0
0
102264
102272
102276
102282
102283
102286
102289
102304
102308
102309
102311
102312
102314
102316
102317
102321
102333
102334

MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank
Sales/Use Tax-November
Sourcewell-Non Bank
Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021
AAKASH SHRESTHA
Refund Check 020326-000, 964 TRANSIT AVE
SAMUEL & SARAH ANDRE
Refund Check 023068-000, 2903 SIMPSON ST
ESTATE OF GERI BLADOW
Refund Check 008436-000, 2917 SHELDON ST
ARLENE DABILL
Refund Check 023047-000, 2000 BRENNER AVE
DAVID DUNCAN
Refund Check 000753-000, 940 BRENNER AVE
LON FLIPPO
Refund Check 019579-000, 2105 MIDLOTHIAN RD
DAVID NADLER & HEATHER BRAY Refund Check 023253-000, 1775 MAPLE LN
DAVID RYCHLICKI
Refund Check 004398-000, 2754 HURON ST
ZILLOW HOMES INC
Refund Check 025086-000, 3078 EVELYN ST
ZILLOW HOMES INC
Refund Check 024984-000, 2815 ARONA ST
KENNETH ALTMAN
Refund Check 024406-000, 2945 TROSETH RD
PAUL ANDERSON
Refund Check 025091-000, 1490 LYDIA AVE
JUDITH FLORINE TRUST
Refund Check 004078-000, 1049 HARRIET LN.
TROY GATES
Refund Check 015820-000, 1812 AGLEN ST
FARHAD GOLAFSHAN
Refund Check 022002-000, 2807 GALTIER ST
JANE JARVINEN
Refund Check 005081-000, 820 LOVELL AVE
JOHN SILLIMAN
Refund Check 000572-000, 1244 BELAIR CIR
WENDELL SMITH
Refund Check 004676-000, 1210 JOSEPHINE RD

9,253.72

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 06 Water Fund
0
0
0
102330
102347
102360

BNSF Rail-CC
City of Roseville- Non Bank
SGP Contracting, Inc.
Railroad Management Co. III, LLC
Cemstone Products Co, Inc.
Plaisted Co

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Application Fee
October City Water Bills Due November 30
Watermain Project
Water Pipline Crossing License Fees
Street Supplies
Waterbreak Spoils Hauling

01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

828.00
18,243.49
19,040.03
626.68
567.50
800.00

Total for Department: 06 Water Fund

40,105.70

Total for Fund:610 Water Fund

49,359.42
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022
01/05/2022

833.51
1,113.28

Fund: 620 Golf Course
Department: 00 General Function
0
0

MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank
Sourcewell-Non Bank

Sales/Use Tax-November
Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

1,946.79

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 07 Golf Course
0
0
0
0
0
102306

ECR Software-CC
Home Depot- CC
Nitti Sanitation-CC
Target- CC
US Bank-Non Bank
T Mobile

Point of Sale Monthly Fee
Crack Filler
Regular Service
Storage Bins
November 2021 Terminal Charges
Cell Phones-Acct: 967323231
Total for Department: 07 Golf Course
Total for Fund:620 Golf Course

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022

140.20
6.89
280.28
109.52
298.53
107.55
942.97
2,889.76

Page 24

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/05/2022

3,099.30

Fund: 640 Storm Drainage
Department: 00 General Function
0

Sourcewell-Non Bank

Health Insurance Premium-Dec 2021

3,099.30

Total for Department: 00 General Function
Department: 08 Storm Water
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
102285
102319
102325

American Engineering Testing, Inc.
City of Maplewood
Go Pro-CC
License Center-Non Bank
Xcel Energy
Bradley Alan Williams
Nick Picha
Emmons & Olivier Resources, Inc.
Innovyze, Inc.
Metro Watershed Partners

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

St. Rose of Lima MaterialTesting Services
Sanitary Sewer & Storm Drainage-4th Quarter 2021
Camera
Tab Fee, License & Sales Tax for Vactor Paradigm Truck
Compost Site Security Light
Boots Reimbursement
Uniform Supplies Reimbursement
Villa Park Sediment Pond Dredging
XPSTORM Premium Bundle
2022 Membership-Clean Water MN & Adopt a Drain

01/19/2022
01/19/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/05/2022
01/19/2022
01/12/2022
01/12/2022
01/19/2022
01/19/2022

784.30
7,475.35
522.39
18,413.11
19.06
437.73
419.98
784.80
3,575.00
2,500.00

Total for Department: 08 Storm Water

34,931.72

Total for Fund:640 Storm Drainage

38,031.02
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/19/2022
01/12/2022

56,131.83
99.75

Fund: 650 Solid Waste Recycle
Department: 09 Recycle
0
102305

Eureka Recycling
Shred-N-Go, Inc.

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Park Collection Fees 2021
Recycling Service
Total for Department: 09 Recycle

56,231.58

Total for Fund:650 Solid Waste Recycle

56,231.58

Page 26

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/19/2022
01/05/2022
01/12/2022

5,468.00
25,367.42
2,173.44

Fund: 700 Workers Compensation
Department: 00 General Function
0
102268
102295

WCRA
SFM
MN Dept of Labor and Industry

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Work Comp Insurance
Work Comp. Administration
Second Half SCF Assessment
Total for Department: 00 General Function

33,008.86

Total for Fund:700 Workers Compensation

33,008.86
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/12/2022
01/19/2022

6,342.87
5,532.00

Fund: 710 Risk Management
Department: 00 General Function
0
102320

Delta Dental Plan of Minnesota/DDMN Dental
ASO LLC
Insurance Premium-December 2021
Integrated Loss Control, Inc
Safety Services 2022

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Total for Department: 00 General Function

11,874.87

Total for Fund:710 Risk Management

11,874.87
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/12/2022

25,750.00

Fund: 723 Single Family Rehab Loans
Department: 00 General Function
0

Center for Energy and Environment

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Loan Program
Total for Department: 00 General Function

25,750.00

Total for Fund:723 Single Family Rehab Loans

25,750.00
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/12/2022

235.00

Fund: 725 EDA Operating Fund
Department: 00
102271

All In One Translation Agency, LLC

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Translation Service
Total for Department: 00

235.00

Total for Fund:725 EDA Operating Fund

235.00

Page 30

Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Date

Amount

01/19/2022

20,833.34

Fund: 727 South East Roseville Initiativ
Department: 00 General Function
102363

St. Paul Area Chamber of Commerce

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Rice & Lapenteur-November 2021
Total for Department: 00 General Function

20,833.34

Total for Fund:727 South East Roseville Initiativ

20,833.34
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Check No.

Vendor/Employee

Transaction Description

Grand Total

BR-Board Audit (01/25/2022 - 9:19 AM)

Date

Amount

1,287,991.15
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
10.b
Department Approval

City Manager Approval

Item Description: Approval of 2 Temporary Gambling Permits, and 1 Temporary On-Sale Liquor License

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34

BACKGROUND
Chapter 301 of the City Code requires all applications for business and other licenses to be submitted to the
City Council for approval. The following applications are submitted for consideration:
Temporary Gambling Permit
Whitetails Unlimited: Twin Cities Chapter
17725 Nine Oaks Dr
Spring Grove, MN 55974
Whitetails Unlimited is a non-profit group which is holding a raffle at the Doubletree by Hilton Hotel located
at 2540 N Cleveland Ave on March 12, 2022.
Saint Rose of Lima
2048 Hamline Ave N.
Roseville, MN 55113
Saint Rose of Lima is a religious organization which is holding a raffle at Saint Rose of Lima Catholic
School located at 2072 Hamline Ave. on April 9, 2022.
Temporary Liquor License
Saint Rose of Lima
2048 Hamline Ave N.
Roseville, MN 55113
Saint Rose of Lima is hosting a fundraiser on April 9, 2022. This is their first event in 2022; their total number
of days is 1 out of the limit of 12 for the calendar year.
POLICY OBJECTIVE
Required by City Code
FINANCIAL IMPACTS
The correct fees were paid to the City at the time the application(s) were made.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff has reviewed the application(s) and has determined that the applicant(s) meet all City requirements.
Staff recommends approval of the license(s).

35
36

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Motion to approve the Temporary Gambling Permits, and, Temporary Liquor License
Prepared by: Katie Bruno, Deputy City Clerk
Attachments:

A: Application, Whitetails Unlimited
B: Applications, Saint Rose of Lima

Page 2 of 2

Attachment A

Attachment A

Attachment B
MINNESOTA LAWFUL GAMBLING

11/17
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LG220 Application for Exempt Permit
An exempt permit may be issued to a nonprofit
organization that:
• conducts lawful gambling on five or fewer days, and
awards less than $50,000 in prizes during a calendar
year.
If total raffle prize value for the calendar year will be
$1,500 or less, contact the Licensing Specialist assigned to
your county by calling 651-539-1900.

.

Application Fee (non-refundable)
Applications are processed in the order received. If the application
is postmarked or received 30 days or more before the event, the
application fee is $100; otherwise the fee is $150.

Due to the high volume of exempt applications, payment of
additional fees prior to 30 days before your event will not expedite
service, nor are telephone requests for expedited service accepted.

ORGANIZATION INFORMATION
Organization
Saint Rose of Lima Catholic School
Name:

Minnesota Tax ID
Number, if any: 8570281

Previous Gambling
Permit Number:
X-62002-21-035

Federal Employer ID
Number (FEIN), if any: 41-0790158

Mailing Address: 2048 Hamline Ave North
State: MN

City: Roseville

Zip: 55113

County: Ramset

Name of Chief Executive Officer (CEO): Fr. Marc Paveglio
CEO Daytime Phone: 6 51-357-1201

CEO Email: frpavegllo@sai ntroseofl ima.net
(permit will be emailed to this email address unless otherwise indicated below)

Email permit to (if other than the CEO): jjuaire@saintroseofllma.net

NONPROFIT STATUS
Type of Nonprofit Organization (check one):

D Fraternal

D Other Nonprofit Organization

D Veterans

[ZJ Religious

Attach a copy of .!2!1§ of the following showing proof of nonprofit status:
(DO NOT attach a sales tax exempt status or federal employer ID number, as they are not proof of nonprofit status.)

0

□
□

A current calendar year Certificate of Good Standing

Don't have a copy? Obtain this certificate from:
MN Secretary of State, Business Services Division
60 Empire Drive, Suite 100
St. Paul, MN 55103

Secretary of State website, phone numbers:
www.sos.state.mn.us
651-296-2803, or toll free 1-877-551-6767

IRS income tax exemption (501(c)) letter in your organization's name

Don't have a copy? To obtain a copy of your federal income tax exempt letter, have an organization officer contact the
IRS toll free at 1-877-829-5500.

IRS - Affiliate of national, statewide, or international parent nonprofit organization (charter)

If your organization falls under a parent organization, attach copies of both of the following:
1. IRS letter showing your parent organization is a nonprofit 501(c) organization with a group ruling; and
2. the charter or letter from your parent organization recognizing your organization as a subordinate.

GAMBLING PREMISES INFORMATION
Name of premises where the gambling event will be conducted
Saint Rose of Lima Catholic School
(for raffles, list the site where the drawing will take place):
Physical Address (do not use P.O. box): 2072 Hamline Ave. No.
Check one:

IZ] City:

Roseville

0Township:

Zip: 55113

County: Ramsey'

Zip:

County:

Date(s) of activity (for raffles, indicate the date of the drawing): April 9, 22

□

Check each type of gambling activity that your organization will conduct:
DBingo

D

Paddlewheels

Pull-Tabs

DTipboards

[ZJRaffle

Gambling equipment for bingo paper, bingo boards, raffle boards, paddlewheels, pull-tabs, and tipboards must be obtained
from a distributor licensed by the Minnesota Gambling Control Board. EXCEPTION: Bingo hard cards and bingo ball selection
devices may be borrowed from another organization authorized to conduct bingo. To find a licensed distributor, go to
www.mn.gov/gcb and click on Distributors under the List of Licensees tab, or call 651-539-1900.

Attachment B

Attachment B

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
10.c
Department Approval
Item Description:

City Manager Approval
Receive City Grant Applications Update

4

BACKGROUND
In May, 2009, Resolution #10711 authorizing the City Manager to execute certain grant
applications on behalf of the City and to report any applications to the City Council was adopted.
The City has applied for several grants in the past several months.

5

Grant dollars awarded (not including city contribution) in 2020 totaled: $ 2,063,532

6

Grant dollars awarded (not including city contribution) in 2021 totaled $2,637,236

1
2
3

7
8
9
10
11
12

POLICY OBJECTIVE
To notify the Council of grant applications that the City has applied for in recent months.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Receive the report.
REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Receive the report.
Prepared by:

Katie Bruno, Deputy City Clerk

Attachments:

A: List of grant applications and status report for 2020
B: List of grant applications and status report for 2021
C: Resolution 10711
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Attachment A

A
1
2

3

4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

B

C

Organization/Agency

Purpose

D

E

F

G

H

I

City Requirement

Amount Requested

Amount Awarded

Total Amount
of Project

2020

FEMA‐Staffing for Adequate Fire and Emergency
Response

Date of
Department
Application

To add six additional full‐tim

5/25/2020 Fire

Match first year 25%, Match
second year 25%, Match
third year 75%‐potential for
full match waive due to
COVID impacts

Recover fire department
supply cost for COVID‐19
preparations and
response

5/25/2020 Fire

None‐ reimbursement

9/1/2020
4/13/2020
4/15/2020
9/27/2019
1/15/2020
7/28/2020
12/8/2020
7/6/2020
11/6/2020
3/11/2020
11/4/2020
Quarterly

None
25% Match Min
50% Match, varying percentag
33.4% match
At least $2,000 on direct inter
None
None
None
None
None
None
None‐ reimbursement

FEMA‐ Assistance to firefighters grant‐COVID‐19
supplemental program
Minnesota Board of Firefighter Training &
Education
Training grant for Firefighte
Ramsey‐Washington Metro Watershed District
Brenner Filtration Basin
Metropolitan Council Environmental Services (MCES)I&I Reduction
Metropolitan Council/Legacy Amendment
Water Use Reduction Reba
EDAM Intern grant
Intern for Summer 2020
MN Dep of Public Safety
Pathways to Policing
MN Dep of Public Safety
NYFS/RPD Community Enga
MN Dep of Public Safety
Toward Zero Deaths Traffic
Roseville Police Foundation
K9 Replacement
Roseville Police Foundation
Surveillance Camera System
Metropolitan Emergency Services Board
Naloxone (emergency drug
Ramsey County
North Central High Intensit

Fire
PW
PW
PW
CD
PD
PD
PD
PD
PD
PD
PD

$1,900, 682

$11,126
$5,000
$100,000.00
$662,350.00
$10,000.00
$1,000
$20,000.00
$201,666.24
$11,317.71
$18,500.00
$7,720.00
$3,000.00
$1,829.54

Total amount awarded

$1,875,050

$10,115
$5,000
$100,000.00
Pending
$10,000.00
$1,000
$20,000.00
$0.00
$11,317.71
$18,500.00
$7,720.00
$3,000.00
$1,829.54

