
 

 

 

 

City Council – Regular Meeting 
Tuesday, February 17, 2015 - 7:00 p.m. 

Council Chambers 
(meeting will be cablecast) 

 

1. 
 
2. 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
ROLL CALL 
 

3. COUNCIL MINUTES 
3.1 
 

Minutes of January 26, 2015 Worksession. 
Minutes of February 2, 2015 Regular Mtg. 
 

4. OPEN FORUM  *The open forum is an opportunity for the public to address the City Council 
concerning items not listed on the agenda.  Please raise your hand to be recognized by the Mayor or 
member officiating the meeting.  Approach the podium and state your full name and address for the 
record.  Rules of Conduct as listed in the public folder provided at the entrance of the Council 
Chambers must be adhered to. 
  

5. PUBLIC HEARING(S) 
  

6. CONSENT AGENDA 
6.1 
6.2 
6.3 
 

Verified Bills. 
Revising & Setting Council Calendars. 
Change Order No. 10; CRTV Project. 

7. REPORTS OF OFFICERS, BOARDS & COMMISSIONS 
7.1 Planning Commission: 

7.1.A 
 
7.1.B 
 
7.1.C 

ORD/Zoning Text Amendment, Chpt 74, Article V, Division 4, Section 74-258,  
M-3 District. (1st reading) 
ORD/Zoning Text Amendment; Chpt 74, Article I, Section 74-2, Article V, Division 3, 
Section 74-236 and 74-238, Microbreweries and Microdistilleries. (1st reading) 
RES/Conditional Use Permit; 415 Pierce St. 
 

8. PETITIONS, REQUESTS & COMMUNICATION 
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February 17, 2015 Regular Mtg 

 
 
9. ORDINANCES & RESOLUTIONS 

9.1 
 
 
9.2 
9.3 
9.4 

RES/Calling for Public Hearing on Modification to Redevelopment Project No. 1, Modification 
to TIF Plan for TIF District No. 2, and Establishment of the South Central Business District Tax 
Increment Financing (TIF) District. 
RES/2015 Parking Lot & Alley Project - Approve Bids, Award a Construction Contract. 
RES/Consideration of an LG214 Premise Permit at Misfits Saloon, 821 E River Rd. 
RES/2015 Amendment to Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) Street Maintenance Program. 

 
10. UNFINISHED BUSINESES 
 
11. NEW BUSINESS 

11.1 Consideration of Appointment to Waste Reduction & Recycling Board; Cynthia Thurston. 
 

12. UPDATES & REPORTS 
12.1 
12.2  

4th Quarter Financial Report. 
Tentative Agendas. 

 
ADJOURNMENT 
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Council Minutes 
Item Description Various City Council Meeting Minutes 
Submitted By Amy Oehlers, City Clerk 

 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION  

Included in your packet are minutes (s) of previous Council meetings, worksessions, special meetings, etc.  
Minutes must be approved by the City Council and are kept permanently in the official City Council Minute 
Book. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

None. 

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 

Approval of minutes. 

 

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 3.1 
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January 26, 2015 (Worksession) 
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WORKSESSION OF THE ANOKA CITY COUNCIL 
ANOKA CITY HALL 

CITY COUNCIL WORKSESSION ROOM 
JANUARY 26, 2015 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

Mayor Rice called the worksession meeting to order at 5:02 p.m. 
 

2. ROLL CALL 
 

Present at roll call:  Mayor Rice (arrived at 5:30 p.m.), Councilmembers Anderson, 
Freeburg, Schmidt, Weaver. 
 
Absent:  None.  
  
Staff present:  City Manager Tim Cruikshank; Economic Development Manager Erik 
Thorvig; Housing Manager Darin Berger; Planning Director Carolyn Braun; Director of 
Public Services/City Engineer Greg Lee; Recording Secretary Cathy Sorensen. 
 

3. COUNCIL BUSINESS and/or DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 

3.1 Update; Cottages. 
 

Planning Director Carolyn Braun shared the staff report stating that at a joint 
worksession of the Anoka City Council and the Anoka County Board of 
Commissioners last July 28, Anoka County agreed to allow the City to work on 
development of a project for veterans housing in Cottages 2, 3 and 4 at the former 
state hospital campus, now known as the Anoka County Rum River Human 
Services campus.  This campus is owned by Anoka County and includes social 
services programs, administration and the work house. Other non-County run 
programs on the campus include Stepping Stones and the state-run programs out 
of the Cronin building. 
 
Since that meeting, the following steps have been taken by staff: 
 

• Met with area legislators, county and other agency folks to understand 
the process and possible funding 

• Met with interested developers 
• Gave tours of the facility to interested developers 
• Provided copies of building plans to interested developers with the 

assistance of Anoka County staff 
 

In the meantime, staff was waiting for funding programs to be developed, 
including a grant for doing a veteran’s assessment survey. We had anticipated 
grants of $50,000 for the veteran survey. The grant program for the survey came 
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out at the end of December with applications due at the end of January. However, 
the program provides $5,000 to $10,000 assistance for that survey and encourages 
applications from counties. Because of the expected scope of the survey, we 
believe the survey is beyond what the City could do and are currently not 
planning to apply for that grant. At this point, we are not clear what funds will be 
available for project planning; however, we have since learned that most of that 
work could be completed by a developer. 
 
Staff recently received preliminary costs and housing unit estimates from 
CommonBond for this project. Representatives from CommonBond, Andrew 
Mikelson and Maggie Autti discussed what they have found so far and how we 
might proceed. This project needs to be ready to go – determined feasible and 
plans approved – by the end of 2015 to meet the County’s deadline. 
 
Mr. Mikelson shared their proposal, which is proposed for 33 units comprised of 
1, 2, and 3-bedroom MHFHA units projected for construction in spring 2016.  
After discussion, Council consensus was for staff to work with CommonBond on 
proceeding with this proposal as outlined and work with the County on next steps, 
including funding, grants, etc. 
 

3.2 Discussion; RFP 10XX Madison Street/Jefferson Street. 
 
Economic Development Manager Erik Thorvig shared the staff report stating in 
November staff sent out Requests for Proposals to 20+ single family home 
builders for construction of four single family homes on the lots created where the 
former Volunteers of America nursing home was located on Jefferson and 
Madison Street. The list included builders who have done work in the City over 
the past five years and then several top builders in the metro area. 
 
The deadline for submittal was December 19 and only one proposal was received. 
The company that submitted is Tollberg Homes. They are located in Anoka at 
1428 5th Avenue. Mr. Thorvig shared Tollberg’s proposal, including a land price 
offer of $125,000 ($31,250/lot), estimated home values of $289,000, proposed 
schedule, and home design. 
 
Councilmember Anderson asked if there will be any spec homes.  Nathan Jones, 
Tollerg Homes, said they intend to begin with two model homes. 
 
Mayor Rice asked if they could build other homes than a split level.  Mr. Jones 
shared an example of a home demoed and then built with a new split level that 
sold for $219,000.  He noted the market is not that good and the example is on 7th 
Avenue and is a dead-end lot. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg noted these lots are much nicer so the interest should be 
much better. 
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Council consensus was to proceed with Tollberg Homes for the lots at 10XX 
Madison Street/Jefferson Street. 
 

3.3 Discussion; Non-Motorized Crossing Project – Decision on Barrier Design 
Options. 
 
Mr. Lee shared the staff report stating Trunk Highway 10 Access Planning Study 
was completed in September 2014. On November 3, 2014, the City Council 
accepted the Trunk Highway 10 Access Planning Study with some noted concerns 
in regards to the implementation of the various projects that make up the study.  
 
The first project in the study planned to be implemented is the Trunk Highway 
10–Non-Motorized Crossing Project. The goal of this project is to encourage 
pedestrians to cross only at designated crosswalks in the area of Fairoak and 
Thurston Avenue. This would be accomplished by adding pedestrian trailways on 
both the north and south sides of Trunk Highway 10, and installing a barrier in the 
median. 
 
The Project Management Team for the Trunk Highway 10–Non-Motorized 
Crossing Project has met three times now. Prior to the second meeting, a Design 
Option Matrix was developed. At the second meeting, the options were narrowed 
down to: 
• Option 2C - a raised median with a decorative fence in the middle 
• Option 4 - A “J style” concrete barrier - This was kept in consideration knowing 
that Mn/DOT would have no issues with this type of barrier 
 
On January 15, the third Project Management Team meeting was held. At this 
meeting, it was communicated that given the current speed limit/ design speed of 
TH10 in this area, there is a required 31 foot clear zone. As a result, a fence in the 
median or on top of a concrete barrier will not be allowed by Mn/DOT because it 
is not an accepted standard. To determine if it could be a standard would require 
conducting a $250,000 crash study. It was also concluded that this project does 
NOT require municipal consent because it is a safety project and currently does 
not increase capacity or change or restrict access. 
 
Based on this, it was concluded at this meeting that there are currently two 
options: 
• A concrete median barrier – perhaps 54” in height 
• A fence along the southside, north of the frontage road from Cutters Lane to 
Fairoak – this requires the access at Culvers and Super America to be removed. 
There would also a fence on the northside from the Liquor Store access driveway 
to Calvary Cemetery – this will require the closure of the Calvary Cemetery 
access driveway 
 
Staff has communicated with Pete Lemke of Bolton-Menk, the Project Manager 
for this project, stating that the City of Anoka will not support either of these two 
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remaining options. Mr. Lemke has informed staff that Bolton-Menk will continue 
to seek other options. 
 