$2,063,532

$2,637,492
(three year total)

$11,126
$5,000
$190,000.00
$4,497,000.00
$13,340.00
$3,500
$20,000.00
$201,666.24
$11,317.71
$18,500.00
$7,720.00
$3,000.00
TBD

Attachment B
A
1
2

B

C

Organization/Agency

Purpose

D

E

F

G

H

I

City Requirement

Amount Requested

Amount Awarded

Total Amount
of Project

2021

Date of
Department
Application

3

FEMA‐Staffing for Adequate Fire and Emergency
Response

To add six additional full‐time firefighters

5/25/2020 Fire

Match requirement waived,
FEMA will pay in full for 3
years

4

FEMA‐ Assistance to firefighters grant‐COVID‐19
supplemental program

Recover fire department supply cost for COVID‐
19 preparations and response

5/25/2020 Fire

None‐ reimbursement

5

Minnesota Board of Firefighter Training & Education Training grant for Firefighters

11/1/2019 Fire

6
7

Training grant for Firefighters
EAB Removal and Replacement

9/1/2020 Fire
3/22/2021 PR

8

Minnesota Board of Firefighter Training & Education
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Ramsey County Emergency Management &
Homeland Security: Urban Area Security Initiative
(UASI)

9

Minnesota Department of Commerce

Auto Theft Prevention: Investigator

4/6/2021 PD

Training and equipment

10

Minnesota Department of Commerce

Auto Theft Prevention: General (specialized
equipment for investigations)

4/6/2021 PD

None

11
12
13
14
15
16

Ramsey County
Office of Justice Programs
MN Dep of Public Safety
Roseville Police Foundation
Roseville Police Foundation
Metropolitan Emergency Services Board

17
18
19
20

AmeriCorps‐ Heading Home Corps
MN Dep of Public Safety
MN Board of Fire Training and Education
Metropolitan Council

North Central High Intensity Drug Trafficking
Area (HIDTA) overtime reimbursement
Bulletproof Vest Replacement Program
Pathways to Policing
K9 Training Equipment (Bite Suit)
GPS Trackers for Investigations
Naloxone (emergency drug overdose treatment)
Housing Resource Navigator to support
community members experiencing
homelessness
Toward Zero Deaths Traffic Safety Initiative (202
Training grant for Firefighters
Water Efficiency Grant

21

MetCouncil ‐ TBRA

Environmental Cleanup ‐ Harbor of Twin Lakes

22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Minnesota DEED ‐ CCG

Environmental Cleanup ‐ Harbor of Twin Lakes

Mobile camera trailer to monitor Roseville’s
high value critical assets in times of crisis.

Ramsey County ‐ Community & Economic Developme CDBG Funds for Marion Street Trail
EDAM Intern grant
Economic Development Intern for Summer 2021
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
EAB ‐ Tree Planting

12/18/2020 PD

$1,900, 682

$1,875,050

$11,126

$10,115

None

$5,000

$2,500

$2,500

None
None

$5,000
$100,000

$5,000
$0

$5,000
$100,000

Monthly data service plan

$100,000.00

$39,400.00
$100,125.00 FY2022
($103,780.00 FY2023
pending)

$203,905.00

$73,217.04

$64,636.20

$64,636.20

$6,601.03
$6,348
$20,000
$1,600
$5,530
$4,875
AmeriCorps Housing
Navigator Personnel and
Training Costs
$27,130
5,000
$22,500.00

$6,601.03
$6,348
$20,000
$1,600
$5,530
$4,875
AmeriCorps Housing
Navigator Personnel and
Training Costs
$27,130
5,000
$10,000.00

$6,601.03
$12,696
$40,000
$1,600
$5,530
$4,875

TBD
$27,130
5,000
$13,340.00

25% Match

$213,741

$213,000

$704,553

5/1/2021 CD

25% Match

$189,904

$189,904

$704,553

3/15/2021 CD
2/15/2021 CD
7/28/2021 PR

None
At least $2,000 on direct intern
None

$99,547
$1,000
$50,000

$99,547
$1,000
$50,000

99,547
$3,500
$50,000

Quarterly
6/21/2021
10/15/2021
10/11/2021
10/11/2021
9/21/2021

PD
PD
PD
PD
PD
PD

None‐ reimbursement
50% Match
50% Match (CSO Salary Costs)
None
None
None

4/29/2021
Annual
Mar‐21
9/27/2019

PD
PD
Fire
PW

$10,000 site fee; office
equipment costs
none
None‐ reimbursement
25% of project's budget

5/1/2021 CD

$39,400.00

Total amount awarded
New Information

$2,637,236

$39,125.00

Attachment C

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
10.d
Department Approval
Item Description:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34

City Manager Approval
Authorize Preparation of Feasibility Report of County Road B Reconstruction
Project

BACKGROUND
Staff is requesting that the City Council order the preparation of a feasibility report for the
reconstruction of County Road B, between Eustis Street and Cleveland Avenue, as part of the 2024
Pavement Management Program. This project is a continuation of our ongoing Pavement
Management Program. The City's Pavement Management Program (PMP) began in 1986. Initially,
the emphasis was on reconstruction of temporary pavements in poor condition throughout the city.
After the majority of pavements with poor condition ratings were reconstructed, the focus shifted to
major maintenance projects including mill and overlay and crack sealing and seal coat treatments.
While the majority of city streets are constructed to City standards with concrete curb and gutter, this
is the last County turnback road which needs to be brought up to City standards. Staff is
recommending that the 2024 program include the reconstruction of County Road B, between Eustis
Street and Cleveland Avenue.
County Road B between Fulham Street and Cleveland Avenue was recently designated as a
Municipal State Aid Street. Therefore, the roadway will be constructed to meet State Aid standards
including a load capacity of 10 tons. The City will be working with the State Aid office of the
Minnesota Department of Transportation and the residents in order to construct as narrow a section
as possible to meet the needs of the roadway users and adjacent residents. Staff is looking into
options that would provide a variety of parking options from no parking, parking on one side or
utilization of parking bays. We will also be looking to minimize the use of curb and gutter and
storm sewer on this roadway in order to minimize environmental impacts and maintain the unique
character of the corridor.
The overall proposed project will also include the relocation of the existing pathway along the south
side of County Road B. The new pathway would be separated from the roadway by installation of a
turf boulevard to create additional safety for non-motorized users as well as creating additional snow
storage.
To develop this project, City Staff will work with residents, adjacent businesses, the watershed
district, Ramsey County and private utilities to develop a design for this new road and pathway. To
date, City staff has held two neighborhood meetings with residents to gather input from residents and
to discuss design options. Information on the project, including past meeting information and
project layouts are on the project website. www.cityofroseville.com/ctyrdb
The cost participation of the roadway itself will follow the City’s Special Assessment Policy.
Residents will be assessed up to 25% of the cost of a 32 foot wide, 7 ton roadway. City staff will be
working with an appraiser to determine the benefit of the project to adjacent residents which will
determine the maximum assessment that would be allowed.
Page 1 of 2
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Since a portion of the project is proposed to be assessed, we need to follow the Chapter 429 process.
This information will be incorporated into a feasibility report that will be presented to the Council,
likely in the fourth quarter of 2022. Public hearings regarding this project are proposed to be held in
the winter of 2022/2023.
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The overall proposed project schedule is as follows;

35
36
37

40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Kickoff meeting (#1) - June 2021 (completed)
Input meeting (#2) - September 2021 (completed)
Order Feasibility Report – January 2022
Present Layouts (#3) – Summer 2022
PWETC/Council, Accept Feasibility Report/Order Public Hearing – Fall 2022
Council, Hold Public Hearing/Approve Layout/Order Improvement/Plans and Specs –
Winter 2022
Present Final Plans (#4) – Fall 2023
PWETC/Council, Approve Final Plans – Fall 2023
Council, Award Project - February 2024
Construction - Summer 2024
Council, Final Assessment Hearing - Fall 2025

POLICY OBJECTIVE
It has been the City’s policy to manage and maintain the street infrastructure utilizing pavement
management policies which achieve the lowest overall cost to the City over time. This
reconstruction project is consistent with those goals.
FINANCIAL IMPACTS
It is proposed that the cost of the project be financed with Municipal State Aid funds, special
assessments, pavement management funds and storm water utility funds, where applicable. A cost
estimate will be determined once the scope of the reconstruction is determined.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the City Council approve a resolution authorizing the preparation of a
feasibility report for the County Road B Reconstruction project.
REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Approve resolution authorizing the preparation of a feasibility report for the County Road B
Reconstruction project.
Prepared by:
Attachments:
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Jesse Freihammer, Assistant Public Works Director/City Engineer
A: Resolution

Attachment A

EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING
OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City
of Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was duly held on the 31st day of January,
2022, at 6:00 p.m.
The following members were present:
absent: .
Councilmember

and the following members were

introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:
RESOLUTION No.

RESOLUTION ORDERING PREPARATION OF FEASIBILITY REPORT
FOR COUNTY ROAD B PROJECT
WHEREAS, County Road B between Eustis Street and Cleveland Avenue was
previously a Ramsey County facility and is not currently constructed to the standards of
the City of Roseville; and
WHEREAS, the pavement condition of County Road B between Eustis Street and
Cleveland Avenue is in need of reconstruction; and
WHEREAS, it is proposed to improve that portion of County Road B between Eustis
Street and Cleveland Avenue by one or more of the following installations: bituminous
paving, concrete curb and gutter, storm sewer, and necessary appurtenances, and to assess
the benefited property for all or a portion of the cost of the improvement pursuant to
Minnesota Statutes, Section 429.011 to 429.111.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville,
Minnesota as follows:
1.

The roadway section specified above is hereby approved for inclusion in the 2024
Pavement Management Program.

2.

The proposed improvements are referred to the City Engineer for study and he is
instructed to report to the Council with all convenient speed, advising the Council in
a preliminary way as to whether they should best be made as proposed or in
connection with some other improvements, and the estimated cost of the
improvements as recommended.

WHEAREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.

Order Feasibility Report County Road B

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville,
County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared
the attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council
held on the 31st day of January, 2022, with the original thereof on file in my office.
WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 31st day of January, 2022.

Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager
(SEAL)

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
10.e
Department Approval

Item Description:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

City Manager Approval

Approve Pipeline License Agreement with BNSF Railway Company for Sanitary
Sewer at Lexington Avenue and County Road C

DISCUSSION
The sanitary sewer located under the railroad near the Lexington Avenue and County Road C intersection
was installed in the 1950s. As this pipe is approximately 70 years old, it is due for maintenance, proposed in
the form of a trenchless pipe liner. BNSF Railway Company, the railroad owner, requires the City enter into
the attached Pipeline License prior to performing this maintenance work.
A copy of the license is attached, and would be valid for 25 years. This has been reviewed by the City
Attorney. BNSF has confirmed our insurance policy is acceptable for this permit.
FINANCIAL IMPACTS
The pipeline license requires a one-time fee of $8,882.00. This would be paid from the Sanitary Sewer
Fund.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the City Council approve the attached agreement.
REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Motion to approve the Pipeline License between the BNSF Railway Company and the City of Roseville for
the sanitary sewer pipeline near the intersection of Lexington Avenue and County Road C.
Prepared by:

Stephanie Smith, Assistant City Engineer

Attachment:

A: Pipeline License
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PIPELINE LICENSE
THIS PIPELINE LICENSE ("License") is made to be effective ____________, 20__ (the "Effective Date")
by and between BNSF RAILWAY COMPANY, a Delaware corporation ("Licensor") and CITY OF ROSEVILLE
("Licensee").
In consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein, the parties agree to the following:
GENERAL
1.

Grant of License. Licensor hereby grants Licensee a non-exclusive license, subject to all rights, interests,
and estates of third parties, including, without limitation, any leases, use rights, easements, liens, or other
encumbrances, and upon the terms and conditions set forth below, to construct and maintain, in strict
accordance with the drawings and specifications approved by Licensor as part of Licensee's application
process (the "Drawings and Specifications"), one (1) pipeline, 12 inches in diameter (the "Pipeline"),
across or along Licensor's rail corridor at or near the station of Roseville, County of Ramsey, State of
Minnesota, Line Segment 0218, Mile Post 5.31 as shown on the attached Drawing No. 83191, dated
November 10, 2021, attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein by reference (the
"Premises").

2.

Term. This License shall commence on the Effective Date and shall continue for a period of twenty-five
(25) years, subject to prior termination as hereinafter described.

3.

Existing Improvements. Licensee shall not disturb any improvements of Licensor or Licensor's existing
lessees, licensees, easement beneficiaries or lien holders, if any, or interfere with the use, repair,
maintenance or replacement of such improvements.

4.

Use of the Premises. Licensee shall use the Premises solely for construction, maintenance, and use of
the Pipeline in accordance with the Drawings and Specifications. The Pipeline shall carry sanitary sewer,
and Licensee shall not use the Pipeline to carry any other material or use the Premises for any other
purpose. Licensee is expressly prohibited from using or allowing any telecommunication facilities or
equipment within the Premises, or using or allowing the use of the Premises for any other purpose.

5.

Alterations. Except as set forth in this License, Licensee may not make any alterations to the Premises
or permanently affix anything to the Premises or any buildings or other structures adjacent to the Premises
without Licensor's prior written consent.

COMPENSATION
6.

License Fee. Licensee shall pay Licensor, prior to the Effective Date, a one-time payment (in lieu of
recurring periodic fixed license fees) in the amount the sum of eight thousand eight hundred eighty-two
and No/100 Dollars ($8,882.00) as compensation for the use of the Premises.

7.

Costs and Expenses.
7.1

For the purpose of this License, "cost" or "costs" and "expense" or "expenses" includes, but is not
limited to, actual labor and material costs including all assignable additives, and material and
supply costs at current value where used.

7.2

Licensee agrees to reimburse Licensor (pursuant to the terms of Section 8 below) for all costs
and expenses incurred by Licensor in connection with Licensee's use of the Premises or the
presence, construction and maintenance of the Pipeline, including but not limited to the furnishing
of Licensor's flaggers and any vehicle rental costs incurred, inspection coordination, safety,
mobilization and/or other observation services described in this License (collectively, the
"Services"). Licensee shall bear the cost of the Services, when deemed necessary by Licensor's
representative. Flagging costs shall include, but not be limited to, the following: pay for at least
an eight (8) hour basic day with time and one-half or double time for overtime, rest days and
holidays (as applicable); vacation allowance; paid holidays (as applicable); railway and
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Form 424; Rev. 20200605

DocuSign Envelope ID: 16AF1A24-673B-4B87-BB96-03ACCC69591C

Tracking #21W-10715
unemployment insurance; public liability and property damage insurance; health and welfare
benefits; transportation; meals; lodging and supervision. Negotiations for railway labor or
collective bargaining agreements and rate changes authorized by appropriate Federal authorities
may increase flagging rates. Flagging rates in effect at the time of performance by the flaggers
will be used to calculate the flagging costs pursuant to this Section 7.
7.3
8.