On a separate note related to the Trunk Highway 10 Access Planning Study, 
Bolton-Menk continues to work for the City of Anoka on alignment and design 
options related to Green Haven Parkway, which will run from Green Haven Road 
to Thurston Avenue. Bolton-Menk’s current priority is to develop concepts for a 
Fairoak Avenue overpass of Trunk Highway 10. 
 
Mr. Lee introduced Pete Lemke of Bolton-Menk and Andrew Witter of Anoka 
County. 
 
Mayor Rice inquired about the entrance starting by the liquor store resulting in no 
exit off Highway 10 once the fence goes in.   
 
Councilmember Freeburg said the fence will look terrible as it will attract trash 
and debris.   
 
Mr. Witter outlined the placement of the fence and how the Kmart access could 
service the frontage road.   
 
Mayor Rice said the intent is to discourage pedestrians from crossing making it 
easier to go to Fairoak.  Mr. Witter said the intent is to encourage pedestrians to 
use the pedestrian trails to access their likely ultimate destinations by Culvers, etc. 
 
Councilmember Weaver asked if the pedestrians will cross and then walk to the 
next gap.  He also asked if the fence is a throw-away project.  Mr. Witter said the 
distance is about the same and that people will not go west and then east so this 
route will hopefully work.  He said with regard to the second question he said 
there are portions of the project they will be able to salvage, such as the large 
portion of the median barrier possibly.  Mr. Witter said Anoka County is in a hard 
spot because MnDOT is telling us to do J-barrier but we are trying to come up 
with other solutions.  He said this is a good project as it shows momentum by 
implementing projects along the corridor and keeps the focus on problems along 
Highway 10.  Mr. Witter said they are working hard on concepts but MnDOT is 
being less than flexible from our perspective.  He noted they have said if they 
want to do it fine but it will not be included under their project. 
 
Mr. Lee clarified there is no municipal consent with this project but it is not 
needed unless there is closure to any accesses along Highway 10.  Mr. Witter 
agreed but said they will not look forward to a project without municipal consent. 
 
Mr. Lee said the total project will cost $830,000 and the grant amount is 
$700,000.   
 
Mr. Witter said the fence project is new so we will need to flesh that out too. 
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Mr. Lee said the $700,000 grant is money the County received and that they will 
do another $30,000. 
 
Mayor Rice said he was surprised a fence costs that much.  Mr. Witter said the 
fence is a fairly large structure that will include drainage concerns as well but said 
there will likely funds left over. 
 
Mayor Rice said if we are to do a barricade with a fence, we cannot even afford 
the project.  Mr. Lee said it was really MnDOT’s response to show us the project 
is too expensive.  
 
Mr. Witter said this project could be done in some areas but it probably would not 
pass based on the crash study because nothing can be on top of the fence. 
 
Mayor Rice inquired about the green slats seen along other highways.  Mr. Lee 
said those are just visual barriers and can be climbed through. 
 
Councilmember Weaver suggested strand barb wire but said that will not stop 
pedestrians.   
 
Mr. Witter said MnDOT is adamant that anything used be crash-tested but noted 
that over 11 years there have been only three instances of cross-over. 
 
Councilmember Weaver said he would be more amicable to a fence.  Mayor Rice 
agreed, adding a trail needs to be included as well. 
 
Mr. Witter said the fence on the south side and accessed near Culvers and 
SuperAmerica would need to be closed but thinks they have good access with the 
signals and Fairoak interchange. 
 
Councilmember Weaver said that mid-street access is bad and needs to go 
anyway. 
 
Mr. Witter said if the City and County move forward with any project that access 
would be closed anyway, adding sometimes it’s easier to do these types of 
projects in phases.   
 
Councilmember Freeburg asked if the fence in front of SuperAmerica and the 
ditch and service road will be cleaned up first.  Mr. Witter said the ditch serves for 
drainage purposes so the fence will actually be very near the frontage road. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg asked whose the fence will belong to.  Mr. Witter said 
that topic is up for discussion, stating MnDOT may be responsible but then they 
will want to choose the fence that they would maintain so the City needs to keep 
that in mind. 
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Mr. Lee said staff recommends the City maintain the fence during the interim and 
once it goes away we take ownership and use at a dog park or for another similar 
use. 
 
Councilmember Weaver asked what if the fence is in poor condition and not 
usable.  Mr. Lee agreed maybe not in that instance but noted the City can 
maintain the fence on the sides but not safely in the median. 
 
Mr. Witter said if the fence is damaged by a driver, we can charge their insurance, 
adding the City may want to install traffic cameras. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt said the fence is lesser of two evils but if a concrete 
barrier goes up it will stay forever and we do not want that. 
 
Mr. Lee said the barriers would be lot higher too, very similar to the bridge area in 
Big Lake. 
 
Councilmember Weaver said we will not even be able to see to the other side in 
that instance.   
 
Mr. Witter shared a rendering of a possible fence.  He said the County does not 
have a preference and it will be up to the City. 
 
Councilmember Anderson confirmed they would fill in the ditch and put the fence 
on top of the dirt. 
 
Mr. Cruikshank said he does not believe any of these scenarios are good for the 
City, stating our opinion is no project but since this comes under the umbrella of 
safety, it is the right solution for Highway 10.  He said he does not like the side 
fences at all but just do a center only and at least have under-growth in the 
median.  Mr. Cruikshank said you are put in a losing situation because if the 
Council does not approve it you will look bad because of pedestrian safety.  He 
said the City will not be able to maintain this fence if constructed. 
 
Mayor Rice said the fence is the best choice but it will suffer damage and will 
collect garbage and look very bad.  Mr. Lee noted we would get a powder-coated 
aluminum and the fence would be in MnDOT right-of-way. 
 
Mr. Witter said they have not spoken with MnDOT yet about who maintains the 
fence but they will likely tell us to maintain it, especially if the City “chooses” a 
particular type. 
 
Council consensus was to tell MnDOT they do not want a fence installed along 
Highway 10. 
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Mayor Rice asked what will keep people from crossing.  Mr. Witter said the 
ultimate design for that would be a concrete median all the way. 
 
Councilmember Weaver said we will have pedestrian crossing places such as by 
Culvers. 
 
Mr. Lee said Bolton-Menk is looking at a concept for a Fairoak overpass, 
including costs and impacts, and should have concepts in February. 
 
Councilmember Weaver asked how the elevations work as a flyover will not need 
to be as high so maybe Fairoak goes under as one option. 
 
Mr. Witter there will be similar impacts because Fairoak has to go down because 
of the bridge structure for Highway 10. 
 
Mr. Lee shared a proposed Green Haven Parkway project, stating staff will know 
if they are successful by March 1.  He showed the preferred alignment by 
Verndale, stating the other option is Fairoak but thought this one is better because 
there is more valuable property to allow for development of townhomes in this 
area.  Mr. Lee said they have another municipal agreement grant for $750,000 and 
could get $1.5 million to move forward if successful.  He said staff will keep the 
Council informed. 
 
Mayor Rice said if the parkway is on Fairoak you would not eliminate the 
townhome opportunity.  Mr. Lee agreed but said these would be less desirable lots 
closer to commercial than residential.   
 
Mayor inquired about cutting the corner.  Mr. Lee said we would need to acquire 
property and leave some along Highway 10 so this might be better in the short-
term.  He said the top priority is to get this going so it can act as a reliever during 
construction. 
 
Mr. Cruikshank referred to a recent meeting with four of the County 
Commissioners, other staff, and legislative representatives to request $125 million 
bonding bill for Highway 10.  He said there seemed to be a lot of support and the 
entire conversation revolved around our section of Highway 10, probably because 
of the bill for a third lane in Coon Rapids.  Mr. Cruikshank said because the study 
did not have an over/under pass there would be no funding for the first round but 
Commissioner Schulte made it clear that while it was not there they know we 
want a north/south S connection and will try to figure it out. 
 
Councilmember Weaver noted the study is funded over 25 years so nothing will 
be a quick fix.  Mr. Cruikshank said that is the biggest mixed message. 
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Councilmember Weaver said Commissioner Zelly attended the business 
partnership meeting whose members have Highway 10 concerns, adding this is 
highway does not just serve Anoka but the entire state. 
 
Mayor Rice inquired about the importance of the over/under pass.  
Councilmember Weaver said it is important for connecting the community instead 
of dividing the City with Highway 10 because we do not want to just move people 
through. 
 
Mayor Rice agreed, stating he does not want to inhibit the community. 
 
Mr. Cruikshank cautioned the Council, stating if we say no MnDOT could just 
respond with a jersey barrier anyway. 
 
Mayor Rice agreed but said jersey barriers are in many places around the State, 
even though they are unattractive.  
 
Councilmember Freeburg said there is one on the Champlin bridge. 
 
Mr. Lee said staff will have Bolton-Menk create a concept to see what a jersey 
barrier would look like and its visual impacts. 
 
Councilmember Weaver noted people will still scale the fence and cross Highway 
10, adding a fence will result in concerns about graffiti too. 
 
Mr. Lee said there are other colors too such as buff. 
 

3.4 Discussion; Consideration of Extension of Listing Agreement with Shingobee for 
Land at CSAH 116/7. 
 
Mr. Thorvig shared the staff report stating the City has 14+/- acres of land for sale 
at the northwest corner of County Road 116 and 7th Avenue. The land is zoned for 
commercial use. The City had a listing agreement with Shingobee Real Estate that 
started on March 1, 2014 and expired December 31, 2014. A letter was shared 
from Jon Fahning, Vice President of Real Estate Development of Shingobee 
summarizing work that has occurred and work they will continue to do if an 
extension is granted.  It has been general practice that initial listing agreements 
with brokers are done at a staff level. However staff would like to implement a 
new procedure that requires extensions of initial agreements to be reviewed by the 
City Council to allow the Council to analyze the work that has been completed 
and determine whether to continue with the current broker or shift focus.  Staff 
has been pleased with the work and customer service that Shingobee has provided 
and would recommend extending the agreement through December 31, 2015. 
 
Councilmember Weaver said he had no concerns with extending the listing 
agreement.  
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Councilmember agreed, stating Shingobee has been working very hard on this 
listing. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg inquired about marketing efforts.  Mr. Thorvig said 
they are currently marketing through Minnesota Commercial Association of 
Realtors, the City’s web page, and builders and contractors so a wide variety of 
contacts have been made from many different angles. 
 
Councilmember Weaver noted that once houses are constructed there will be a lot 
of interest. 
 
Council consensus was to extend the listing agreement with Shingobee Real 
Estate through December 31, 2015. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt said there may need to be discussion surrounding 
changing the vision and site use if needed.  
 
Mr. Thorvig noted a big box user is now allowed which could be helpful in 
marketing. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt said White Drug is building in many areas.  Mr. Thorvig 
agreed, stating they have had contact with Hy-Vee grocery as well. 
 

4. OTHER BUSINESS  
 

4.1 Staff Update. 
 
 None. 
 

5. COUNCILMEMBERS COMMENTS  
 

Councilmember Freeburg inquired about the difference between Homes 4 Youth 
requesting shelter space and the proposed veterans’ cottages.  Mayor Rice said the 
difference is Homes 4 Youth was trying to establish a temporary sleeping facility 
where the cottages would provide permanent housing.  He noted Homes 4 Youth 
was also requesting financial support. 
 
Councilmember Weaver agreed, stating this housing will not be transitional.  
 
Commissioner Bonthuis added the housing is being proposed as affordable 
housing and not a shelter. 
 
Councilmember Weaver stated the zoning is also appropriate for this location 
where the Homes 4 Youth location was not properly zoned for that type of use. 
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6. ADJOURNMENT 
 
Mayor Rice adjourned the Regular Worksession meeting at 6:38 p.m. 

Submitted by:  Cathy Sorensen, TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 

Approval Attestation: 
  
Amy T. Oehlers, City Clerk 
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE ANOKA CITY COUNCIL 
ANOKA CITY HALL 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
FEBRUARY 2, 2015 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

Mayor Rice called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m., followed by the Pledge of 
Allegiance. 

 
2. ROLL CALL 
 

Present at roll call:  Mayor Rice, Councilmembers Anderson, Freeburg, Schmidt, and 
Weaver. 
 
Staff present:  City Manager Tim Cruikshank; Director of Public Services/City Engineer 
Greg Lee; Economic Development Manager Erik Thorvig; City Attorney Scott 
Baumgartner; and Recording Secretary Cathy Sorensen. 
 
Absent at roll call:  None. 

 
3. COUNCIL MINUTES 
 

3.1 Minutes of January 20, 2015. 
 
Motion by Councilmember Anderson, seconded by Councilmember Schmidt, to 
waive the reading and approve the January 20, 2015 Regular Meeting. 
 
Vote taken.  All ayes.  Motion carried. 
  

4. OPEN FORUM 
 

4.1 Senator Branden Petersen. 
 
City Manager Tim Cruikshank introduced Senator Branden Petersen.   
 
Senator Branden Petersen thanked the Council for the opportunity to speak and 
highlight the current legislative session.  He said he has the wonderful opportunity 
to build on the great work already began, particularly education and transportation 
infrastructure.  Senator Petersen said this is a great cooperative bi-partisan 
delegation and while there are still challenges they have had successes such as the 
Armstrong Boulevard interchange in Ramsey they still need to continue with that 
work with an expansion of the lane from Hanson Boulevard up to Anoka.  Senator 
Petersen shared the significant work they are doing with education, stating all 
Anoka Hennepin schools are faced with consistent inequities in funding so they 
are working on a pilot program to provide $7 million to schools.  He said he is 
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always open to hearing about the City’s priorities and encouraged constituents to 
meet with him on their concerns as well. 

 
Councilmember Weaver informed the Senator about the cottage restoration and 
veterans housing proposal and stated the real issue is the Thurston/Fairoak 
interchanges and how he hopes we stay focused on this project and not just adding 
a third lane on Highway 10.  He also shared about proposed project at the Rum 
River Dam to create a redundant barrier to invasive species, stating the Dam is a 
regional asset that protects the watershed even farther up north. 

 
Senator Petersen said sometimes these projects can take a long time but said they 
will continue to work on the project at the Dam as it affects reach from here to 
Mille lacs.  He stated they will also work on the Thurston/Fairoak and interchange 
and said while he does not serve on the Transportation Committee he wants to 
learn how this fits in with the current projects. 

 
Councilmember Schmidt asked which committees the Senator serves.  Senator 
Petersen said he serves on the Education/Finance Policy, State and Local 
Government, and Higher Education Committees.  

 
Councilmember Schmidt said he serves on the Executive Board of Metro Cities 
and asked if the Senator is serving at all with Thrive 2040.  Senator Petersen 
agreed this area has been left out of the long-term planning areas and that this is 
one of their focuses, stating new appointments will hopefully bring some equity to 
the representation.  He said this administration is focused on the urban core and 
more outlying areas are important too. 
 

5. PUBLIC HEARING(S) 
 

None. 
 

6. CONSENT AGENDA 
 

Councilmember Weaver thanked Parks & Recreation Board Commissioner Mark Biers 
for his service, stating he brought a great “working-man” vision to the Board and will be 
missed. 
 
Motion by Councilmember Weaver, seconded by Councilmember Schmidt, to approve 
Consent Agenda 6.1 through 6.4. 

  
6.1 Approved Verified Bills. 

 
6.2 Revising and Setting Council Calendars.  

 
6.3 Acceptance of Resignation from Parks & Recreation Board; Mark Biers. 
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6.4 Issuance of a Massage Therapist License; Sherry Winstead-Swendra at Conchita 
Bodyworkz. 

 
Vote taken.  All ayes.  Motion carried.  
 

7.      REPORTS OF OFFICERS, BOARDS AND COMMITTEES 
 

None. 
 

8. PETITIONS, REQUESTS AND COMMUNICATION 
 

None. 
 

9. ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS 
 

9.1 ORD/Approval of Purchase Agreement; Hearth Development.  
 (2nd Reading) 

 
Councilmember Weaver announced he will be abstaining from discussion on this 
item. 
 
ORDINANCE 
 
Economic Development Manager Erik Thorvig shared a staff report with 
background information to the Council stating the City of Anoka and Hearth 
Development desire to enter into a purchase agreement for 1.57 acres of land at 
the southeast corner of 2nd Avenue and Harrison Street. Hearth Development 
wishes to build the Gladstone Cooperative, a 59-unit senior cooperative. The City 
had the land listed for $295,000. Hearth Development has agreed to pay the 
asking price. A $39,200 brokerage fee is due to Cassidy Turley for their work in 
listing and securing Hearth Development. 
 
The developer has indicated they have 26 pre-sales to date. An additional 20 are 
needed to secure financing by HUD for the project. The Letter of Intent that was 
entered into identified a closing date of April 30, 2015. The developer has 
requested a closing date of August 31, 2015 to allow sufficient time to secure pre-
sales. It is anticipated closing would occur earlier however it builds time into the 
agreement if it is needed.  The purchase price is $295,000 with a brokerage fee of 
$39,200 owed to Cassidy Turley. Net proceed is $255,800. Proceeds of the sale 
will go to the Thurston Corridor (Enterprise Park) Tax Increment Finance District 
as funds from this district were used for the original purchase of the property. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg said this will be a great opportunity for senior living. 
 

16 of 243



February 2, 2015 (Regular) 
Page 4 of 12 

Motion by Councilmember Freeburg, seconded by Councilmember Anderson, to 
hold second reading and adopt an ordinance to convey real property to Hearth 
Development, LLC. 
 
Upon a roll call vote: Mayor Rice, Councilmembers Anderson, Freeburg, and 
Schmidt voted in favor.  Councilmember Weaver abstained.  Motion carried. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt noted this project will have a great view of the Dam. 

 
9.2 RES/2015 SRP; Slab Town – Approve Plans and Specifications, Authorize 

Advertisement for Bids, Set a Bid Date.  
  

RESOLUTION 
 
Director of Public Services/City Engineer Greg Lee shared a staff report with 
background information to the Council regarding the Slab Town Project. After the 
hearing the Council adopted a resolution authorizing the preparation of 
engineering plans and specifications. The plans and specifications are complete 
and the next step in the Chapter 429 process is to adopt a resolution approving the 
plans and authorizing the advertisement for bid. 
 