Licensor, at its sole discretion, may elect to designate a third party (the "Scheduling Agent"), to
perform and/or arrange for the performance of the Services.

Payment Terms. All invoices are due thirty (30) days after the date of invoice. If Licensee fails to pay
any monies due to Licensor within thirty (30) days after the invoice date, then Licensee shall pay interest
on such unpaid sum from the due date until paid at an annual rate equal to the lesser of (i) the prime rate
last published in The Wall Street Journal in the preceding December plus two and one-half percent (21/2%), or (ii) the maximum rate permitted by law.

LICENSOR'S RESERVED RIGHTS
9.

10.

Reserved Rights of Use. Licensor excepts and reserves the right, to be exercised by Licensor and any
other parties who may obtain written permission or authority from Licensor:
9.1

to maintain, use, operate, repair, replace, modify and relocate any utility, power or communication
pipe/lines/cables and appurtenances (other than the Pipeline) and other facilities or structures of
like character upon, over, under or across the Premises existing as of the Effective Date;

9.2

to construct, maintain, renew, use, operate, change, modify and relocate any tracks or additional
facilities, structures and related appurtenances upon, over, under or across the Premises; or

9.3

to use the Premises in any manner as Licensor in its sole discretion deems appropriate, provided
Licensor uses all commercially reasonable efforts to avoid material interference with the use of
the Premises by Licensee for the purpose specified in Section 4 above.

Right to Require Relocation. If at any time during the term of this License, Licensor desires the use of its
rail corridor in such a manner as would, in Licensor's reasonable opinion, be interfered with by the
Pipeline, Licensee shall, at its sole expense, within thirty (30) days after receiving written notice from
Licensor to such effect, make such changes in the Pipeline as in the sole discretion of Licensor may be
necessary to avoid interference with the proposed use of Licensor's rail corridor, including, without
limitation, the relocation of the Pipeline, or the construction of a new pipeline to replace the Pipeline.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, Licensee agrees to make all emergency changes and minor adjustments,
as determined by Licensor in its sole discretion, to the Pipeline promptly upon Licensor's request.

LICENSEE'S OPERATIONS
11.

Construction and Maintenance of the Pipeline.
11.1

Licensee shall not enter the Premises or commence construction unless accompanied by
Licensor's representative, the Scheduling Agent or its designee. Licensee shall notify Minnesota
Commercial Railway, at least ten (10) business days prior to installation of the Pipeline and prior
to entering the Premises for any subsequent maintenance thereon. In the event of emergency,
Licensee shall notify Licensor of Licensee's entry onto the Premises at the telephone number
above as soon as practicable and shall promptly thereafter follow up with written notice of such
entry.

11.2

Licensee's on-site supervisors shall retain/maintain a fully executed copy of this License at all
times while on the Premises.

11.3

While on the Premises, Licensee shall use only public roadways to cross from one side of
Licensor's tracks to the other.
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12.

11.4

Any contractors or subcontractors performing work on the Pipeline or entering the Premises on
behalf of Licensee shall be deemed servants and agents of Licensee for purposes of this License.

11.5

Under no conditions shall Licensee be permitted to conduct any tests, investigations or any other
activity using mechanized equipment and/or machinery, or place or store any mechanized
equipment, tools or other materials, within twenty-five (25) feet of the centerline of any railroad
track on the Premises unless Licensee has obtained prior written approval from Licensor.
Licensee shall, at its sole cost and expense, perform all activities on and about the Premises,
including without limitation all construction and maintenance of the Pipeline, in such a manner
and of such materials as not at any time to endanger or interfere with (i) the existence or use of
present or future tracks, roadbeds, or property of Licensor, (ii) the safe operation and activities of
Licensor or existing third parties, or (iii) the rights or interests of third parties. If ordered to cease
using the Premises at any time by Licensor's personnel due to any hazardous condition, Licensee
shall immediately do so. Notwithstanding the foregoing right of Licensor, the parties agree that
Licensor has no duty or obligation to monitor Licensee's use of the Premises to determine the
safe nature thereof, it being solely Licensee's responsibility to ensure that Licensee's use of the
Premises is safe. Neither the exercise nor the failure by Licensor to exercise any rights granted
in this Section will alter the liability allocation provided by this License.

11.6

Licensee shall, at its sole cost and expense, construct and maintain the Pipeline in such a manner
and of such material that the Pipeline will not at any time endanger or interfere with (i) the
existence or use of present or future tracks, roadbeds, or property of Licensor, (ii) the safe
operation and activities of Licensor or existing third parties, or (iii) the rights or interests of third
parties. The construction of the Pipeline shall be completed within one (1) year of the Effective
Date, and any subsequent maintenance shall be completed within one (1) year of initiation. Within
fifteen (15) days after completion of the construction of the Pipeline or the performance of any
subsequent maintenance thereon, Licensee shall, at Licensee's own cost and expense, restore
the Premises to substantially their state as of the Effective Date, unless otherwise approved in
advance by Licensor in writing. On or before expiration or termination of this License for any
reason, Licensee shall, at its sole cost and expense, surrender the Premises to Licensor pursuant
to the terms and conditions set forth in Section 24 hereof.

11.7

Licensor may direct one or more of its field engineers or inspectors to observe or inspect the
construction and/or maintenance of the Pipeline at any time for compliance with the Drawings
and Specifications and Legal Requirements (defined below). Licensee shall reimburse Licensor
for the cost of such observation or inspection related services pursuant to Section 8. If ordered
at any time to halt construction or maintenance of the Pipeline by Licensor's personnel due to
non-compliance with the Drawings and Specifications or any other hazardous condition, Licensee
shall immediately do so. Notwithstanding the foregoing right of Licensor, the parties agree that
Licensor has no duty or obligation to observe or inspect, or to halt work on, the Pipeline, it being
solely Licensee's responsibility to ensure that the Pipeline is constructed and maintained in strict
accordance with the Drawings and Specifications and in a safe and workmanlike manner in
compliance with all terms hereof. Neither the exercise of, nor the failure by Licensor to exercise,
any right granted by this Section will alter in any way the liability allocation provided by this
License. If at any time Licensee shall, in the sole judgment of Licensor, fail to properly perform
its obligations under this Section 11, Licensor may, at its option and at Licensee's sole expense,
arrange for the performance of such work as it deems necessary for the safety of its operations
and activities. Licensee shall promptly reimburse Licensor for all costs and expenses of such
work, pursuant to the terms of Section 8. Licensor's failure to perform any obligations of Licensee
shall not alter the liability allocation hereunder.

Boring and Excavation.
12.1

Prior to Licensee conducting any boring, excavation, or similar work on or about any portion of
the Premises, Licensee shall contact the applicable State's call-before-you-dig utility location
service to have 3rd parties mark the location of utilities. Licensee shall explore the proposed
location for such work with hand tools to a depth of at least three (3) feet below the surface of the
ground to determine whether pipelines or other structures exist below the surface, provided,
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however, that in lieu of the foregoing hand-tool exploration, Licensee shall have the right to use
suitable detection equipment or other generally accepted industry practice (e.g., consulting with
the United States Infrastructure Corporation) to determine the existence or location of pipelines
and other subsurface structures prior to drilling or excavating with mechanized equipment.
Licensee shall request information from Licensor concerning the existence and approximate
location of Licensor's underground lines, utilities, and pipelines at or near the vicinity of the
proposed Pipeline by contacting Licensor's Telecommunications Helpdesk, currently at 1-800533-2891 (option1, then option 7), at least ten (10) business days prior to installation of the
Pipeline. Upon receiving Licensee's timely request, Licensor will provide Licensee with the
information Licensor has in its possession regarding any existing underground lines, utilities, and
pipelines at or near the vicinity of the proposed Pipeline and, if applicable, identify the location of
such lines on the Premises pursuant to Licensor's standard procedures. Licensor does not
warrant the accuracy or completeness of information relating to subsurface conditions of the
Premises and Licensee's operations will be subject at all times to the liability provisions herein.
12.2

For all bores greater than 26-inch diameter and at a depth less than 10.0 feet below bottom of
rail, a soil investigation must be performed by Licensee and reviewed by Licensor prior to
construction. This study is to determine if granular material is present, and to prevent subsidence
during the installation process. If the investigation determines in Licensor's reasonable opinion
that granular material is present, Licensor may select a new location for Licensee's use, or may
require Licensee to furnish for Licensor's review and approval, in Licensor's sole discretion, a
remedial plan to deal with the granular material. Once Licensor has approved any such remedial
plan in writing, Licensee shall, at Licensee's sole cost and expense, carry out the approved plan
in accordance with all terms thereof and hereof.

12.3

No wells shall be installed without prior written approval from Licensor.

12.4

Any open hole, boring, or well constructed on the Premises by Licensee shall be safely covered
and secured at all times when Licensee is not working in the actual vicinity thereof. Following
completion of that portion of the work, all holes or borings constructed on the Premises by
Licensee shall be:
12.4.1 filled in to surrounding ground level with compacted bentonite grout; or
12.4.2 otherwise secured or retired in accordance with any applicable Legal Requirement. No
excavated materials may remain on Licensor's property for more than ten (10) days, but
must be properly disposed of by Licensee in accordance with applicable Legal
Requirements.

LIABILITY AND INSURANCE
13.

Liability and Indemnification.
13.1

For purposes of this License: (a) "Indemnitees" means Licensor and Licensor's affiliated
companies, partners, successors, assigns, legal representatives, officers, directors,
shareholders, employees, and agents; (b) "Liabilities" means all claims, liabilities, fines,
penalties, costs, damages, losses, liens, causes of action, suits, demands, judgments, and
expenses (including, without limitation, court costs, reasonable attorneys' fees, costs of
investigation, removal and remediation, and governmental oversight costs) environmental or
otherwise; and (c) "Licensee Parties" means Licensee and Licensee's officers, agents, invitees,
licensees, employees, or contractors, or any party directly or indirectly employed by any of them,
or any party they control or exercise control over.

13.2

TO THE FULLEST EXTENT PERMITTED BY LAW, LICENSEE SHALL, AND SHALL CAUSE
ITS CONTRACTOR TO, RELEASE, INDEMNIFY, DEFEND AND HOLD HARMLESS
INDEMNITEES FOR, FROM, AND AGAINST ANY AND ALL LIABILITIES OF ANY NATURE,
KIND, OR DESCRIPTION DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY ARISING OUT OF, RESULTING
FROM, OR RELATED TO (IN WHOLE OR IN PART):
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13.2.1 THIS LICENSE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, ITS ENVIRONMENTAL
PROVISIONS,
13.2.2 ANY RIGHTS OR INTERESTS GRANTED PURSUANT TO THIS LICENSE,
13.2.3 LICENSEE'S OCCUPATION AND USE OF THE PREMISES,
13.2.4 THE ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION AND STATUS OF THE PREMISES CAUSED BY
OR CONTRIBUTED TO BY LICENSEE, OR
13.2.5 ANY ACT OR OMISSION OF ANY LICENSEE PARTY.

14.

13.3

TO THE FULLEST EXTENT PERMITTED BY LAW, LICENSEE NOW AND FOREVER WAIVES
AND WILL INDEMNIFY, DEFEND, AND HOLD THE INDEMNITEES HARMLESS FROM ANY
AND ALL CLAIMS THAT BY VIRTUE OF ENTERING INTO THIS LICENSE, LICENSOR IS A
GENERATOR, OWNER, OPERATOR, ARRANGER, OR TRANSPORTER FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE, COMPENSATION,
AND LIABILITY ACT, AS AMENDED ("CERCLA") OR OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS
(DEFINED BELOW).
NOTHING IN THIS LICENSE IS MEANT BY EITHER PARTY TO
CONSTITUTE A WAIVER OF ANY INDEMNITEE'S COMMON CARRIER DEFENSES AND
THIS LICENSE SHOULD NOT BE SO CONSTRUED. IF ANY AGENCY OR COURT
CONSTRUES THIS LICENSE TO BE A WAIVER OF ANY INDEMNITEE'S COMMON CARRIER
DEFENSES, LICENSEE AGREES TO INDEMNIFY, HOLD HARMLESS, AND DEFEND
INDEMNITEES FOR ANY LIABILITIES RELATED TO THAT CONSTRUCTION OF THIS
LICENSE. IN NO EVENT AS BETWEEN LICENSOR AND LICENSEE AS TO USE OF THE
PREMISES AS CONTEMPLATED BY THIS LICENSE SHALL LICENSOR BE RESPONSIBLE
TO LICENSEE FOR THE ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION OF THE PREMISES.

13.4

IF ANY EMPLOYEE OF ANY LICENSEE PARTY ASSERTS THAT HE OR SHE IS AN
EMPLOYEE OF ANY INDEMNITEE, TO THE FULLEST EXTENT PERMITTED BY LAW,
LICENSEE SHALL, AND SHALL CAUSE ITS CONTRACTOR TO, RELEASE, INDEMNIFY,
DEFEND, AND HOLD THE INDEMNITEES HARMLESS FROM AND AGAINST ANY
LIABILITIES ARISING OUT OF OR RELATED TO (IN WHOLE OR IN PART) ANY SUCH
ASSERTION INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, ASSERTIONS OF EMPLOYMENT BY AN
INDEMNITEE RELATED TO THE FOLLOWING OR ANY PROCEEDINGS THEREUNDER:
THE FEDERAL EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT, THE SAFETY APPLIANCE ACT, THE
LOCOMOTIVE INSPECTION ACT, THE OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT, THE
RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT, AND ANY SIMILAR STATE OR
FEDERAL STATUTE.

13.5

THE FOREGOING OBLIGATIONS OF LICENSEE SHALL NOT APPLY TO THE EXTENT
LIABILITIES ARE PROXIMATELY CAUSED BY THE GROSS NEGLIGENCE OR WILLFUL
MISCONDUCT OF ANY INDEMNITEE, BUT SHALL APPLY TO ALL OTHER LIABILITIES,
INCLUDING THOSE ARISING FROM OR ATTRIBUTED TO ANY OTHER ALLEGED OR
ACTUAL NEGLIGENCE, INTENTIONAL ACTS, OR STRICT LIABILITY OF ANY INDEMNITEE.

13.6

Upon written notice from Licensor, Licensee agrees to assume the defense of any lawsuit or other
proceeding brought against any Indemnitee by any entity, relating to any matter covered by this
License for which Licensee has an obligation to assume liability for and/or save and hold harmless
any Indemnitee. Licensee shall pay all costs and expenses incident to such defense, including,
but not limited to, reasonable attorneys' fees, investigators' fees, litigation and appeal expenses,
settlement payments, and amounts paid in satisfaction of judgments.