The streets that are proposed to be included in this 2015 project are as follows: 
 
State Avenue Highway 10 to Green Haven Road 
Wingfield Avenue Highway 10 to Green Haven Road 
Branch/Wingfield Alley Highway 10 to Martin Street 
Branch Avenue Highway 10 to Martin Street 
Branch/Ferry Alley Highway 10 to Pleasant Street 
Ferry/Maple Alley Highway 10 to Pleasant Street 
Maple Avenue Highway 10 to Pleasant Street 
Green Haven Road State Avenue to Wingfield Avenue 
Martin Street State Avenue to Ferry Street 
Pleasant Street State Avenue to Ferry Street 
 
The proposed project will involve the total reconstruction of the streets and alleys, 
including the replacement of the concrete curb and gutters and the bituminous 
surfacing. In addition, the existing sidewalks, driveways and driveway aprons will 
be replaced within the right-of-way. The alleys will include a surmountable 
ribbon type curb with a width of 20’ back to back. Within City right of ways, the 
sanitary sewer will be replaced with new 8” or larger PVC main and the 
watermain will be replaced with new 8” or larger ductile iron watermain. All 
sewer and water services of Anoka properties fronting on the above streets will 
also be replaced. 
 
Councilmember Anderson confirmed the project involves Prospect Avenue and 
that they alley is not part of the project.  Mr. Lee said that is correct, stating the 
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project will be north of Pleasant Street and east of Ferry Street and the alley is not 
included because this is a potential area for redevelopment. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg said this is actually two-years’ worth of projects in one 
year.  Mr. Lee said this is a very Street Renewal Program (SRP) project at $2.5 
million, which came about by utilizing revenue from the electric utility combined 
with funds from the SRP fund instead of resurfacing.  He said they will be doing 
above and beyond the normal project and using funds for both 2015 and 2016 
instead of doing a street resurfacing only. 
 
Mr. Cruikshank clarified the City will still be conducting the regular street 
resurfacing program as scheduled. 
 
Motion by Councilmember Schmidt, seconded by Councilmember Weaver, to 
adopt a resolution approving plans & specifications authorizing advertisement for 
bids and setting bid date for the 2015 SRP – Slab Town. 
 
Councilmember Weaver asked how many miles of roads have been done along 
with Street Surface Improvement Program (SSIP).  Mr. Lee said since 2000 they 
have completed over 20 miles of street, adding they are not just resurfacing but 
doing all infrastructure such as concrete curb, driveways, new storm sewer, signs, 
lights, etc. so this is more like a neighborhood revitalization project. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt noted this next project will get us to 24 miles since 
2000. 
 
Mr. Lee said one change to the project will be the drainage, which will go to the 
west towards the golf course and will involve reworking the pond at the course, 
which will result in an asset as it will be a water feature on the greens.  He said a 
lot of water already goes there so this pond will help get the water there faster and 
drain better.   
 
Councilmember Freeburg asked if dredging can occur on a wetland, noting they 
could not do this on the back 9 part of the course.  Mr. Lee said dredging is 
allowed if it increases the size of the pond. 
 
Councilmember Weaver said with the water volume increased that pond drains 
into a system that drains to the Mississippi River.  Mr. Lee said the water will 
actually drain south to Highway 10 and then to the Rum River. 
 
Councilmember Weaver asked if more water will move faster and increasing the 
chance of flooding the fairway.  Mr. Lee said the balance will not change in the 
pond and will actually accommodate the water better if larger.  He noted the 
project will happen over a couple days and will not affect any golfing. 
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Councilmember Freeburg asked if the pond will be deeper.  Mr. Lee said a deeper 
pond will not help so it has to be larger, adding they will be digging up the current 
rip rap. 
 
Mayor Rice asked if the drainage system will result in standing water on Green 
Haven.  Mr. Lee said this will not occur. 
 
Mayor Rice said the SRP is aimed at the worst neighborhoods and having 
100+year old streets in the City there are a lot of roads in need of repair.  He said 
this project will be good. 
 
Upon a roll call vote: Mayor Rice, Councilmembers Anderson, Freeburg, 
Schmidt, and Weaver voted in favor.  Motion carried. 

 
9.3 ORD/Second Amendment to Purchase Agreement with Landmark of Anoka.  
 (2nd Reading) 
 

ORDINANCE 
 
Mr. Thorvig shared a staff report with background information to the Council 
stating that on May 21, 2014 a purchase agreement was signed by the City and 
developer for Rum River Shores North. At the time Rum River Shores North was 
proposed to be a 62 lot, single family subdivision on 30 acres of City-owned land 
near the intersection of County Road 116 and 7th Avenue. In September an 
amendment was made to the purchase agreement changing several key dates. 
Since then staff has been working with the developer to finalize the deal. In 
December the developer attended a City Council worksession to discuss the 
possibility of bringing Ryland Homes on as the main developer and predominant 
builder of the project. In general the City Council felt comfortable with this 
arrangement provided the quality of development and home values are 
maintained. These details will be addressed in the Development Agreement with 
Ryland.  By including Ryland the lot count increased from 62 to 67. The purchase 
agreement is written where if lot count increases the purchase price increases by 
$15,000/lot. The increase in lots resulted in a new purchase price of $1,020,000. 
The developer has requested to keep the original purchase price of $945,000, 
which would reduce the price per lot to $13,880.59. The request is due to 
increases in overall development costs. 
 
The contingency portion of the agreement also has been amended. Originally a 
Development Agreement between Landmark of Anoka and the City of Anoka was 
going to occur. With Ryland being the primary developer the Development 
Agreement will be between the City of Anoka and Ryland.  Even though Ryland 
will act as the main developer, the City will still be selling land to Landmark of 
Anoka who has separate agreements with Ryland. 
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Councilmember Anderson said there has been a lot of previous discussion 
regarding this request and he is anxious to see this get underway. 

 
Motion by Councilmember Anderson, seconded by Councilmember Freeburg, to 
hold second reading and adopt an ordinance for a second amendment of a 
purchase agreement to convey real property to Landmark of Anoka, LLC. 
 
Upon a roll call vote: Mayor Rice, Councilmembers Anderson, Freeburg, and 
Schmidt voted in favor.  Councilmember Weaver voted against.  Motion carried. 

 
9.4 RES/Approving a Development Agreement with The Ryland Group.  
  

RESOLUTION 
 
Mr. Thorvig shared a staff report with background information to the Council 
stating that in September 2014 a development agreement was approved for the 
Rum River Shores North residential project.  This agreement was with Landmark 
of Anoka. The development agreement outlined various responsibilities of the 
developer and the City throughout the term of the project. 
 
In December, Landmark of Anoka presented a proposal to the City Council, 
which would bring Ryland in as developer of the project and predominant home 
builder. The City Council generally gave the go ahead for Ryland to partner with 
Landmark of Anoka for development of a 67 lot single family subdivision.  Given 
this different arrangement a new development agreement is needed with The 
Ryland Group. Much of the original agreement is the same and Mr. Thorvig 
shared some of those highlights, including no vinyl or aluminum siding on front 
façade of home; and 50,000 cu yard of dirt no more than, developer anticipates 
30,000. 
 
Councilmember Weaver questioned if the proposed language describes the intent 
well enough to have Hardy board type siding.   
 
Mayor Rice agreed, stating it could be interpreted as stucco, EFIS, etc.   
 
Mr. Thorvig said the zoning district permits an amount of steel or vinyl, which 
leaves the remaining with cement board.  He said if Council wants to amend the 
language staff could but said it was drafted based on the current zoning ordinance. 
 
Councilmember Weaver said Paragraph 22 should state the developer will restore 
the site acceptable to the City.  Mr. Thorvig said the developer will have to submit 
a grading plan to Engineering but Council could approve if it so chooses. 
 
Councilmember Weaver said he would like to see the top soil replaced as before.  
Mr. Thorvig said staff understands Council direction. 
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City Attorney Scott Baumgartner noted discretion by the Council can limit the 
Council as well. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg said some facades have nice shakes, which are fine; he 
just does not want to see vinyl lap siding.  He said with the commercial corner he 
is more concerned about the finished product and not what we can grow in the 
field again, stating this area is becoming popular and we will want commercial on 
this site sooner than expected. 
 
Councilmember Weaver agreed but said he would like the replacement dirt to be 
good topsoil. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg suggested leaving the dirt in a pile.  Councilmember 
Schmidt disagreed, saying the dirt should be redistributed over the site.  He noted 
the developer will be committed to this project based on the pool and the $1.6 
million they are contributing. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg said this has been a long journey and it will be great to 
get this property on the tax rolls, adding it will be an exceptional development. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt asked if there have been discussions on a timeline for 
Ryland.  Mr. Thorvig said this will likely take a couple years but that 2017-2018 
is reasonable. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt said this will bring substantial taxes to the City, 
especially with the infrastructure the developer is doing. 

 
Motion by Councilmember Weaver, seconded by Councilmember Anderson, to 
adopt a resolution approving development agreement with The Ryland Group, 
Inc. including topsoil replacement subject to Engineering and specific language 
regarding vinyl or aluminum lap siding on the front façades similar Rum River 
Shores Phase I houses.  
 
Councilmember Weaver said he wants to protect the overall investment of the 
entire project with the language regarding the façades. 
 
Mr. Thorvig noted the zoning district outlines 75-percent of materials has to be 
brick, stone, or cement board. 
 
Mayor Rice said that would still leave room for 25-percent of materials for 
shakes, etc. 
 