Personal Property Risk of Loss. ALL PERSONAL PROPERTY, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO,
FIXTURES, EQUIPMENT, OR RELATED MATERIALS UPON THE PREMISES WILL BE AT THE RISK
OF LICENSEE ONLY, AND NO INDEMNITEE WILL BE LIABLE FOR ANY DAMAGE THERETO OR
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THEFT THEREOF, WHETHER OR NOT DUE IN WHOLE OR IN PART TO THE NEGLIGENCE OF ANY
INDEMNITEE.
15.

Insurance. Licensee shall, at its sole cost and expense, procure and maintain during the term of this
License the following insurance coverage:
15.1

Commercial General Liability “CGL” Insurance.
a. The policy will provide a minimum of $5,000,000 per occurrence and an aggregate limit of at
least $10,000,000 but in no event will the coverage be in an amount less than the amount
otherwise carried by Licensee. Coverage must be purchased on a post 2004 ISO occurrence
form or equivalent and include coverage for, but not limited to, the following:
 Bodily Injury and Property Damage
 Personal Injury and Advertising Injury
 Fire legal liability
 Products and completed operations
 Contractual Liability for an “Insured Contract” consistent with the definition under the
standard ISO general liability policy form.
b. This policy will include the following endorsements or language, which shall be indicated on
or attached to the certificate of insurance:
 The definition of “Insured Contract” will be amended to remove any exclusion or other
limitation for any work being done within 50 feet of Licensor’s property;
 Waiver of subrogation in favor of and acceptable to Licensor;
 Additional insured endorsement in favor of and acceptable to Licensor and Jones Lang
LaSalle Brokerage, Inc. to include coverage for ongoing and completed operations;
 Separation of insureds;
 The policy shall be primary and non-contributing with respect to any insurance carried by
Licensor.
c.

The parties agree that the workers’ compensation and employers’ liability related exclusions
in the CGL policy(s) are intended to apply to employees of the policyholder and will not apply
to Licensor’s employees.

d. No other endorsements that limit coverage with respect to Licensee’s obligations under this
agreement may be included on the policy.
15.2

Business Automobile Insurance.
a. The insurance will provide minimum coverage with a combined single limit of at least
$1,000,000 per accident, and include coverage for, but not limited to the following:
 Bodily injury and property damage.
 Any and all vehicles owned, used or hired.
b. The policy will include the following endorsements or language, which will be indicated on or
attached to the certificate of insurance:
 Waiver of subrogation in favor of and acceptable to Licensor;
 Additional insured endorsement in favor of and acceptable to Licensor;
 Separation of insureds;
 The policy shall be primary and non-contributing with respect to any insurance carried by
Licensor.

15.3

Workers' Compensation and Employers' Liability Insurance.
a. The policy will provide coverage of all employees performing any part of the installation or
maintenance of the Pipeline including coverage for, but not limited to:
 Licensee's statutory liability under the workers' compensation laws of the state(s) in which
the work or services under this agreement are to be performed. The policy will cover all
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of Licensee’s employees, regardless of whether such coverage is optional under the law
of that state(s).
Employers' Liability (Part B) with limits of at least $500,000 each accident, $500,000 by
disease policy limit, $500,000 by disease each employee.

b. The policy will include contain the following endorsements or language, which shall be
indicated on or attached to the certificate of insurance:
 Waiver of subrogation in favor of and acceptable to Licensor.
15.4

Railroad Protective Liability Insurance. The policy will name only Licensor as the Insured and will
provide coverage of at least $5,000,000 per occurrence and $10,000,000 in the aggregate. The
coverage obtained under this policy shall only be effective during the initial installation and/or
construction of the Pipeline.
THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE PIPELINE SHALL BE
COMPLETED WITHIN ONE (1) YEAR OF THE EFFECTIVE DATE. If further maintenance of
the Pipeline is needed at a later date, an additional Railroad Protective Liability Insurance Policy
shall be required. The policy will be issued on a standard ISO form CG 00 35 12 04 and include
the following:
 Endorsed to include the Pollution Exclusion Amendment.
 Endorsed to include the Limited Seepage and Pollution Endorsement.
 Endorsed to remove any exclusion for punitive damages.
 Endorsed to include Evacuation Expense Coverage Endorsement.
 No other endorsements restricting coverage may be added.
 The original policy must be provided to Licensor and Licensee shall not perform any work or
services of any kind under this agreement until Licensor has reviewed and approved the
policy.
 The definition of "Physical Damage to Property" will be endorsed to read: "means direct and
accidental loss of or damage to all property owned by any named insured and all property in
any named insured's care, custody and control (including, but not limited to rolling stock and
their contents, mechanical construction equipment or motive power equipment, railroad
tracks, roadbeds, catenaries, signals, tunnels, bridges and buildings) arising out of the acts
or omissions of the contractor named on the Declarations."

15.5

Intentionally deleted.

15.6

Other Requirements:
15.6.1 Where allowable by law, no exclusion for punitive damages may be included in any policy.
15.6.2 Licensee agrees to waive its right of recovery against Licensor for all claims and suits
against Licensor. In addition, Licensee's insurers, through the terms of the policy or policy
endorsement, waive their right of subrogation against Licensor for all claims and suits.
Licensee further waives its right of recovery, and its insurers also waive their right of
subrogation against Licensor for loss of Licensee's owned or leased property or property
under Licensee's care, custody, or control.
15.6.3 Allocated Loss Expense, including but not limited to defense costs and expenses, will be
in addition to all policy limits for coverage under the insurance requirements.
15.6.4 Licensee is not allowed to self-insure without the prior written consent of Licensor. If
Licensor allows Licensee to self-insure, Licensee shall directly cover any self-insured
retention or other financial responsibility for claims in lieu of insurance. Any and all
Licensor liabilities that would otherwise be covered by Licensee's insurance in
accordance with the provisions of this agreement, will be covered as if Licensee elected
not to include a self-insured retention or other financial responsibility for claims.
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15.6.5 Prior to entering the Premises or commencing any work related to the installation or
subsequent maintenance of the Pipeline, Licensee shall furnish to Licensor an acceptable
certificate(s) of insurance from an authorized representative evidencing the required
coverage(s), endorsements, and amendments.
15.6.6 Licensee shall notify BNSF in writing at least 30 days prior to any cancellation, nonrenewal, substitution or material alteration of any insurance requirement.
15.6.7 Any insurance policy shall be written by a reputable insurance company acceptable to
Licensor or with a current Best's Guide Rating of A- and Class VII or better, and
authorized to do business in the state(s) in which the service is to be provided.
15.6.8 If the coverage provided by any of the insurance policies required by this agreement is
purchased on a "claims made" basis, Licensee hereby agrees to maintain coverage in
force for a minimum of three years after expiration, cancellation or termination of this
agreement.
15.6.9 Licensee agrees to provide evidence to Licensor that it has the required coverage in
place at least annually or in the event of a renewal or material change of coverage
15.6.10 Licensee represents that this License has been thoroughly reviewed by Licensee's
insurance agent(s)/broker(s), and that Licensee has instructed them to procure the
insurance coverage required by this License.
15.6.11 Not more frequently than once every five years, Licensor may, at its discretion,
reasonably modify the insurance requirements to reflect the then-current risk
management practices in the railroad industry and underwriting practices in the insurance
industry.
15.6.12 If Licensee will subcontract any portion of the operation, Licensee shall require that the
subcontractor provide and maintain insurance coverage(s) as set forth herein, naming
Licensor as an additional insured. In addition, Licensee shall require that the
subcontractor shall release, defend and indemnify Licensee to the same extent and under
the same terms and conditions as Licensee is required to release, defend and indemnify
Licensor under this agreement.
15.6.13 Failure to provide evidence as required by this section shall entitle, but not require,
Licensor to terminate this License immediately. Acceptance of a certificate that does not
comply with this section shall not operate as a waiver of Licensee's obligations hereunder.
15.6.14 The fact that Licensee obtains insurance (including, without limitation, self-insurance)
shall not release or diminish Licensee’s liabilities or obligations including, without
limitation, the liabilities and obligations under the indemnity provisions of the License.
Damages recoverable by Licensor shall not be limited by the amount of the required
insurance coverage.
15.6.15 In the event of a claim or lawsuit involving BNSF arising out of this Agreement,
Licensee will make the policy covering such claims or lawsuits available to BNSF.
15.6.16 If Licensee maintains broader coverage and/or higher limits than the minimum
requirements in this Agreement, BNSF requires and shall be entitled to the broader
coverage and/or the higher limits. Any available insurance proceeds in excess of the
specified minimum limits of insurance and coverage shall be available to BNSF.
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15.6.17 These insurance provisions are intended to be a separate and distinct obligation on the
part of the Licensee. Therefore, these provisions shall be enforceable and Licensee shall
be bound thereby regardless of whether or not indemnity provisions are determined to be
enforceable in the jurisdiction in which the work or services are performed under this
License.
15.6.18 For purposes of this Section 15, Licensor shall mean "Burlington Northern Santa Fe,
LLC", "BNSF Railway Company" and the subsidiaries, successors, assigns and affiliates
of each.
COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS, REGULATIONS, AND ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS
16.

17.

Compliance with Laws, Rules, and Regulations.
16.1

Licensee shall observe and comply with any and all applicable federal, state, local, and tribal
laws, statutes, regulations, ordinances, orders, covenants, restrictions, or decisions of any court
of competent jurisdiction ("Legal Requirements") relating to the construction, maintenance, and
use of the Pipeline and the use of the Premises.

16.2

Prior to entering the Premises, Licensee shall and shall cause its contractor(s) to comply with all
of Licensor's applicable safety rules and regulations. Licensee must ensure that each of its
employees, contractors, agents or invitees entering upon the Premises completes the safety
orientation program at the Website "www.BNSFcontractor.com" (the "Safety Orientation") within
one year prior to entering upon the Premises. Additionally, Licensee must ensure that each and
every employee of Licensee, its contractors, agents and invitees possess a card certifying
completion of the Safety Orientation prior to entering upon the Premises. Licensee must renew
(and ensure that its contractors, agents or invitees, as applicable, renew) the Safety Orientation
annually.

16.3

Licensee shall obtain on or before the date it or its contractor enters the Premises, any and all
additional rights-of way, easements, licenses and other agreements relating to the grant of rights
and interests in and/or access to the Premises (collectively, the "Rights") and such other rights,
licenses, permits, authorizations, and approvals (including without limitation, any necessary local,
state, federal or tribal authorizations and environmental permits) that are necessary in order to
permit Licensee to construct, maintain, own and operate the Pipeline and otherwise to perform
its obligations hereunder in accordance with the terms and conditions hereof.

16.4

Licensee shall either require that the initial stated term of each such Rights be for a period that
does not expire, in accordance with its ordinary terms, prior to the last day of the term of this
License or, if the initial stated term of any such Right expires in accordance with its ordinary terms
on a date earlier than the last day of the term of this License, Licensee shall, at its cost, exercise
any renewal rights thereunder, or otherwise acquire such extensions, additions and/or
replacements as may be necessary, in order to cause the stated term thereof to be continued
until a date that is not earlier than the last day of the term of this License.

16.5

Upon the expiration or termination of any Right that is necessary in order for Licensee to own,
operate or use the Pipeline in accordance with the terms and conditions of this License, this
License thereby shall automatically expire upon such expiration or termination of the Right.

Environmental.
17.1

Licensee shall strictly comply with Environmental Laws (as defined below). Licensee shall not
maintain a treatment, storage, transfer or disposal facility, or underground storage tank, as
defined by Environmental Laws on the Premises. Licensee shall not release or suffer the release
of oil or Hazardous Materials (as defined below) on or about the Premises.
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17.2

Except as specifically set forth in Section 4 of this License, Licensee covenants that it will not
handle or transport Hazardous Materials through the Pipeline or on Licensor's property. Upon
request by Licensor, Licensee agrees to furnish Licensor with proof, satisfactory to Licensor, that
Licensee is in compliance with the provisions of this Section 17.2.

17.3

Licensee shall give Licensor immediate notice to Licensor's Resource Operations Center at (800)
832-5452 of any known (i) release of Hazardous Materials on, from, or affecting the Premises, (ii)
violation of Environmental Laws, or (iii) inspection or inquiry by governmental authorities charged
with enforcing Environmental Laws with respect to Licensee's use of the Premises. Licensee
shall use its best efforts to immediately respond to any release on, from, or affecting the Premises.
Licensee also shall give Licensor prompt notice of all measures undertaken on behalf of Licensee
to investigate, remediate, respond to or otherwise cure such release or violation.

17.4

If Licensor has notice from Licensee or otherwise of a release or violation of Environmental Laws
arising in any way with respect to the Pipeline which occurred or may occur during the term of
this License, Licensor may require Licensee, at Licensee's sole risk and expense, to take timely
measures to investigate, remediate, respond to or otherwise cure such release or violation
affecting the Premises or Licensor's right-of-way.

17.5

Licensee shall immediately report to Licensor’s Resource Operations Center at (800) 832-5452
any conditions or activities upon the Premises known to Licensee which create a risk of harm to
persons, property or the environment and shall take all reasonable actions necessary to prevent
injury to persons, property, or the environment arising out of such conditions or activities;
provided, however, that Licensee's reporting to Licensor shall not relieve Licensee of any
obligation whatsoever imposed on it by this License. Licensee shall promptly respond to
Licensor's request for information regarding said conditions or activities.

17.6

During the term of this License, Licensor may, at Licensor's option, require Licensee to conduct
an environmental audit, including but not limited to sampling, of the Premises through an
environmental consulting engineer acceptable to Licensor, at Licensee's sole cost and expense,
to determine if any noncompliance or environmental damage to the Premises has occurred during
occupancy thereof by Licensee. The audit shall be conducted to Licensor's satisfaction and a
copy of the audit report shall promptly be provided to Licensor for its review. Licensee shall pay
all expenses for any remedial or corrective action that may be required as a result of said audit to
correct any noncompliance or environmental damage, and Licensee shall diligently pursue and
complete all necessary work prior to termination of this License. Licensee's obligations under this
Section 17.6 shall survive termination of this License.

17.7

Notwithstanding anything in this Section 17, the parties agree that Licensor has no duty or
obligation to monitor Licensee's use of the Premises to determine Licensee’s compliance with
Environmental Laws, it being solely Licensee's responsibility to ensure that Licensee's use of the
Premises is compliant. Neither the exercise nor the failure by Licensor to exercise any rights
granted in this Section will alter the liability allocation provided by this License.

17.8

"Environmental Law(s)" shall mean any federal, state, local, or tribal law, statute, ordinance,
code, rule, regulation, policy, common law, license, authorization, decision, order, or injunction
which pertains to health, safety, any Hazardous Material, or the environment (including but not
limited to ground, air, water, or noise pollution or contamination, and underground or aboveground tanks) and shall include, without limitation, CERCLA 42 U.S.C. §9601 et seq.; the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 42 U.S.C. §6901 et seq.; the Hazardous Materials
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. §5101 et seq.; the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, 33 U.S.C.
§1251 et seq.; the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. §7401 et seq.; the Toxic Substances Control Act, 15
U.S.C. §2601 et seq.; the Safe Drinking Water Act, 42 U.S.C. §300f et seq.; the Emergency
Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act, 42 U.S.C. 11001 et seq.; the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, 7 U.S.C. 136 to 136y; the Oil Pollution Act, 33 U.S.C. 2701 et
seq.; and the Occupational Safety and Health Act, 29 U.S.C. 651 et seq.; all as have been
amended from time to time, and any other federal, state, local, or tribal environmental
requirements, together with all rules, regulations, orders, and decrees now or hereafter
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promulgated under any of the foregoing, as any of the foregoing now exist or may be changed or
amended or come into effect in the future.
17.9

"Hazardous Material(s)" shall include but shall not be limited to any substance, material, or waste
that is regulated by any Environmental Law or otherwise regulated by any federal, state, local, or
tribal governmental authority because of toxic, flammable, explosive, corrosive, reactive,
radioactive or other properties that may be hazardous to human health or the environment,
including without limitation asbestos and asbestos-containing materials, radon, petroleum and
petroleum products, urea formaldehyde foam insulation, methane, lead-based paint,
polychlorinated biphenyl compounds, hydrocarbons or like substances and their additives or
constituents, pesticides, agricultural chemicals, and any other special, toxic, or hazardous (i)
substances, (ii) materials, or (iii) wastes of any kind, including without limitation those now or
hereafter defined, determined, or identified as "hazardous chemicals", "hazardous substances,"
"hazardous materials," "toxic substances," or "hazardous wastes" in any Environmental Law.

DISCLAIMER OF WARRANTIES
18.

No Warranties.
18.1

LICENSOR'S DUTIES AND WARRANTIES ARE LIMITED TO THOSE EXPRESSLY STATED
IN THIS LICENSE AND SHALL NOT INCLUDE ANY IMPLIED DUTIES OR IMPLIED
WARRANTIES, NOW OR IN THE FUTURE. NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES
HAVE BEEN MADE BY LICENSOR OTHER THAN THOSE CONTAINED IN THIS LICENSE.
LICENSEE HEREBY WAIVES ANY AND ALL WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, WITH
RESPECT TO THE PREMISES OR WHICH MAY EXIST BY OPERATION OF LAW OR IN
EQUITY, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, ANY WARRANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY,
HABITABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE.

18.2

LICENSOR MAKES NO WARRANTY, REPRESENTATION OR CONDITION OF ANY KIND,
EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, CONCERNING (A) THE SCOPE OF THE LICENSE OR OTHER
RIGHTS GRANTED HEREUNDER TO LICENSEE OR (B) WHETHER OR NOT LICENSEE'S
CONSTRUCTION, MAINTENANCE, OWNERSHIP, USE OR OPERATION OF THE PIPELINE
WILL VIOLATE OR INFRINGE UPON THE RIGHTS, INTERESTS AND ESTATES OF THIRD
PARTIES, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, ANY LEASES, USE RIGHTS, EASEMENTS
AND LIENS OF ANY THIRD PARTY.

19.

Disclaimer of Warranty for Quiet Enjoyment. LICENSOR DOES NOT WARRANT ITS TITLE TO THE
PREMISES NOR UNDERTAKE TO DEFEND LICENSEE IN THE PEACEABLE POSSESSION OR USE
THEREOF. NO COVENANT OF QUIET ENJOYMENT IS MADE.

20.

Eviction at Risk of Licensee. In case of the eviction of Licensee by anyone owning, claiming title to, or
claiming any interest in the Premises, or by the abandonment by Licensor of the affected rail corridor,
Licensor shall not be liable (i) to refund Licensee any compensation paid hereunder, except for the prorata part of any recurring charge paid in advance, or (ii) for any damages or costs Licensee sustains in
connection with the eviction.

LIENS AND TAXES
21.

Liens and Charges. Licensee shall promptly pay and discharge any and all liens arising out of any
construction, alterations or repairs done, suffered or permitted to be done by Licensee on the Premises.
Licensor is hereby authorized to post any notices or take any other action upon or with respect to the
Premises that is or may be permitted by law to prevent the attachment of any such liens to the Premises;
provided, however, that failure of Licensor to take any such action shall not relieve Licensee of any
obligation or liability under this Section 21 or any other Section of this License.
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22.

Taxes. Licensee shall pay when due any taxes, assessments or other charges (collectively, "Taxes")
levied or assessed by any governmental or quasi-governmental body upon the Pipeline or any other
improvements constructed or installed on the Premises by or for Licensee (collectively, the
"Improvements") or any Taxes levied or assessed against Licensor or the Premises that are attributable
to the Improvements.

DEFAULT, TERMINATION, AND SURRENDER
23.

24.

Default and Termination. In addition to and not in limitation of Licensor's right to terminate for failure to
provide evidence of insurance as required pursuant to the terms of Section 15, the following events are
also deemed to be events of default pursuant to which Licensor has the right to terminate as set forth
below:
23.1

If default shall be made in any of Licensee's covenants, agreements, or obligations contained in
this License and Licensee fails to cure said default within thirty (30) days after written notice is
provided to Licensee by Licensor, or in case of any assignment or transfer of this License in
violation of Section 26 below, Licensor may, at its option, terminate this License by serving five
(5) days' notice in writing upon Licensee. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Licensor shall have the
right to terminate this License immediately if Licensee fails to provide evidence of insurance as
required in Section 15.

23.2

Should Licensee not comply fully with the obligations of Section 17 regarding the handling or
transporting of Hazardous Materials, notwithstanding anything contained in any other provision
of this License, Licensor may, at its option, terminate this License by serving five (5) days' notice
in writing upon Licensee.

23.3

Any waiver by Licensor of any default or defaults shall not constitute a waiver of the right to
terminate this License for any subsequent default or defaults, nor shall any such waiver in any
way affect Licensor's ability to enforce any Section of this License. The remedies set forth in this
Section 23 shall be in addition to, and not in limitation of, any other remedies that Licensor may
have at law or in equity.

23.4

In addition to and not in limitation of Licensor's rights to terminate this License for failure to provide
evidence of insurance or occurrence of defaults as described above, this License may be
terminated by either party, at any time, by serving thirty (30) days' written notice of termination
upon the other party. Such termination shall not release either party hereto from any liability or
obligation under the License, whether of indemnity or otherwise, resulting from any acts,
omissions or events happening prior to the date of termination or thereafter in case by the terms
of the License it is provided that anything shall or may be done after termination hereof.

Surrender of the Premises.
24.1

On or before expiration or termination of this License for any reason, Licensee shall, at its sole
cost and expense:
24.1.1 if so directed by Licensor in writing, remove the Improvements, the Pipeline and all
appurtenances thereto, or, at the sole discretion of Licensor, fill and cap or otherwise
appropriately decommission the Pipeline with a method satisfactory to Licensor;
24.1.2 report and restore any damage to the Premises or Licensor's other property arising from,
growing out of, or connected with Licensee's use of the Premises;
24.1.3 remedy any unsafe conditions on the Premises created or aggravated by Licensee; and
24.1.4 leave the Premises in substantially the condition which existed as of the Effective Date,
or as otherwise agreed to by Licensor.
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24.2

Upon any expiration or termination of this License, if Licensee fails to surrender the Premises to
Licensor or if Licensee fails to complete its obligations under Section 24.1 above (the
"Restoration Obligations"), Licensee shall have a limited license to enter upon the Premises
solely to the extent necessary for Licensee to complete the Restoration Obligations, and all
liabilities and obligations of Licensee hereunder shall continue in effect until the Premises are
surrendered and the Restoration Obligations are completed. Neither termination nor expiration
shall release Licensee from any liability or obligation under this License, whether of indemnity or
otherwise, resulting from any acts, omissions or events happening prior to the date of termination,
or, if later, the date when Licensee surrenders the Premises and all of the Restoration Obligations
are completed.

24.3

If Licensee fails to complete the Restoration Obligations within thirty (30) days after the date of
such termination of its tenancy, then Licensor may, at its election, either: (i) remove the Pipeline
and the other Improvements or otherwise restore the Premises, and in such event Licensee shall,
within thirty (30) days after receipt of bill therefor, reimburse Licensor for cost incurred, (ii) upon
written notice to Licensee, take and hold the Pipeline and the other Improvements and personal
property as its sole property, without payment or obligation to Licensee therefor, or (iii) specifically
enforce Licensee's obligation to restore and/or pursue any remedy at law or in equity against
Licensee for failure to so restore. Further, if Licensor has consented to the Pipeline and the other
Improvements remaining on the Premises following termination, Licensee shall, upon request by
Licensor, provide a bill of sale in a form acceptable to Licensor conveying the Pipeline and the
other Improvements to Licensor for no additional consideration.
MISCELLANEOUS
25.

Successors and Assigns. All provisions contained in this License shall be binding upon, inure to the
benefit of, and be enforceable by the respective successors and assigns of Licensor and Licensee to the
same extent as if each such successor and assign was named a party to this License.

26.

Assignment.
26.1

Licensee may not sell, assign, transfer, or hypothecate this License or any right, obligation, or
interest herein (either voluntarily or by operation of law, merger, or otherwise) without the prior
written consent of Licensor, which consent may not be unreasonably withheld or delayed by
Licensor. Any attempted assignment by Licensee in violation of this Section 26 shall be a breach
of this License and, in addition, shall be voidable by Licensor in its sole and absolute discretion.

26.2

For purposes of this Section 26, the word "assign" shall include without limitation (a) any sale of
the equity interests of Licensee following which the equity interest holders of Licensee
immediately prior to such sale own, directly or indirectly, less than 50% of the combined voting
power of the outstanding voting equity interests of Licensee, (b) any sale of all or substantially all
of the assets of (i) Licensee and (ii) to the extent such entities exist, Licensee's parent and
subsidiaries, taken as a whole, or (c) any reorganization, recapitalization, merger or consolidation
involving Licensee. Notwithstanding the foregoing, any reorganization, recapitalization, merger
or consolidation following which the equity interest holders of Licensee immediately prior to such
reorganization, recapitalization, merger or consolidation own, directly or indirectly, at least 50%
of the combined voting power of the outstanding voting equity interests of Licensee or any
successor thereto or the entity resulting from such reorganization, recapitalization, merger or
consolidation shall not be deemed an assignment. THIS LICENSE SHALL NOT RUN WITH THE
LAND WITHOUT THE EXPRESS WRITTEN CONSENT OF LICENSOR, SUCH CONSENT TO
BE IN LICENSOR'S SOLE DISCRETION.

26.3

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 26.1 above or anything contained in this License to the
contrary, if Licensee sells, assigns, transfers, or hypothecates this License or any interest herein
in contravention of the provisions of this License (a "Purported Assignment") to another party
(a "Purported Transferee"), the Purported Transferee's enjoyment of the rights and privileges
granted under this License shall be deemed to be the Purported Transferee's agreement to be
bound by all of the terms and provisions of this License, including but not limited to the obligation
to comply with the provisions of Section 15 above concerning insurance requirements. In
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addition to and not in limitation of the foregoing, Licensee, for itself, its successors and assigns,
shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless Licensor for all Liabilities of any nature, kind or
description of any person or entity directly or indirectly arising out of, resulting from or related to
(in whole or in part) a Purported Assignment. The provisions of this Section 26.3 shall survive
the expiration or earlier termination of this License.
26.4

27.

Licensor shall have the right to transfer and assign, in whole or in part, all of its rights and
obligations under this License, and upon any such transfer or assignment, Licensor shall be
released from any further obligations hereunder, and Licensee agrees to look solely to the
successor in interest of Licensor for the performance of such obligations.

Notices. Any notice, invoice, or other writing required or permitted to be given hereunder by one party to
the other shall be in writing and the same shall be given and shall be deemed to have been served and
given if (i) placed in the United States mail, certified, return receipt requested, or (ii) deposited into the
custody of a nationally recognized overnight delivery service, addressed to the party to be notified at the
address for such party specified below, or to such other address as the party to be notified may designate
by giving the other party no less than thirty (30) days' advance written notice of such change in address.
If to Licensor:

Jones Lang LaSalle Brokerage, Inc.
4200 Buckingham Road, Suite 110
Fort Worth, TX 76155
Attn: Permits/Licenses

with a copy to:

BNSF Railway Company
2650 Lou Menk Dr.
Fort Worth, TX 76131
Attn: Senior Manager Real Estate

If to Licensee:

City of Roseville
2660 Civic Center Drive
Roseville, MN 55113

28.

Survival. Neither termination nor expiration will release either party from any liability or obligation under
this License, whether of indemnity or otherwise, resulting from any acts, omissions or events happening
prior to the date of termination or expiration, or, if later, the date when the Pipeline and the other
Improvements are removed and the Restoration Obligations are completed in accordance with the terms
hereof.

29.

Recordation. It is understood and agreed that this License shall not be placed or allowed to be placed on
public record.

30.

Applicable Law. All questions concerning the interpretation or application of provisions of this License
shall be decided according to the substantive laws of the State of Texas without regard to conflicts of law
provisions.

31.

Severability. To the maximum extent possible, each provision of this License shall be interpreted in such
manner as to be effective and valid under applicable law, but if any provision of this License shall be
prohibited by, or held to be invalid under, applicable law, such provision shall be ineffective solely to the
extent of such prohibition or invalidity, and this shall not invalidate the remainder of such provision or any
other provision of this License.

32.

Integration. This License is the full and complete agreement between Licensor and Licensee with respect
to all matters relating to Licensee's use of the Premises, and supersedes any and all other agreements
between the parties hereto relating to Licensee's use of the Premises as described herein. However,
nothing herein is intended to terminate any surviving obligation of Licensee or Licensee's obligation to
defend and hold Licensor harmless in any prior written agreement between the parties.
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33.

Joint and Several Liability. If Licensee consists of two or more parties, all the covenants and agreements
of Licensee herein contained shall be the joint and several covenants and agreements of such parties.

34.

Waiver. The waiver by Licensor of the breach of any provision herein by Licensee shall in no way impair
the right of Licensor to enforce that provision for any subsequent breach thereof.

35.

Interpretation.
35.1

This License shall be interpreted in a neutral manner, and not more strongly for or against any
party based upon the source of the draftsmanship; both parties hereby agree that this License
shall not be subject to the principle that a contract would be construed against the party which
drafted the same. Article titles, headings to sections and paragraphs and the table of contents (if
any) are inserted for convenience of reference only and are not intended to be a part or to affect
the meaning or interpretation hereof. The exhibit or exhibits referred to herein shall be construed
with and as an integral part of this License to the same extent as if they were set forth verbatim
herein.

35.2

As used herein, "include", "includes" and "including" are deemed to be followed by "without
limitation" whether or not they are in fact followed by such words or words of like import; "writing",
"written" and comparable terms refer to printing, typing, lithography and other means of
reproducing words in a visible form; references to any person are also to that person's successors
and permitted assigns; "hereof", "herein", "hereunder" and comparable terms refer to the entirety
hereof and not to any particular article, section, or other subdivision hereof or attachment hereto;
references to any gender include references to the masculine or feminine as the context requires;
references to the plural include the singular and vice versa; and references to this License or
other documents are as amended, modified or supplemented from time to time.