Upon a roll call vote: Mayor Rice, Councilmembers Anderson, Freeburg, 
Schmidt, and Weaver voted in favor.  Motion carried. 

 

21 of 243



February 2, 2015 (Regular) 
Page 9 of 12 

9.5 RES/Approving a Joint Powers Agreement with the City of Ramsey; Sewer/Water 
Services.  

  
RESOLUTION 
 
Mr. Lee shared a staff report with background information to the Council stating 
the City of Anoka has entered in to an agreement for the purchase for two 
properties along Trunk Highway 10; 6050 and 6058 Trunk Highway 10 (PIN #35-
32-31-0004 and 35-32-25-31-0001). It is the City’s intention to prepare these 
parcels for future development by providing utility services. 
 
The City studied several options to provide both water and sanitary service to 
these properties. Mr. Lee summarized the four options to provide services to these 
properties, including Option 1 – Service provided by the City of Ramsey - 
Ridgepoint: $40,000; Option 2 – Service provided by the City of Ramsey – 
Frontage Road: $350,000; Option 3 – Service provided by Anoka from north of 
Highway 10: $375,000; and Option 4 – Service provided by Anoka from Cutters 
Grove Avenue: $550,000 
 
Mr. Lee noted similar agreements with Coon Rapids and Ramsey were approved 
last week. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt referred to the excess fill and berm and an estimate of 
how much material there will be and if we should have a cap.  Mr. Lee said the 
material is not of high quality and will probably have to be screened, adding there 
could be 1/6 of material out there so there will be a lot remaining. 
 
Councilmember Weaver said he hopes they use it all because this will be a 
win/win for both, adding the trailhead for the adventure access onto Kings Island 
is remarkable.  He said Pete Turok of the Anoka Chamber was asked by the 
Minnesota Waterfowl Association to host their local banquet so they recently 
toured the area to show him the work that has occurred, including the wood duck 
houses by the youth and the handicap accessible duck blinds, as well as the water 
and bridge crossings and trails. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt said if we know we have a need for the material it would 
be fine but if we that is fine too. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg said the material is not really of any value. 
 
Councilmember Schmidt complimented staff and Mr. Lee in particular on this 
project. 
 
Mayor Rice asked if the top of the berm is the boundary.  Mr. Lee said the crest is 
on the City parcel about 15 feet over and these will be walk-out lots in Anoka. 
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Councilmember Schmidt said this will give owners right of access.  Mr. Lee said 
this will give us right of access and will be the City’s responsibility to maintain 
those lines. 
 
Mr. Thorvig said there will have to be another easement agreement between the 
City and developer for this access. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg inquired about the entrance off Highway 10 and if it 
will be barricaded and graded and have parking spots.  Mr. Lee said as part of the 
TH10 access study the plan shows a frontage road along the commercial 
properties in Ramsey with a parking lot going to Kings island as a right in/right 
out. 
 
Motion by Councilmember Weaver, seconded by Councilmember Schmidt, to 
adopt a resolution approving a joint powers agreement with the City of Ramsey 
for the construction and maintenance of water and sewer utilities to serve 6050 
and 6058 Trunk Highway 10. 
 
Mr. Cruikshank thanked the City of Ramsey for this win/win situation as well. 
 
Upon a roll call vote: Mayor Rice, Councilmembers Anderson, Freeburg, 
Schmidt, and Weaver voted in favor.  Motion carried. 

 
9.6 RES/Approving a Purchase Agreement; 514 Pierce Street.  
  

RESOLUTION 
 
Mr. Thorvig shared a staff report with background information to the Council 
stating that a development agreement was approved for the property at 514 Pierce 
Street is currently for sale. Direction was given at the December 8, 2014 
worksession to pursue purchase. The property consists of one building built in 
1984 and a small parking lot behind the building. The building has been vacant 
for over two years and is beginning to show signs of deferred maintenance on the 
exterior and interior.  He said the building will likely be demolished and the site 
will remain vacant until other parcels can be assembled for development or other 
opportunities become available. Long term redevelopment plans show this area 
developed for office/light industrial use. 
 
The purchase price is $146,000, which will be funded from the Commuter Rail 
Transit Village Tax Increment Finance district. The asking price is $325,000. The 
2015 taxable market value is $146,000. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg asked if the property goes from Pierce Street to North 
Street.  Mr. Thorvig outlined the two tax parcels involved. 
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Councilmember Weaver said he was the lone dissenter on this proposal before, 
stating we have more important properties to acquire and this one is a ways out.  
He said he feels there are more important properties to acquire in the CRTV and 
while Mr. Thorvig negotiated a great price he will not be supporting this 
acquisition. 
 
Mr. Thorvig said staff has sent letters of interest in acquiring to property owners 
north of the railroad and while these lots are not as high a priority they will have 
enough money in Phase II of TIF for future acquisitions. 

 
Mayor Rice said this purchase price is right so it should be the time to buy, adding 
we could allow the parcel to sell and then have to purchase from them in the 
future at a higher price.   

 
Motion by Councilmember Anderson, seconded by Councilmember Freeburg, to 
adopt a resolution approving purchase of real property 514 Pierce Street. 
 
Councilmember Freeburg agreed this acquisition may be early but said the 
opportunity is here now. 
 
Mayor Rice said the purpose of TIF is to promote redevelopment and new 
development and we cannot do that if we do not assemble properties and provide 
some incentives to future developers, adding this area will generate momentum 
soon. 
 
Upon a roll call vote: Mayor Rice, Councilmembers Anderson, Freeburg voted in 
favor.  Councilmember Weaver voted against.  Councilmember Schmidt 
abstained.  Motion carried. 
 

10. UNFINISHED BUSINESS  
 

None.  
 

11. NEW BUSINESS 
 

11.1 Consideration of Intent to Renew Connectivity Services Agreement with Anoka 
County.  
 
Mr. Cruikshank shared a staff report with background information to the Council 
stating that in 2011 the City of Anoka entered into the Connectivity Services 
Agreement with Anoka County (regarding the fiber broadband connectivity 
throughout Anoka County). The initial term of the agreement is set to expire on 
August 16, 2015. The agreement provides for a total of three (3) renewal periods, 
each consisting of five (5) years. The agreement further provides that the City 
shall provide a written notice of their intent to renew not less than 180 days before 
the end of the term of the initial agreement. That 180 days ends on February 17th.  
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This would be a Letter of Intent to notify the County that the City intends to 
renew the contract. Between now and the August 16th expiration date, City staff 
and the City Attorney will be working with Anoka County on preparation of a 
renewal contract.  He noted there has not been a lot of changes to this contract 
since it began, including price and funding. 
 
Motion by Councilmember Schmidt, seconded by Councilmember Freeburg, to 
waive the reading and approve the January 20, 2015 Regular Meeting. 
 
Mayor Rice asked if the City has been seeing any benefits with this project.  Mr. 
Cruikshank said they have not seen any problems, adding the potential is great as 
all cities/county are connected and the hope is that cooperation and sharing will 
become easier in the future with other projects which is good. 
 
Vote taken.  All ayes.  Motion carried. 
 

12. UPDATES AND REPORTS 
 

12.1 Tentative Agenda(s). 
 

The Council reviewed the tentative agendas of the upcoming Council meetings. 
 
 12.2 Staff and Council Input. 

 
Councilmember Weaver thanked all the volunteers and staff that helped make the 
second annual Winterfest at Green Haven a great success, despite the weather.   

 
13. ADJOURNMENT 

 
Councilmember Freeburg, made a motion to adjourn the Regular Council meeting.  
Councilmember Weaver, seconded the motion. 
 
Vote taken.  All ayes.  Motion carried. 
 
Time of adjournment:  8:06 p.m. 

Submitted by:  Cathy Sorensen, TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 

Approval Attestation: 
  
Amy T. Oehlers, City Clerk 
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Consent Agenda 
Item Description Verified Bills 
Submitted By Lori Yager, Finance Director 

 

CONSENT AGENDA 
Consent agenda contains several separate items which are acted upon by the Council in one motion.  
Upon request, any Consent Agenda item may be removed, and if necessary, placed somewhere else  

on the agenda or on a future agenda for Council discussion & action. 
 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION  
 
Each Council meeting the City Council is presented with two lists of bills.  One list has been paid prior to the 
meeting to take advantage of discounts and to prevent late fees.  The other list is for payments which are 
prepared to be paid.  City Council ratification of the prepaid bills and approval of the bills to be paid is 
required.   
 
If you have questions about a particular bill, please call me at 576-2771. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT 
 
Will vary from meeting to meeting. 
 
COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 
 
Approval of the Consent Agenda will mean ratification and approval of the Bill List(s). 
 

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 6.1 
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Consent Agenda 
Item Description Monthly Council Calendars 
Submitted By Amy Oehlers, City Clerk 

 

CONSENT AGENDA 
Consent agenda contains several separate items which are acted upon by the Council in one motion.  
Upon request, any Consent Agenda item may be removed, and if necessary, placed somewhere else  

on the agenda or on a future agenda for Council discussion & action. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION  

Attached are the proposed meeting calendars/schedule(s). 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

None. 

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 

Approval of the Consent Agenda will mean approval of the City Council Calendars/Schedule(s), as may be 
amended from time to time. 