36.

Counterparts. This License may be executed in multiple counterparts, each of which shall, for all
purposes, be deemed an original but which together shall constitute one and the same instrument, and
the signature pages from any counterpart may be appended to any other counterpart to assemble fully
executed documents, and counterparts of this License may also be exchanged electronically and any
electronic version of any party's signature shall be deemed to be an original signature for all purposes.

37.

Licensor's Representative. Jones Lang LaSalle Brokerage, Inc. is acting as representative for BNSF
Railway Company.

END OF PAGE – SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS
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This License has been duly executed by the parties hereto as of the Effective Date.
LICENSOR:
BNSF Railway Company, a Delaware corporation
By:

Jones Lang LaSalle Brokerage, Inc.
4200 Buckingham Road, Suite 110
Fort Worth, TX 76155

By:
By: Shane Krueger
Title: Vice President, Permits and Special Projects

LICENSEE:
City of Roseville
By:
By: Stephanie
Title:

Smith
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EXHIBIT "A"
SCALE: 1 IN = 100 FT
TWIN CITIES DIV.
UNKNOWN SUBDIV.
L.S. 0218 MP: 5.31
DATE: 11/10/2021
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G
G
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TO: MINNEAPOLIS

MP 5.31
45.020079 -93.146891

48'

NOTE
ALL TRACKAGE AND IMPROVEMENTS IN TRACK CORRIDOR
ARE LEASED BY BF-4851 TO MINNESOTA COMMERCIAL RWY.CO

L e x in g to n Av e N

100'

51

TO: WHITE BEAR LAKE

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS,
USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community

DESCRIPTION OF PIPELINE
PIPELINE SHOWN BOLD
CARRIER
PIPE
SIZE:
12"
CONTENTS:
SANITARY SEWER
CAST IRON
PIPE MATERIAL:
SPECIFICATIONS / GRADE:
WALL THICKNESS:
COATING:
-

CARRIER
PIPE

CASING
PIPE

LENGTH ON R/W:
WORKING PRESSURE:

100'
-

-

BURY: BASE/RAIL TO TOP
OF CASING
BURY: NATURAL GROUND
BURY: ROADWAY DITCHES
CATHODIC PROTECTION

11'
9'
9'
-

CASING
PIPE
-

VENTS: NUMBER
SIZE
HEIGHT OF VENT ABOVE GROUND
NOTE: EXISTING CARRIER IN PLACED

ROSEVILLE
COUNTY OF RAMSEY

STATE OF MN

TR
DRAWING NO. 83191

MAP REF. r50569

TRACKING NO. 21W-10715

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
10.f
Department Approval

Item Description:
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City Manager Approval

Authorize Application for Ramsey County Community Development Block
Grant (CDBG)/Home Investment Partnership Funds

BACKGROUND
In 2021, the Roseville Police Department applied and was selected as a host site for a Housing
Resource Navigator through AmeriCorps. The housing navigator supports individuals and families
experiencing homelessness - navigating resources to secure safe and stable housing. The navigator
establishes a relationship with each individual on her caseload and works with that individual to
assess their unique needs, set goals, and sit side-by-side to help navigate resources to overcome
barriers and ultimately achieve their goals. The position has been instrumental in helping members
of the community navigate resources and overcome systematic inequities related to safe and stable
housing furthering the Roseville Police Department’s mission to provide public safety services for
the City of Roseville.
Roseville’s housing resource navigator is currently paid through AmeriCorps’ Heading Home Corps.
The navigator serves 40 hours a week and receives a stipend, health insurance, and tuition assistance.
Our current agreement with AmeriCorps will expire on July 30, 2022. The police department has
been exploring funding sources to continue the program, identifying Community Development
Block Grant/ Home Investment Partnership Program (CDBG) funds allocated to Ramsey County as
a potential source of grant funding for the position once the contract expires (July 30, 2022).
POLICY OBJECTIVE
The Roseville Police Department continues to further the mission of providing public safety services
for the City of Roseville and supporting people who are experiencing homelessness in our
community.
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
There is no known budget impact or match requirement.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Approve the Roseville Police Department’s request to apply for the Ramsey County Community
Development Block Grant to fund the housing navigator position once the contract with AmeriCorps
ends.

30
31
32
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REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Approve the Roseville Police Department’s request to apply for CDBG grant funding.
Prepared by: Erika Scheider, Chief of Police
Attachment:
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2022 CDBG Housing Navigator Grant Funding Application Resolution

Attachment

EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING
OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota was duly held on the ____day of ______ 2022, at 6:00
p.m.
The following members were present:
and the following were absent:
.
Member

,

,

,

, and Mayor

.

introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:

Resolution No. XXX
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING APPLICATION FOR RAMSEY COUNTY
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG)/ HOME INVESTMENT
PARTNERSHIP FUNDS FOR A HOUSING NAVIGATOR POSITION TO MEET THE
COMMUNITY’S IDENTIFIED HOUSING NEEDS THROUGH PROVIDING
SUPPORTIVE SERVICES FOR PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS.
WHEREAS, the City of Roseville (the “City”) is desirous of obtaining funding to finance
a housing navigator position to meet the community’s identified housing needs through
providing supportive services for persons experiencing homelessness; and
WHEREAS, the City has identified Community Development Block Grant Investment
Partnership Program (“CDBG”) funds allocated to Ramsey County as a potential source of grant
funding to finance a housing navigator to provide supportive services for persons experiencing
homelessness; and
WHEREAS, the proposed position of Housing Navigator, and its role of providing
supportive services for persons experiencing homelessness, qualifies for CDBG funds.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City shall proceed with a grant
application for CDBG funding through Ramsey County to finance the costs of the Housing
Navigator Position and Supportive Services for Persons Experiencing Homelessness. City staff is
hereby authorized to proceed with grant application activities of the City, subject to approval of
any grant agreement by the City Council if such grant is received.
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Member
and upon a vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:
,
,
, and Mayor
.

,
,

Attachment
and the following voted against the same:

.

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.

Attachment

STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF RAMSEY

)
) SS
)

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, County of
Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the attached and
foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on the
day of,
, 2022
with the original thereof on file in my office.
WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this

day of

, 2022.

SEAL
___________________________________
Patrick J. Trudgeon, City Manager

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
10.g
Department Approval

City Manager Approval

Item Description: Authorize Roseville Police to Apply to Continue Partnership with AmeriCorps
in Hosting a Heading Home Corps Housing Resource Navigator
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BACKGROUND
The general overarching mission of the Roseville Police Department (RPD) is to provide public safety
services for the City of Roseville. RPD recognizes first hand that public safety is more than responding
to crime. Often, crime and safety can be attributed to underlying factors within the realms of human
services and public health.
In 2021, the Roseville Police Department applied and was selected as a host site for a housing resource
navigator through AmeriCorps. On July 26, 2021, Council authorized the department to host a Heading
Home Corps Housing Resource Navigator. With input from RPD, Cari McCollor was selected and has
been working in the position since September 2021. The housing resource navigator is based out of the
police department and works alongside our Community Action Team; a specialized unit with the RPD
designed to create and utilize partnerships and collaborations with a variety of human service providers,
non-profits, advocate agencies, and other community organizations in order to creatively solve problems
that cannot be solved through policing.
The Housing Resource Navigator supports individuals and families experiencing homelessness navigating resources to secure safe and stable housing. The navigator establishes a relationship with
each individual on her caseload and works with that individual to assess their unique needs, set goals,
and sit side-by-side to help navigate resources to overcome barriers and ultimately achieve their goals.
The position has been instrumental in helping members of the community navigate resources and
overcome systematic inequities related to safe and stable housing furthering the Roseville Police
Department’s mission to provide public safety services for the City of Roseville.
POLICY OBJECTIVE
The primary target population for this partnership are individuals and families experiencing
homelessness or housing instability with an association to Roseville. According to a Minnesota
Homeless Study conducted by Wilder Research in 2018 (www.ramseycounty.us/cha), Ramsey County
has the highest rate of homelessness in the seven county metropolitan region. Through supporting
people who are experiencing homelessness in our community, RPD furthers its mission of providing
public safety services for the City of Roseville.
Page 1 of 2
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FINANCIAL IMPACTS
Heading Home Corps Housing Resource Navigators receive a stipend of $750 every two weeks,
individual health insurance (monthly premium 100% paid), and up to an additional $6,345 for tuition or
student loans paid through the AmeriCorps program. Heading Home Corps requests sites contribute
$10,000 in operating costs. Costs for the 2022-2023 program year will be funded through Roseville’s
current budget or other existing funds.
When the Council initially authorized the partnership with AmeriCorps in 2021, there was a $10,000
site fee authorized to be funded out of the police department’s existing budget. Through one-time
funding secured through the American Rescue Plan, the fee was waived for the 2021-2022 program
year. The police department is currently looking at multiple funding options to continue this
increasingly valuable partnership once the 2021-2022 service year concludes (July, 2022).
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends Council approval to authorize the Roseville Police Department to submit an
application to continue a proven partnership with AmeriCorps in hosting a Heading Home Corps
Housing Navigator from August 2022 through July 2023 and to contribute $10,000 toward costs related
to operating this increasingly valuable initiative.
REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
The police department seeks Council authorization to apply to continue an innovative partnership, one
that is generating successful outcomes, with AmeriCorps, working alongside Roseville’s Police
Community Action Team to help members of the community navigate resources and overcome barriers
to safe and stable housing furthering the Roseville Police Department’s mission to provide public safety
services for the City of Roseville.

54
55

Prepared by:
Attachment:

Chief Erika Scheider
Housing Resource Navigator job description
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Attachment

Heading Home Corps
Position Description

Position Title:

Housing Resource Navigator

Reports To:

Site Supervisor and Program Manager

Service Position Summary: The Housing Resource Navigator is placed at a service site to support individuals experiencing
homelessness - navigating resources and supports to secure safe and stable housing. The position will establish a relationship
with each individual on their caseload and will work with that individual to assess their unique needs, set goals, and sit sideby-side to help navigate resources to overcome barriers and ultimately achieve their goals. This is an AmeriCorps service
member position with the AmeriCorps program, Heading Home Corps.
Essential Functions:
Work with individuals to actively address systemic inequities related to housing and housing resources by identifying
existing assistance systems.
Create a welcoming environment to greet individuals seeking assistance, and work to establish a relationship with
each individual using a person-centered approach.
Conduct an initial interview with each individual to identify needs and preferences.
Use information from the initial interview to help participants apply for public assistance programs.
Support participants in setting housing-related goals and developing a plan of action to reach those goals including
helping participants complete applications for housing and doing research with participants regarding housing
options.
Research and navigate resources that promote long-term stability in housing, including but not limited to,
employment support, benefits eligibility and access, healthcare access, mental and/or chemical health referrals. Sit
side-by-side with the individual to secure access to these resources, removing as many barriers as possible.
Serve as a liaison between the participant and the systems they are accessing, as necessary.
Track progress of plan and provide individualized support, as needed for success.
Report data in online systems in a timely and accurate manner.
Maintain participant confidentiality at all times.
Work collaboratively with other individuals who are helping participants with their goals (e.g., social service agencies,
shelter providers).
Participate in training sessions and meetings, as required.
Assist with statewide preparedness for, response to, and recovery from disasters which includes supporting
organizations and communities in disaster relief activities related to COVID-19 closures and social distancing
procedures.
Secondary Functions:
Act as a housing advocate and support service recipients who are accessing housing as needed.
Attend service site-sponsored activities to represent Heading Home Corps.
Recruit and coordinate volunteers to support participants in their goals, as needed.
Minimum Qualifications:
Must be 18 years of age by your start date; a US citizen, national, or legal permanent resident alien; and a high school
graduate (or equivalent).
Must pass mandatory background checks conducted by the program.
Must not have served four or more prior terms of service with AmeriCorps State or National.

Willingness to commit to a full term of service.
Demonstrated English proficiency in reading, writing, and speaking.
Strong written, verbal, and interpersonal communication skills.
Experience with professional computer skills and confidence using computers. Comfort and experience using
Microsoft Office Suite (Word, Excel), completing internet searches and navigating resources online, completing data
entry, experience with using e-mail regularly, including sending attachments, comfort with database and software
use, and experience with using videoconferencing software and attending training online.
Desire to affect systems change at the ground level; ability to connect the small details to the bigger picture.
Ability to build relationships and work with people of different cultures and backgrounds.
Access to regular, reliable transportation.
Preferred Qualifications:
Lived experience with housing insecurity

Heading Home Corps will not discriminate for or against any AmeriCorps service member or applicant on the basis of race,
color, creed, religion, national origin, sex, marital status, status with regard to public assistance, familial status, disability,
sexual orientation, age, or any other category protected by law.
Reasonable accommodations provided upon request. This document is available in alternative formats.

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 31, 2022
Item No.:
10.h
Department Approval

Item Description:
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City Manager Approval

Acceptance of a “Preparing for Emerald Ash Borer (EAB)” Grant from the
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources

BACKGROUND
The Parks and Recreation Department has received notice of being awarded the Preparing for
Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) Grant from the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources in the amount
of $50,000. The State of MN Grant contract and details are attached.
The project funding will be used to assist the city with the planting portion of the proposed EAB
Management Program. The city’s $59,000 In Kind Match will be to plant an additional 248 trees on
street boulevards and in parks. Specifically, the match will be to utilize $5,000 of existing staff and
equipment time and $54,000 identified in the proposed EAB Management Program for tree plantings.
POLICY OBJECTIVE
This proposal is consistent with the city’s Natural Resource Management Plan, Public Tree Master Plan,
Parks and Recreation System Master Plan and leveraging non-city money through grants to further city
efforts.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION
The grant award is for $50,000 and the city’s In Kind Match is for $59,000 which is identified in the
proposed EAB Management Program.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends accepting the Preparing for EAB Grant in the amount of $50,000 from the Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources for public tree planting as presented.
COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED
Motion authorizing the acceptance of the Preparing for EAB Grant from the Minnesota Department of
Natural Resources in the amount of $50,000 for public tree plantings as presented.
Prepared by:
Attachments:

Lonnie Brokke, Director
A. State of MN Grant Contract
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STATE OF MINNESOTA
GRANT CONTRACT
This grant contract is between the State of Minnesota, acting through its Commissioner of Natural Resources,
Division of Forestry, 500 Lafayette Rd., St. Paul, MN 55155 (“State”) and the City of Roseville, 2660 Civic
Center Dr., Roseville, MN 55113 (“Grantee”).
Recitals

1. Under Minn. Stat. §84.026, §84.085, Subd. 1, and Minnesota Session Law 2021, 1st Special Session,
Chapter 6, Article 1, Section 3, Subdivision 4(j), the State is empowered to enter into this grant.
2. The State is in need of Urban and Community Forestry Services.
3. The Grantee represents that it is duly qualified and agrees to perform all services described in this grant
contract to the satisfaction of the State. Pursuant to Minn.Stat.§16B.98, Subd. 1, the Grantee agrees to
minimize administrative costs as a condition of this grant.
Grant Contract

1

Term of Grant Contract
1.1 Effective date:
November 30, 2021, or the date the State obtains all required signatures under Minn. Stat.§16B.98,
Subd. 5, whichever is later. Per Minn.Stat.§16B.98 Subd. 7, no payments will be made to the Grantee
until this grant contract is fully executed.
1.2 Expiration date:
June 30, 2023, or until all obligations have been satisfactorily fulfilled, whichever occurs first.
1.3 Survival of Terms.
The following clauses survive the expiration or cancellation of this grant contract: 8. Liability; 9. State
Audits; 10. Government Data Practices and Intellectual Property; 12. Publicity and Endorsement; 13.
Governing Law, Jurisdiction, and Venue; and 15 Data Disclosure.