 

 

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 6.2 
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THIS CALENDAR IS POSTED IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH THE OPEN MEETING LAW, WHICH INDICATES A MEETING MUST 

BE POSTED WHEN A MAJORITY OF COUNCILMEMBERS WILL OR MAY BE IN ATTENDANCE.  NO OFFICIAL BUSINESS OF 
NON-REGULAR OR NON-SPECIAL MEETINGS WILL BE CONDUCTED AND NO RECORD OF THOSE EVENT WILL BE KEPT.  
*ASTERIK DATES ARE OPTIONAL MEETINGS FOR THE CITY COUNCIL AND QUORUMS MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Monday 02 Regular Meeting/City Council City Hall Council Chambers 7:00 p.m. 
Monday 09 City Council Goals Session Green Haven Golf Course & Event 

Center, 2800 Greenhaven Rd, Anoka 5:30 p.m. 

Tuesday 10* State of the Cities Green Haven Golf Course & Event 
Center, 2800 Greenhaven Rd, Anoka 

12:00 p.m. 

Monday 16 Closed for Holiday City Offices All Day 
Tuesday 17 City Council Worksession Council Worksession Room 5:00 p.m. 
Tuesday 17 Regular Meeting/City Council City Hall Council Chambers 7:00 p.m. 
Wednesday 18* Annual Employee Rcognition Public Safety Center 2:00 p.m. 
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THIS CALENDAR IS POSTED IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH THE OPEN MEETING LAW, WHICH INDICATES A MEETING MUST 

BE POSTED WHEN A MAJORITY OF COUNCILMEMBERS WILL OR MAY BE IN ATTENDANCE.  NO OFFICIAL BUSINESS OF 
NON-REGULAR OR NON-SPECIAL MEETINGS WILL BE CONDUCTED AND NO RECORD OF THOSE EVENT WILL BE KEPT.  
*ASTERIK DATES ARE OPTIONAL MEETINGS FOR THE CITY COUNCIL AND QUORUMS MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Monday 02 Regular Meeting/City Council City Hall Council Chambers 7:00 p.m. 
Monday 09* Anoka Charter Commission Mtg Council Worksession Roomm 6:00 p.m. 
Monday 09 City Council Joint Mtg with City of 

Dayton 
Green Haven Golf Course & Event 
Center, 2800 Greenhaven Rd, Anoka 

5:30 p.m. 

Friday 13* Annual Mayors Prayer Breakfast Green Haven Golf Course & Event 
Center, 2800 Greehaven Rd, Anoka 

7:15 a.m. 

Monday 16 City Council Worksession Council Worksession Room 5:00 p.m. 
Monday 16 Regular Meeting/City Council City Hall Council Chambers 7:00 p.m. 
Wednesday 18* Anoka Enterprise Park Annual Mtg Green Haven Golf Course & Event 

Center, 2800 Greenhaven Rd, Anoka 
12:00 p.m. 
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THIS CALENDAR IS POSTED IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH THE OPEN MEETING LAW, WHICH INDICATES A MEETING MUST 

BE POSTED WHEN A MAJORITY OF COUNCILMEMBERS WILL OR MAY BE IN ATTENDANCE.  NO OFFICIAL BUSINESS OF 
NON-REGULAR OR NON-SPECIAL MEETINGS WILL BE CONDUCTED AND NO RECORD OF THOSE EVENT WILL BE KEPT.  
*ASTERIK DATES ARE OPTIONAL MEETINGS FOR THE CITY COUNCIL AND QUORUMS MAY OR MAY NOT BE PRESENT. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Monday 06 Regular Meeting/City Council City Hall Council Chambers 7:00 p.m. 
Thursday 16* Anoka Board/Commission 

Appreciation Event 
Green Haven Golf Course & Event 
Center, 2800 Greenhaven Rd, Anoka 

5:00 p.m. – 
7:00 p.m. 

Monday 20 Anoka Board of Appeals & 
Equalization Mtg 

City Hall Council Chambers 5:30 p.m. 

Monday 20 Regular Meeting/City Council City Hall Council Chambers 7:00 p.m. 
Monday 27 City Council Worksession Council Worksession Room 5:00 p.m. 
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Consent Agenda 
Item Description Change Order No. 10; CRTV Project 
Submitted By Greg Lee 

 

CONSENT AGENDA 
Consent agenda contains several separate items which are acted upon by the Council in one motion.  
Upon request, any Consent Agenda item may be removed, and if necessary, placed somewhere else  

on the agenda or on a future agenda for Council discussion & action. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
On April 15, 2013, the City Council adopted a resolution awarding a construction contract to Sheehy 
Construction Company in the amount of $8,627,227.15 for the Anoka Station Parking Facility Improvement 
Project. 

With a project of this size and magnitude, it is common that unforeseen circumstances may arise that prompt the 
need for minor adjustments to the scope of the project. These adjustments are a necessary way to ensure that the 
project is completed in a timely manner and that the City gets the maximum benefit from this project.  
 
On June 17, 2013 the City Council accepted Change Order No.1 in the amount of $-0-. This included an 
insurance general liability adjustment from $4 million in coverage to $11 million. (Minor Work Order No. 1) 

On September 16, 2013 the City Council accepted Change Order No.2 in the amount of $7,303.00. This 
included a floor drain and storm drain piping. (Minor Work Order No. 2) 

On October 21, 2013 the City Council accepted Change Order No.3 in the amount of $70,557.00. This included: 
relocating existing antenna, waterproofing foundation, installing additional conduits for in-floor heating system 
controls, removing and salvaging three existing light poles. (Minor Work Order No. 3 - 8) 

On December 2, 2013 the City Council accepted Change Order No.4 in the amount of $14,877.00. This 
included: heat trace wiring, 1” water service, and scupper detail modifications (Minor Work Order No. 9, 10, & 
12). 

On January 21, 2014 the City Council accepted Change Order No.5 in the amount of $17,279.00. This included: 
CCTV Modifications, handhole installation in stair towers, adding a fire alarm control panel relay card, and the 
addition of seven (7) access panels in the pedestrian overpass (Minor Work Order No. 11, 13, 14, & 15). 

On March 3, 2014 the City Council accepted Change Order No.6 in the amount of $14,020.00. This included: 
sump pump alarm modification, canopy lighting fixture modification, and the installation of additional door 
frame support steel (Minor Work Order No. 17, 18, & 19). 

On March 17, 2014 the City Council accepted Change Order No.7 in the amount of $22,061.00. This included: 
Stairway Landing Handrail, Stair Tower Framing Supports, Elevator Systems Provisions, Elevator Camera 
Provisions, and Elevator Equipment Room Wiring Modifications (Minor Work Order No. 20, 21, 22, 23, & 24). 

On April 24, 2014 the City Council accepted Change Order No.8 in the amount of $18,395.00. This included: 
Elevator Roof Top Unit, and Transom Door Panel (Minor Work Order No. 25 & 26). 

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 6.3 
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On August 18, 2014 the City Council accepted Change Order No.9 in the amount of $104,482.00. This 
included: HVAC system installed in each elevator hoist-ways. 

 
DISCUSSION 
Change Order No. 10 for the Anoka Station Parking Facility Improvement Project has been submitted for 
review and approval (see attachment).  This is the Final Change Order for this project.  

The following is a summary of the items included in Change Order No. 10:  

Exterior Signage –larger lettering/more signage        $6,601.00  
Minor Work Order No. 27 
Address Plaques –revised address          $3,600.00  
Minor Work Order No. 28 
Lightweight Concrete –in stair towers and pedestrian overpass    $3,464.00  
Minor Work Order No. 29 
Additional; Re-Bar –in stair tower A         $7,088.00  
Minor Work Order No. 30 
Ticket Validation Machine –change wiring         $969.00  
Minor Work Order No. 31 
Decorative cornice –fabricate new cornice         $9,728.00  
Minor Work Order No. 32 
Break metal –added for the ceiling panels       $2,545.00  
Minor Work Order No. 33 
Cutting Structural Steel –for interior light fixtures      $1,884.00  
Minor Work Order No. 34 
Steel Plating –added for light fixtures in pedestrian overpass    $2,590.00  
Minor Work Order No. 35 
LED Lights –add LED lights in elevator room       $796.00  
Minor Work Order No. 36 
Cable feed –re-route cable feeds to cameras 1N and 1S      $2,344.00  
Minor Work Order No. 37 
Penalty for Completion Delay        ($78,500.00) 
Contract Adjustment           ($14,600.70) 
 
TOTAL – CHANGE ORDER No. 10       ($51.491.70)                                                                                              
 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
Change order No. 10 represents a $51,491.70 decrease in the original contract award of $8,627,227.15.  
The total of Change Orders No. 1 through 10 represents $217,482.30, an increase of 2.5% over the original 
contract award of $8,627,227.15.  

 
COUNCIL REQUESTED ACTION: 
It is recommended that the City Council accept the Anoka Station Parking Facility Improvement Project 
Change Order No. 10.  

57 of 243



58 of 243



MnDOT TP2460-01t2=t0 SHSETI OFI STIEETS

State of Minnesota - Departnrent of Transportatioh

}.YORK ORDÌR. MINOR EXTRA 1VORK # 27

Conlraoto¡: ShqehyConstrucJion Cqmpany
Addless: 360 lVest Lorpenteur Aveuue St. Paul, MN 55Ï13
Job Location: A¡oka, lvôI

State Project No. 103-080-002

Fecleral Project,N'o. CMAQ 0213 (108)

CorrtractNo;

In accordînce with Standnrd Specifications I t f)3 and t403, you are her,eby ¡ullro¡ized aud itslructed to do tl¡e rvotk described herein.

ESTIMATE OF COS.T

During conskuction, it 1l/as deterr¡ifiçd that the exterior sigping onThe we- [ side of lhe parkingrarnpneeded to be reviseal to mätch fhe

igì.eìiJ¡1*à¡Jl¡eÉveen.theCityofAnoiaanclMehoTãnsit-- ihewlstrqorpe¡terior"lAnokaStation"lettÊ¡ingintheplansrvillbe
iicreasedfior,,12'to18'lsll. Tiewestrarnpexte¡ior'MetroTiansit"T"logo,lvillbeincreasedftom18"j¡rdia¡neterto24'; In

n¿Jition, ," I 8" tall 'MetroTransif' logo will-be includecl on tlæ westrauìP exterío¡ abole 'lAnoka Station".

The Contractor shall ftrnish an¿ instalì 18" trll 3" cleep Avenir Heavy cast alurninum letters, The Cont¡actor shall furnish ancl inshll

a24''diatneter3l'd€'epçastalumitrumsign.T"logOsign,painletlto¡natch.MetroTransitcolorstandards. ThcContractorsholl

ñ'uish a¡rd instal an 18" talt 3t'ideçp casì alumiirin ¡'MekoTransitt'' logo lign, paÍrted to rnatch Metro Transit colo¡ standards.

Èuy,¡.oi lor trris rvork will.be ¡nadeät he negotiateduriít price as shown in the Estirnate of Cost tp include all equþmenù, labor¡ and

rnaterials,

This work is not expected fo beco¡ne, or affect the Conholling operation. Contact time will ¡rot be alterecl ¿¡s a result of rhis work

except qs proyided in lvtnlDÕll Specilication 1806.

West Rarnp Elevation Exterior Signing LUIvIP SUM
Modifications

Contract Amount is increased by: $ 6.601.00

$6;601.00 $6,601.00

ffiquire¿ fo¡ Work O¡ilers tltat exceed 55,000
**Recluired for Work Orders that sxceed $5,000 and related to the Pedestri0n Ove¡pass
**tRequired for Work O¡clers that cxcqed $25$0t00

3üt S"ifi:iiJËt*n*r,ioo ançr ro'ovative conrracting þ'burit wirh Final);

ðoií to I"p."l Agenc¡rand MñiÐOT ùlunicipal Agrecment Unit if fi¡uded whollyor in part by Local Agenc¡¡ Fmds

fan¡lr¡¡l Ìíme ic' ln¡rprsprì lendar Not

Signattue Daté

E*tsneinõr¡sljiéivìsor 
Þ*¡, \ ú.,y 5, MÁY ,l4eñ"¿t"rw.-U I î.9.11

fjffieafAse'úcA j
'Ót*t áZ'/z- î/îilq

@hoád Authorl¡4F¡a hrrarqg¡l

--< 
r-^r.-.rr>rb s,( zlt

**lúfettopolítan Council (lennant) \

ETEmt."tÞGt¡ict Eugineer

Wnrk C)r¿ler.c flrai exceed
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C:\Users\NTH\Documents\Estimates\KH-1201 CRTV Parking Facility\Access Door.xlsx
4/22/2014

Page 1 of 1

Budget Estimate

Date: 4/22/2014
Project: CRTV

Address: Anoka

Sec Qty. Unit Unit cost Item total
Section Sub-

Totals

Signage  $6,273
Letters $5,823

18" H x 3" d - brushed aluminum 12 ea $212.50 $2,550
18" H x 3" d - Painted "Metro Transit" logo 12 ea $233.75 $2,805
Custom Logo "T" 1 ea $467.50 $468

Installation  $450
Installation 1 LS $450.00 $450

Subcontractor cost $6,273 $6,273 $6,273
GC Mark-up 5% $313.63 $313.63 $313.63
Bond 1% $62.73 $62.73 $62.73
Job Total $6,649 $6,649 $6,649

Description

Revise Signage (PR#46)
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Work Order #30
Independent Cost Estimate
1/28/2015

Sheet No. Item Description Unit Quantity Cost Extension
Additional Rebar @ Column C2 1603 LBS 2.30$ 3,686.90$
Additional Rebar @ Stair A Foundation Wall 611 LBS 2.30$ 1,405.30$
Delivery 1 LS 500.00$ 500.00$

Sub-total 5,592.20$
15% Sub-Contractor Mark-up 838.83$

6,431.03$

5% Prime Contractor Markup 321.55$
1% Bond 64.31$
TOTAL 6,816.89$
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Work Order #32
Independent Cost Estimate
1/28/2015

Sheet No. Item Description Unit Quantity Cost Extension
Cornice Replacement 783 LBS 5.00$ 3,915.00$
Powder Coating 27 LF 75.00$ 2,025.00$
Lift Rental 1 LS 800.00$ 800.00$
Delivery 1 LS 1,000.00$ 1,000.00$

Sub-total 7,740.00$
15% Sub-Contractor Mark-up 1,161.00$

8,901.00$

5% Prime Contractor Markup 445.05$
1% Bond 89.01$
TOTAL 9,435.06$
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Planning Commission 
Item Description ORD/Zoning Text Amendment, Chpt 74, Article V, Division 4, 

Section 74-258, M-3 District. (1st reading) 
Submitted By Crystal Paumen, AICP City Planner 

 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
The City received an application from Dennis Sharp, owner of the property at 500 Bunker Lake Boulevard, for 
a zoning text amendment to allow exposed metal fasteners on an exterior wall of a building that is not visible 
from the public. He submitted a site plan for a mini-storage facility in October 2014 and received approval. 
Most of the storage facilities have garage doors located on the exterior wall. The trim around the garage doors 
as seen in the photos do not have exposed fasteners. The only walls that will have exposed fasteners are those 
walls that won’t have garage doors, highlighted in RED on the attached plans. The walls are adjacent to a six 
foot high berm and six foot fence, landscaping, or a wall facing the interior of the site.  
 
The text amendment would apply to properties zoned M-3 Light Industrial/Commercial Overlay Distinct, but 
not properties part of the Anoka Enterprise Park. The Anoka Enterprise Park has special covenants that do not 
allow factory fabricated or pre-engineered steel and finished metal framed panel construction.  

Included is a map that shows that four properties in the M-3 district can use factory fabricated or pre-engineered 
steel and finished metal framed panel construction.  
 
The Planning Commission held a public hearing on February 3rd at their regular meeting and recommended 
approval. There was one letter submitted to the City from the public regarding this application.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
 
 
COUNCIL REQUESTED ACTION: 
 
Approve the Ordinance.  

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 7.1.A 
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2015 First Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303 
Phone: (763) 576-2700  Website: www.ci.anoka.mn.us 

 
CITY OF ANOKA, MINNESOTA 

ORDINANCE 
 

ORD-2015-XXXX 
 
THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ANOKA ORDAINS: 
 
Section 1. Pursuant to Minnesota Law, the Anoka City Charter and the Anoka City 

Code, and upon a review of a study conducted by City staff and the Planning 
Commission, amendments of Chapter 74, Article V, Division 4, Section 74-
258 is hereby adopted, by an affirmative vote of a majority of the Anoka City 
Council members present, to read as Exhibit A, hereto attached, with 
underlined text inserted into existing code: 

 
Section 2: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effective upon passage and seven days  
  after publication. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 

Phil Rice, Mayor 
 
 
 
 

Amy T. Oehlers, City Clerk  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Introduced:  
Adopted:  
Published:  
Effective:  
 
  Aye  Nay  Abstain  Absent 
Rice         
Anderson         
Freeburg         
Schmidt         
Weaver         
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EXHIBIT A 
 
ARTICLE V.  District Regulations.  
 
DIVISION 4.  Industrial Districts.  
 
Section 74-258.  M-3 Light Industrial/Commercial Overlay District.  
 
  (h) Architectural control and appearance. The architectural control and appearance   
   standards in the M-1 district shall apply to non-residential buildings and structures in the  
   M-3 Light Industrial/Commercial Overlay District with the exception as stated in this  
   subsection.  
 
   (5) A building that has an exterior wall finish of factory fabricated or pre-  
    engineered steel and finished metal framed panel construction may have  
    exposed metal fasteners on walls that are adjacent to a minimum six foot berm  
    and six foot fence, on a wall facing the interior of the site, or adjacent to a tree  
    line or landscaping with evergreen trees ten feet on center, limiting the visibility  
    of the public. All other exterior walls must not have exposed fasteners.   
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STAFF 
REPORT 

 
       

A-2014-28 
Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment 

Chapter 74, Section 74-258 
Dennis Sharp 

February 3, 2015 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

 
The City received an application from Dennis Sharp, owner of the property at 500 Bunker Lake 
Boulevard for a zoning text amendment to allow exposed metal fasteners on an exterior wall of a 
building that is not visible from the public. He submitted a site plan for a mini-storage facility in 
October 2014 and received approval. Most of the storage facilities have garage doors located on 
the exterior wall. The trim around the garage doors as see in the photos does not have exposed 
fasteners. The only walls that will have exposed fasteners are those walls that won’t have garage 
doors. Those walls are highlighted in pink on the attached plans. The walls are adjacent to a six 
foot high berm and six foot fence, a tree line, or a wall facing the interior of the site.  
 