2

Grantee’s Duties
The Grantee, who is not a state employee, will:
Comply with required grants management policies and procedures set forth through Minn.Stat.§16B.97,
Subd. 4 (a) (1).
Perform the duties specified in Exhibit A, Exhibit B, and Exhibit C, which are incorporated and made a part
of this agreement.

3

Time
The Grantee must comply with all the time requirements described in this grant contract. In the performance
of this grant contract, time is of the essence.

4

Consideration and Payment
4.1 Consideration.
The State will pay for all services performed by the Grantee under this grant contract as follows:
(a) Compensation
The Grantee will be paid compensation in an amount not to exceed $50,000.00 on a reimbursement
basis for qualifying purchases. The Grantee shall submit payment requests with required expenditure
documentation.
According to the breakdown of costs contained in Exhibit B, which is attached and incorporated into
this grant contract, the Grantee certifies that a minimum 25% matching requirement for the grant
will be met by the City of Roseville. The total project cost is $109,000.00 Grantee agrees to match at
least $59,000.00 of this project cost.

Grant for Legislatively-named Municipality FY19: Updated November 2018
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(b) Travel Expenses
Reimbursement for travel and subsistence expenses actually and necessarily incurred by the Grantee
as a result of this grant contract will not exceed $0.00; provided that the Grantee will be reimbursed
for travel and subsistence expenses in the same manner and in no greater amount than provided in
the current "Commissioner’s Plan” promulgated by the Commissioner of Minnesota Management
and Budget (MMB). The Grantee will not be reimbursed for travel and subsistence expenses
incurred outside Minnesota unless it has received the State’s prior written approval for out of state
travel. Minnesota will be considered the home state for determining whether travel is out of state.
(c) Total Obligation.
The total obligation of the State for all compensation and reimbursements to the Grantee under this
grant contract will not exceed $50,000.00.
4.2 Payment
(a) Invoices
The State will promptly pay the Grantee after the Grantee presents an itemized invoice for the
services actually performed and the State's Authorized Representative accepts the invoiced services.
Invoices must be submitted timely and according to the following schedule:
1. 1. June 30, 2022
2. 2. December 30, 2022
3. 3. June 30, 2023
All project work must be completed and the final request for reimbursement (along with final
reports) must be submitted by June 30, 2023.
(b) Unexpended Funds
The Grantee must promptly return to the State any unexpended funds that have not been accounted
for annually in a financial report to the State due at grant closeout.
4.3 Subcontractors, Contracting, and Bidding Requirements
The Grantee agrees that if it subcontracts any portion of this project to another entity, the agreement
with the subcontractor will contain all applicable provisions of the agreement with the State.
Per Minnesota Statute 471.345, Municipalities as defined in Subd.1 must follow that Uniform
Municipal Contracting Law if contracting funds from this grant contract agreement for any supplies,
materials, equipment, or the rental thereof, or the construction, alteration, repair, or maintenance of real
or personal property.
(a) Support documentation of the bidding process utilized to contract services must be included in the
grantee’s financial records, including support documentation justifying a single/sole source bid, if
applicable.
(b) For projects that include construction work of $25,000 or more, prevailing wage rules apply per
Minnesota Statue 177.41 through 177.44. Consequently, the bid request must state the project is
subject to prevailing wage. These rules require that the wages of laborers and workers should be
comparable to wages paid for similar work in the community as a whole. A prevailing wage form
should accompany these bid submittals.
5

Conditions of Payment
All services provided by the Grantee under this grant contract must be performed to the State’s satisfaction,
as determined at the sole discretion of the State’s Authorized Representative and in accordance with all
applicable federal, state, and local laws, ordinances, rules, and regulations. The Grantee will not receive
payment for work found by the State to be unsatisfactory or performed in violation of federal, state, or local
law.
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6

Authorized Representative
The State's Authorized Representative is Emma Schultz, Community Forest Project Specialist, 500 Lafayette
Rd., St. Paul, MN 55155, (651) 259-5274, emma.schultz@state.mn.us, or her successor, and has the
responsibility to monitor the Grantee’s performance and the authority to accept the services provided under
this grant contract. If the services are satisfactory, the State's Authorized Representative will certify
acceptance on each invoice submitted for payment.
The Grantee’s Authorized Representative is Anita Twaroski, Forestry Coordinator, 2660 Civic Center Dr.,
Roseville, MN 55113, anita.twaroski@cityofroseville.com, (651) 792-7142. If the Grantee’s Authorized
Representative changes at any time during this grant contract, the Grantee must immediately notify the
State.

7

Assignment Amendments, Waiver, and Grant Contract Complete
7.1 Assignment
The Grantee shall neither assign nor transfer any rights or obligations under this grant contract without
the prior written consent of the State, approved by the same parties who executed and approved this
grant contract, or their successors in office.
7.2 Amendments
Any amendments to this grant contract must be in writing and will not be effective until it has been
executed and approved by the same parties who executed and approved the original grant contract, or
their successors in office.
7.3 Waiver
If the State fails to enforce any provision of this grant contract, that failure does not waive the provision
or the State’s right to enforce it.
7.4 Grant Contract Complete
This grant contract contains all negotiations and agreements between the State and the Grantee. No other
understanding regarding this grant contract, whether written or oral, may be used to bind either party.

8

Liability
The Grantee must indemnify, save, and hold the State, its agents, and employees harmless from any claims
or causes of action, including attorney’s fees incurred by the State, arising from the performance of this
grant contract by the Grantee or the Grantee’s agents or employees. This clause will not be construed to bar
any legal remedies the Grantee may have for the State's failure to fulfill its obligations under this grant
contract.

9

State Audits
Under Minn. Stat. § 16B.98, Subd.8, the Grantee’s books, records, documents, and accounting procedures
and practices of the Grantee or other party relevant to this grant agreement or transaction are subject to
examination by the State and/or the State Auditor or Legislative Auditor, as appropriate, for a minimum of
six years from the end of this grant agreement, receipt and approval of all final reports, or the required
period of time to satisfy all state and program retention requirements, whichever is later.

10 Government Data Practices and Intellectual Property Rights
10.1 Government Data Practices
The Grantee and State must comply with the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act, Minn. Stat. Ch.
13, as it applies to all data provided by the State under this grant contract, and as it applies to all data
created, collected, received, stored, used, maintained, or disseminated by the Grantee under this grant
contract. The civil remedies of Minn. Stat. §13.08 apply to the release of the data referred to in this
clause by either the Grantee or the State. If the Grantee receives a request to release the data referred to
in this Clause, the Grantee must immediately notify the State. The State will give the Grantee
instructions concerning the release of the data to the requesting party before the data is released. The
Grantee’s response to the request shall comply with applicable laws.
Grant for Legislatively-named Municipality FY19: Updated November 2018
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10.2 Intellectual Property Rights - Not Applicable
11 Workers Compensation
The Grantee certifies that it is in compliance with Minn. Stat. §176.181, Subd. 2, pertaining to workers’
compensation insurance coverage. The Grantee’s employees and agents will not be considered State
employees. Any claims that may arise under the Minnesota Workers’ Compensation Act on behalf of these
employees and any claims made by any third party as a consequence of any act or omission on the part of
these employees are in no way the State’s obligation or responsibility.
12 Publicity and Endorsement
The Grantee will publicly post and promote project information and purpose as pertains to this grant
contract.
12.1 Publicity
Any publicity regarding the subject matter of this grant contract must identify the State as the sponsoring
agency and must not be released without prior written approval from the State’s Authorized
Representative. For purposes of this provision, publicity includes notices, informational pamphlets,
press releases, research, reports, signs, and similar public notices prepared by or for the Grantee
individually or jointly with others, or any subcontractors, with respect to the program, publications, or
services provided resulting from this grant contract. All projects primarily funded by state grant
appropriations must publicly credit the State of Minnesota, including on the grantee’s website when
practicable.
12.2 Endorsement
The Grantee must not claim that the State endorses its products or services.
13 Governing Law, Jurisdiction, and Venue
Minnesota law, without regard to its choice-of-law provisions, governs this grant contract. Venue for all
legal proceedings out of this grant contract, or its breach, must be in the appropriate state or federal court
with competent jurisdiction in Ramsey County, Minnesota.
14 Termination
14.1 Termination by the State
The State may immediately terminate this grant contract with or without cause, upon 30 days’ written
notice to the Grantee. Upon termination, the Grantee will be entitled to payment, determined on a pro
rata basis, for services satisfactorily performed.
14.2 Termination for Cause
The State may immediately terminate this grant contract if the State finds that there has been a failure to
comply with the provisions of this grant contract, that reasonable progress has not been made or that the
purposes for which the funds were granted have not been or will not be fulfilled. The State may take
action to protect the interests of the State of Minnesota, including the refusal to disburse additional funds
and requiring the return of all or part of the funds already disbursed.
14.3 Termination for Insufficient Funding
The State may immediately terminate this grant contract if:
(a) It does not obtain funding from the Minnesota Legislature.
(b) Or, if funding cannot be continued at a level sufficient to allow for the payment of the services
covered here. Termination must be by written or fax notice to the Grantee. The State is not obligated
to pay for any services that are provided after notice and effective date of termination. However, the
Grantee will be entitled to payment, determined on a pro rata basis, for services satisfactorily
performed to the extent that funds are available. The State will not be assessed any penalty if the
contract is terminated because of the decision of the Minnesota Legislature, or other funding source,
not to appropriate funds. The State must provide the Grantee notice of the lack of funding within a
reasonable time of the State’s receiving that notice.
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14.4 Additional Alternate Termination Language
Additional alternate termination language may be negotiated on a case-by-case basis after the state
agency has consulted with their legal and finance teams.
15 Data Disclosure
Under Minn. Stat. § 270C.65, Subd. 3, and other applicable law, the Grantee consents to disclosure of its
social security number, federal employer tax identification number, and/or Minnesota tax identification
number, already provided to the State, to federal and state tax agencies and state personnel involved in the
payment of state obligations. These identification numbers may be used in the enforcement of federal and
state tax laws which could result in action requiring the Grantee to file state tax returns and pay delinquent
state tax liabilities, if any.
16 Non-Discrimination Requirements
No person in the United States must, on the ground of race, color, national origin, handicap, age, religion, or
sex, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subject to discrimination under, any
program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance. Including but not limited to:
a) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq.) and DOC implementing regulations
published at 15 C.F.R. Part 8 prohibiting discrimination on the grounds of race, color, or national origin
under programs or activities receiving Federal financial assistance; Title IX of the Education
Amendments of 1972 (20 U.S.C. § 1681 et seq.) prohibiting discrimination on the basis of sex under
Federally assisted education programs or activities;
b) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C. § 794), and DOC implementing
regulations published at 15 C.F.R. Part 8b prohibiting discrimination on the basis of handicap under
any program or activity receiving or benefiting from Federal assistance.
c) The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et seq.), and DOC implementing
regulations published at 15 C.F.R. Part 20 prohibiting discrimination on the basis of age in programs or
activities receiving Federal financial assistance;
d) Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990 which prohibits discrimination against
qualified individuals with disabilities in services, programs, and activities of public entities.
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1. STATE ENCUMBRANCE VERIFICATION

Individual certifies that funds have been encumbered as
required by Minn. Stat. '' 16A.15 and 16C.05

Signed:
Date: November 24, 2021
SWIFT Contract/PO No(s). 204002 / 3-201030

3. STATE AGENCY
By:

(with delegated authority)
Title:
Date:

2. GRANTEE

The Grantee certifies that the appropriate person(s) have executed the grant
contract on behalf of the Grantee as required by applicable articles, bylaws,
resolutions, or ordinances.

By:
Title:
Date:

By:
Title:
Date:
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Grant Sum Total: $50,000.00

Exhibit A: Grant Project Deliverables
2021 Preparing for EAB Grants
City of Roseville Deliverables

Grant Contact Deliverables
• Adopting an EAB management plan through this grant process if the community does not yet have one
in place
• Each ash tree removed must be replaced with a newly planted tree
• Grantee must be willing to participate in work by the Minnesota Department of Agriculture and
University of Minnesota to evaluate project impacts
Regardless of requests for reimbursement, a written update must be submitted by each reporting deadline, to
ensure project is moving forward and on track to completion. Add written reports below corresponding to each
reporting date:
June 30, 2022 Update:
December 30, 2022 Update:
June 30, 2023 Update:
As work is completed, thoroughly address all applicable bullet points below. Add in the date of reporting (i.e.
6/30/22) and change the font color of your update to red, to show where information has been added.
Continually add to this document over the lifetime of your grant, making sure that all bullet points are
addressed by the time of the grant’s completion.
Work with DNR to fully execute and report on the impacts of the work plan by meeting the requirements as
submitted in the City of Roseville’s application:
Project Overview and Need
The City of Roseville 2021 Preparing for EAB Project will focus on replanting trees throughout the city on
boulevards and in parks to ensure a vibrant, diverse tree canopy. The focus of this project is to follow the City’s
EAB Management Plan which includes planting new trees in parks and on the city boulevard in open areas
where we have lost many trees over the years, but to also focus on planting “buddy” trees near ash trees that
will eventually become infested.
As part of the City’s EAB Management Plan, an EAB Fund was established and has received $50,000 in
funding each of the past three years. However, with the acceleration of EAB, it has become clear that additional
funds are necessary to handle the spread of EAB while retaining a healthy public tree canopy.
• We are requesting $50,000 grant to assist us with the planting portion of our recently approved
Accelerated EAB Management Plan. Our Accelerated EAB Plan is more proactive approach to removal
of 20-25% EAB-infested trees annually and replanting at a one-to-one ratio.
With this funding from the MNDNR, we will focus our efforts on planting trees to increase our tree canopy.
Our Street Tree Distribution Map identifies the species for each boulevard tree. Trees planted in parks are
selected based on existing species and location of the tree when it reaches maturity.
• In recognition of the important role that public forestry plays in community health, and the
disproportionate impact that urban deforestation has on people of color, the City will prioritize
replacement of trees in areas of the city that have a higher concentration of people of color and areas
that have a higher concentration of multifamily dwelling.
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The expected outcome of this project is for the City of Roseville to have a sustainable, diverse and equitable,
urban tree canopy following the Emerald Ash Borer infestation. Thus by establishing a more diverse
community forest, our urban forest is better able to withstand future tree diseases and forest pests.
Timeline
Recently, as part of our EAB Management Plan, we have initiated an annual tree planting event with volunteers
and contractors. Our annual planting projects take place in the fall, replacing trees that were removed that
current year plus any additional requests. This tree planting project would occur in fall (September/October) of
2022.
Our planned project timeline is:
• Winter/Summer 2022 – survey areas of tree loss from prior year to determine planting locations.
• Spring/Summer 2022 – create list of planting locations.
• Summer 2022 – select planting date and contact vendor, work on park planting plan (location and
species selection)
• June 2022 – submit report to MNDNR for reimbursement
• September 2022 - confirm and take planting locations on boulevards and in parks, and public
participation
• October 2022 – Boulevard tree planting with vendor and park tree planting project with volunteers.
Staff planting gravel bed trees.
• December 30, 2022 – submit report o MNDNR for reimbursement
• Winter 2023 – determine planting locations and species on boulevard, order plant materials, set a
planting date.
• Spring 2023 – possible spring planting,
• June 30, 2023 – submit final report to MNDNR
Project Budget Explanation
• The City of Roseville is requesting $50,000 from the MNDNR Preparing for EAB Grant 2021 starting
in November 15, 2021 through June 30, 2023. We anticipate a cash match of $50,000 from the City
through the newly approved EAB Management Accelerated Program funding.
• The MNDNR Grant Funds will be used for the purchase of plant material, mulch, tree protection
guards, and tree installation contractor of plant material for annual fall boulevard tree planting. A Tree
Contractor will be hired to plant the boulevard trees which are no larger than #20 container. We
anticipate planting 200 trees on the boulevard with the $50, 000 MNDNR Grant funds.
• City EAB Funds will be used to plant trees in parks with volunteers at our annual fall planting project.
The in-kind match is staff preparing the park planting location, collecting and delivering plant material
and supplies to the park planting location. Planting supplies include mulch, tree protection guards, and
planting tools. The city match will be utilized as follows:
Gravel bed stock –35 trees at approximately $80 = $2,800
Park Planting Project – 100 trees at approximately $90 = $9,000
Boulevard Tree Planting Project – 148 trees at approximately $250 = $37,200
Other expenses (delivery fee) – $1,000
Total $50,000
• With this Grant and the city match, we would plant 483 trees by 2023.
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Project Impacts on Priority Landscapes and Populations
One of the key reasons for this grant application is to allow the city to improve its focus on assuring adequate
tree coverage in areas with priority populations. As EAB has accelerated, the city has only been able to reactive
in removing severely diseased trees. The additional funds made available through this grant would allow the
city to be more proactive and targeted in its approach to plantings. This includes an increased emphasis on
areas with the highest concentration of people of color, and areas with the highest concentration of multi-family
residences.
• The Environmental Justice map provided by the MNPCA identifies a section of Roseville in the most
southeast corner that meets the criteria to be an area of concern. This section includes 322.5 acres of
wooded area, a large lake covering 77 acres as well. What remains (422 acres) is single family
residential, multi-family residential, a cemetery, and industrial. During our planning phase, we will
investigate the available planting spaces and focus some of our boulevard tree planting project with this
area given a priority. We need the residents to participate by watering the newly planted trees so we
will begin by soliciting interest to receive a free tree by contacting the residents directly.
Communication
As has been the Roseville’s practice, the Project Coordinator/Forestry Coordinator will work with the City’s
Communication Staff.
• EAB and Forestry articles have been and will continue to be published in the local newspaper, city
newsletter, and various electronic and social media avenues.
• The City will also communicate directly with the adjacent property owners who will be directly
impacted with a newly-planted tree.
Personnel
This grant will utilize city staff and a tree nursery vendor. The roles of these participants are listed below. City
Staff will design, manage and implement the park tree planting project. City Staff involved will be:
• The Superintendent of Parks has a BS. The Superintendent oversees the entire project and works as
Administrative and City Council Liaison. The Superintendent will work with Volunteer Coordinator to
organize the volunteer planting day.
• The Forestry Coordinator holds a BS, and MS in Natural Resource Management as well as certified as a
Tree Inspector. The Forestry Coordinator will design, manage and direct the grant projects. The
Forestry Coordinator will select the trees to be removed as well as the boulevard locations for the trees
to be planted. The Forestry Coordinator, along with the Park Maintenance crew, will determine
locations the park trees to be planted.
• The Volunteer Coordinator organizes the volunteer planting day and solicits and organizes the
volunteers.
• The Park Maintenance Crew, will provide equipment for the volunteers, coordinate maintenance staff to
drop off planting material and pre-dig holes. Several of the Park Maintenance staff are Certified Tree
Inspectors and are trained in proper tree maintenance techniques, as are the Public Works Maintenance
staff. Both the Maintenance staff crews work closely with the Forestry Coordinator and the Park
Superintendent.
• The Communications Staff provides drafts and submits communication about the projects to the public
in the accepted mediums. The Communications Staff will also work with the Volunteer Coordinator to
solicit the volunteers.
Tree nursery vendor:
• The City will contract with a MN Dept. of Agriculture certified nursery for the purchase of plant
material as well as installation of the boulevard tree planting work and to supply trees for the Volunteer
Planting Project. All plant material will be #20 container or less. The company is yet to be determined
but will need to meet state standards for nursery management.
Grant for Legislatively-named Municipality FY19: Updated November 2018
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Tree Planting
Grant funds will not fund the purchase of trees that are over-represented in your community. Any genera that
comprise 10% or more of the community forest make-up will not be funded. Numbers derived from the
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 2010 Rapid Assessment will be used unless an updated inventory
is provided. For Roseville this means grant funds cannot be spent on purchasing:
• Acer (maple): 24.2%
• Picea (spruce): 24.2%
• Fraxinus (ash): 13.7%
All trees planted with grant funds are expected to be maintained based on the City of Roseville’s Three Year
Tree Maintenance Plan submitted as Exhibit C. Trees that do not survive will need to be replaced prior to grant
close-out utilizing the warranty the city has with the nursery that stock was purchased from, or at the expense of
the City of Roseville.
Requesting Reimbursement
Accomplishment reports and maps of completed work will be submitted with all requests for reimbursement.
• Partial payment form along with invoices and proof of payment for grant-funded purchases, Cash Match
form along with proof of payment, and In-Kind Match form
• Partial payments may be submitted as needed and must include all up-to-date required documents and
accomplishment reports, including a relevant certification and/or declaration
• Accomplishment reports will include grant contract deliverables and their impacts
• Photo documentation of the project’s progress at appropriate phases, and illustrations, diagrams, charts,
graphs, and maps to show results
• Maps will:
o Identify the location of ash that have been removed
o Identify the location of ash stumps that have been ground
o Identify the location and species of trees that have been planted
• All trees removed, treated, and planted will be mapped and submitted as shapefiles, with the planted
trees identified by species, to obtain grand fund reimbursement. If your community does not have access
to shapefile-generating software, please notify your DNR Urban and Community Forestry Team
Member, and they will work to assist you.
Following the submission of invoices and accomplishment reports, a compliance check will be conducted by
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources staff. Staff will do a site evaluation ensuring that tree species
submitted on maps are correctly identified and planted in accordance with the standards set in the Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources Pocket Guide to Planting Trees.
Staff will also ensure that the project adheres to the 20-10-5 guideline which means that following planting, a
community has no more than 20% of their trees within a single family, no more than 10% of their trees within a
single genus, and no more than 5% of their trees within a single species. Staff will confirm that planted tree
stock is 1-2” caliper bareroot or a container class size #20 or smaller.
Acknowledgment
The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources needs to be acknowledged in publications, audiovisuals, and
electronic media developed as a result of this award.
• Including any publications or outreach materials related to this grant or agreement, a statement of
affiliation with Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, e.g., “This publication made possible
through a grant from the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources.” OR “This project was conducted
in cooperation with the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources.”
• Logo is permitted for use and can be obtained by contacting an Urban and Community Forestry Team
Member.
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Item
Personnel and
Owned Equipment
Eligible Expenses
Totals

Exhibit B: Project Budget
2021 Preparing for EAB Grants
City of Roseville

State Grant
Funds
$50,000.00
$50,000.00

Cash
Match

$50,000.00
$50,000.00
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In-kind Match

Total

$9,000.00

$9,000.00

$9,000.00

$100,000.00
$109,000.00
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City of Roseville

3-Year Tree Maintenance Plan Template for Newly Planted Trees
LUG: City of Roseville

Year and Season of Planting: Fall 2022

Project Coordinator: Jim Taylor/Anita Twaroski
Phone: 651-792-7107
# of Trees to be Planted: 483

Email: Jim.Taylor@cityofroseville.com
Size (caliper for deciduous, height for conifers): #20 container or less

Type of Stock to be Planted (Bare root, etc.): Container, bareroot
Describe how the activities below will be completed.
1. Tree Maintenance Personnel
a. Describe who is responsible for maintenance.
City of Roseville Park and Recreation Maintenance staff, with coordination of the Forestry Coordinator,
are responsible for tree maintenance, as well as Public Works Maintenance staff.

b. Volunteers, homeowners, or inexperienced staff that will provide maintenance should receive basic
training and literature on proper maintenance techniques. Is training needed and how will you do it?
At this time, training will not be needed. If that changes, the city staff will provided the training. Forestry
Coordinator as well as the maintenance staff are certified tree inspectors and have many years of tree
maintenance experience.

c. How will you inspect tree maintenance work periodically to make sure it is being done correctly?
Project Coordinator and Forestry Coordinator will work closely with the Park and Recreation
Maintenance staff to schedule and implement tree maintenance work related to park trees. Public
Works Maintenance staff is also involved in tree maintenance with the street trees.
In-house maintenance staff or the tree planting contractor will perform the maintenance tasks: watering,
mulching and pruning under direction of the Project Coordinator of the Forestry Coordinator.

2. Tree Watering Process
Describe in detail how trees will be watered, the time period and frequency of watering. Trees should be
watered weekly for the first 3 to 5 years when the ground is thawed, unless it has rained 1 inch in a week.
Trees are scheduled to be watered by the installation contractor at the time of planting. Project Coordinator
and the Forestry Coordinator will monitor weather conditions weekly to determine the need for supplemental
watering beyond what is provided naturally. If water is needed the Park Maintenance staff will water the
trees.
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3. Mulching Trees
Will you mulch your trees and if so, how will you maintain mulch?
Trees will be mulched at the time of initial installation. Forestry Coordinator and Park Maintenance staff
will monitor mulch levels throughout the growing season on a bi-annual basis to determine if additional
mulch is need. The Park Maintenance staff will add mulch as necessary.

4. Staking and Tying Trees
Explain if staking is necessary due to mowing, vandalism, or wind conditions, and describe plans for
inspection and removal.
At the time of the bi-annual tree inspection, trees will also be inspected for the need for staking. If
necessary, the Park Maintenance staff will install stakes.

5. Checking Tree Health
The grantee will check trees every 6 – 12 months to identify and address problems. Describe inspection
process and follow-up.
As part of inspecting trees for adequate mulch, watering and staking, the trees will also be inspected for
other health issues by visiting each tree. If any further action is necessary, it will be addressed within
three weeks of discovery and corrective action will be taken by a contractor or appropriate city staff.

6. Tree Protection
Young trees in busy urban areas may be easily damaged by human activity, animals, and equipment.
Describe how planted trees will be protected.
All trees will be planted with adequate and appropriate bark protection.

7. Pruning
Newly planted trees should need little pruning, if they were properly cared for in the nursery. In the first
year after planting, remove only dead or broken branches. In later years, weakly attached limbs can be
removed, and corrective pruning can be done if needed. Describe your pruning maintenance cycle.
Pruning issues will be addressed as needed, depending on the species, at the time of the bi-annual
inspections. Depending on the corrective action necessary, either the city staff or a contractor may
perform the work.

8. Tree Warranty
Tree planting should include a warranty from the nursery for replacement (due to poor condition or
mortality). The grantee should be prepared to fully replace all trees that are in poor condition or die
prior to inspection at the end of the project grant agreement, unless loss was due to natural disaster.
Describe your tree warranty or how trees will be replaced.
We negotiate a standard one year warranty. Trees will be inspected for warranty purposes just prior to
expiration. Trees will be replaced by the contractor with the same species.

DocuSign Envelope ID: 1CF37E4F-7A08-403E-A574-560D7D8FC308

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Conflict of Interest Disclosure

Conflict of Interest:
A conflict of interest occurs when a person has actual or apparent duty or loyalty to more than one organization
and the competing duties or loyalties may result in actions which are adverse to one or both parties. A conflict
of interest exists even if no unethical, improper or illegal act results from it.
Actual Conflict of Interest:
An actual conflict of interest occurs when a person’s decision or action would compromise a duty to a party
without taking immediate appropriate action to eliminate the conflict. Examples include, but are not limited
to:
• One party uses his or her position to obtain special advantage, benefit, or access to the other party’s
time, services, facilities, equipment, supplies, badge, uniform, prestige, or influence.
• One party receives or accepts money (or anything else of value) from another party or has equity or a
financial interest in or partial or whole ownership of the other party’s organization.
• One party is an employee, board member or family member of the other party.
Potential Conflict of Interest:
A potential conflict of interest may exist if a person has a relationship, affiliation, or other interest that
could create an inappropriate influence if the person is called on to make a decision or recommendation
that would affect one or more of those relationships, affiliations, or interests.
Organizational Conflict of Interest:
A conflict of interest can also occur with an organization that is a grant applicant in a competitive grant
process or grantee of a state agency. Organizational conflicts of interest occur when:
• A grantee’s objectivity in carrying out the grant is impaired or compromised due to competing duties
or loyalties
• A grantee, potential grantee or grant applicant has an unfair competitive advantage through being
furnished unauthorized proprietary information or source selection information that is not available to
all competitors
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This section to be completed by Grantee’s Authorized Representative (AR):
I certify that we will maintain an adequate Conflict of Interest Policy, and throughout the term of our
agreement, we will monitor and report any actual, potential, individual, or organizational conflicts of interest to
the State’s Authorized Representative.
I also certify that I have read and understand the description of conflict of interest above and as of this date
(check one of the two boxes below):
 I do not have any conflicts of interest relating to this project.
 I have an actual, potential, individual, or organizational (indicate below) conflict of interest. The nature of
the conflict is as follows:

If at any time during the grant project I discover a conflict of interest, I will disclose that conflict immediately to
the State’s Authorized Representative.
Grantee AR’s Printed Name: Anita

Twaroski

Date:

Grantee AR’s Signature:
Organization Name: _____________________________________________________________
Project Name: __________________________________________________________________
Legal Citation: ML______, Chapter ______, Article ___, Section ___, Subdivision ____
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------State AR’s Printed Name: ________________________________

Date:

State AR’s Signature: ____________________________________
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