The text amendment would apply to properties zoned M-3 Light Industrial/Commercial Overlay 
Distinct, but not properties part of the Anoka Enterprise Park. The Anoka Enterprise Park has 
special covenants that do not allow factory fabricated or pre-engineered steel and finished metal 
framed panel construction.  
 
Included is a map that shows that four properties in the M-3 district can use factory fabricated or 
pre-engineered steel and finished metal framed panel construction.  
 
Below is the text of the existing ordinance. The language applicable to this application is bolded.  
 
(h) Architectural control and appearance. 
 
 (4)  All exterior wall finishes on any building shall be one or a combination of the  
  following:  
 
  e.  Factory fabricated or pre-engineered steel and finished metal framed  
   panel construction, if the panel materials are any of those named above,  
   glass, prefinished (other than galvanized iron), or a plastic, and if there is  
   a color retention guarantee of a minimum of 20 years, and if 42-inch full  
   perimeter frost footings are included. If any metal materials are utilized,  
   there must not be any exposed fasteners used and guardrails or posts,  
   curbs, or buffer strips must be installed to prevent impact to the building.  
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A2014-28 Staff Report 
February 3, 2015 
Page 2 of 2 
 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT 
 
ARTICLE V.  District Regulations.  
 
DIVISION 4.  Industrial Districts.  
 
Section 74-258.  M-3 Light Industrial/Commercial Overlay District.  
 
  (h) Architectural control and appearance. The architectural control and appearance   
   standards in the M-1 district shall apply to non-residential buildings and structures in the  
   M-3 Light Industrial/Commercial Overlay District with the exception as stated in this  
   subsection.  
 
   (5) A building that has an exterior wall finish of factory fabricated or pre-  
    engineered steel and finished metal framed panel construction may have  
    exposed metal fasteners on walls that are adjacent to a minimum six foot berm  
    and six foot fence, on a wall facing the interior of the site, or adjacent to a tree  
    line and landscaping limiting the visibility of the public. All other exterior walls  
    must not have exposed fasteners.   
    
DISCUSSION  
 
The building facing Bunker Lake Boulevard are all decorative masonry. This wall would be 
constructed separately from the mini-storage buildings supplied by Trachte Buildings Systems. 
The mini-storage buildings are pre-engineered buildings, all of the components contribute to 
satisfy the requirements for implied loads. The applicant has discussed the issue of exposed 
metal fasteners with Trachte and any changes in the building materials will affect the warranties 
on the building provided by Trachte. There are no exposed fasteners where there are overhead 
doors which is 90% of the exposed walls. The south wall would be located 34 feet from the south 
property line at the closest point and 50 feet at the farthest point. The east walls of two buildings 
that would have exposed fasteners face east towards the commercial and would be located 20 
feet from the property line. Any exposed fasteners are colored to match the wall color.  
 
The mini-storage facility will be entirely enclosed, gated and secure. The only people allowed 
inside the site are those renting a storage space with a code for the gate.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that, following discussion of the ordinance amendments, the Planning 
Commission either: 
 

• Recommend approval of the proposed amendment including any revisions; or 
• Table action pending additional information or revisions. 

 
Crystal Paumen 

City Planner 
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Exposed Fasteners
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Planning Commission 
Item Description ORD/Zoning Text Amendment; Chpt 74, Article I, Section 74-2, 

Article V, Division 3, Section 74-236 and 74-238, Microbreweries and 
Microdistilleries (1st reading) 

Submitted By Crystal Paumen, City Planner 
 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
The City has received inquiries about locating microbreweries and microdistilleries in downtown. There is a 
local microbrewery that has selected a location in downtown and would like to open in July. Therefore, staff is 
working on a zoning text amendment to allow this type of use. A microbrewery is a facility that manufactures 
less than 15,000 barrels of alcoholic or nonalcoholic malt liquor a year. A microdistillery is a distillery 
producing distilled spirits (gin, whiskey, etc.) of not more than 40,000 proof gallons per year (State definition).  
 
Article I, Section 74-2 Definitions 

Amendments to the article create definitions for distilled spirits and microdistillery (consistent with State law).  

Article V, Division 5, Section 74-236 Main Street Mixed Use District & Article V, Division 3, Section 74-238 
B-3 General Business District 

Amendments to these articles would permit microbreweries and microdistilleries with taproom/tasting room in 
the West Main (WM), East Main 1 (EM-1) and East Main 2 (EM-2) sub-districts and B-3 district. 
Microbreweries and microdistilleries without a taproom/tasting would not be allowed. The intent is to provide 
uses that have a social engagement/entertainment aspect in downtown associated with the brewing.  

Amendments will also be required in Chapter 6: Alcoholic Beverages of the City Code. Though similar in topic, 
the zoning changes and liquor licenses changes will take place separately.  

The Planning Commission held a public hearing on February 3rd and recommended approval. They reviewed 
four main items to consider when adding a new use: traffic, parking, noise, and smell and found that the 
proposed amendment is consistent with the other permitted uses in the zoning district. Further analysis can be 
found in the Planning Commission staff report under the Discussion section.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
 
Publication costs 
 
COUNCIL REQUESTED ACTION: 
 
Approve the 1st Reading of the Ordinance.  

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 7.1.B 
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2015 First Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303 
Phone: (763) 576-2700  Website: www.ci.anoka.mn.us 

 
CITY OF ANOKA, MINNESOTA 

ORDINANCE 
 

ORD-2015-XXXX 
 

THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ANOKA ORDAINS: 
 
Section 1. Pursuant to Minnesota Law, the Anoka City Charter and the Anoka City 

Code, and upon a review of a study conducted by City staff and the Planning 
Commission, amendments of Chapter 74, Article I, Section 74-2, Article V, 
Division 5, Section 74-236 and Section 74-238 are hereby adopted, by an 
affirmative vote of a majority of the Anoka City Council members present, to 
read as Exhibit A, hereto attached, with underlined text inserted into existing 
code: 

 
Section 2: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effective upon passage and seven (7) days  
  after publication. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 

 
 
 

Phil Rice, Mayor 
 

 
 
 

Amy T. Oehlers, City Clerk  

 
 
 
 

Introduced:  
Adopted:  
Published:  
Effective:  

  Aye  Nay  Abstain  Absent 
Rice         
Anderson         
Freeburg         
Schmidt         
Weaver         

131 of 243

http://www.ci.anoka.mn.us/


 

EXHIBIT A 

CHAPTER 74. ZONING 
 

ARTICLE I.   In General. 
 
Section 74-2  Definitions.  
 

   Distilled spirits means ethyl alcohol, hydrated oxide of ethyl, spirits of wine, whiskey,  
   rum, brandy, gin, and other distilled spirits, including all dilutions and mixtures thereof,  
   for nonindustrial use. 

    
   Microdistillery means a distillery operated within the state producing premium, distilled 
   spirits in total quantity not to exceed 40,000 proof gallons in a calendar year. 

 
ARTICLE V.  District Regulations. 
 
DIVISION 5.  Mixed Use Districts. 

 
Section 74-236.  Main Street Mixed Use District. 
 
   (2) East Main Street Sub-District 1 (EM-1) – Historic Downtown Core 
 
    a.   Permitted Uses.  
 
     9.  Microbrewery with taproom, subject to the following  
      standards:  
 
      aa.  The establishment must include a taproom that is 
       open a minimum of 2 days or 8 hours per week.  
      bb.  The malt liquor sold for consumption at the  
       business must be produced by the brewer on the 
       licensed  premises.  
      cc. The malt liquor may be sold to other bars,  
       restaurants or wholesalers for distribution on a 
       limited scale.  
      dd.  The bottling process shall be manual or semi-
       automated, not fully automated.   
      ee.  The establishment shall obtain all applicable 
       Federal,  State, and City liquor licenses.  
      ff.  A microbrewery located at street level shall provide 
       at least 50% of the total floor space at the front one-
       half of the building to be used for sales, tasting, or 
       restaurant purposes.  
 
     10. Microdistillery with tasting room, subject to the  
      following standards:  
       
      aa.  The establishment must include a tasting room 
       that is open a minimum of 2 days or 8 hours per 
       week.  
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      bb.  The distilled spirits sold for consumption at the 
       business must be produced by the brewer on 
       the licensed premises.  
      cc.  The distilled spirits may be sold to other bars, 
       restaurants or wholesalers for distribution  
       on a limited scale.   
      dd.  The bottling process shall be manual or semi-
       automated, not fully automated.  
      ee.  The establishment shall obtain all applicable 
       Federal,  State, and City liquor licenses.  
      ff.  A microdistillery located at street level shall  
       provide at least 50% of the total floor space at the 
       front one-half of the building to be used for sales, 
       tasting, or restaurant purposes.  
 
ARTICLE V.  District Regulations. 
 
DIVISION 3.   Business Districts.  
 
Section 74-238.   B-3 General Business District.  
    
    (1)  Permitted Uses.  
     
     u.  Microbrewery with taproom, subject to the following  
      standards: 
 
      aa.  The establishment must include a taproom that is 
       open a minimum of 2 days or 8 hours per week.  
      bb.  The malt liquor sold for consumption at the  
       business must be produced by the brewer on the 
       licensed  premises.  
      cc. The malt liquor may be sold to other bars,  
       restaurants or wholesalers for distribution on a 
       limited scale.  
      dd.  The bottling process shall be manual or semi-
       automated, not fully automated.   
      ee.  The establishment shall obtain all applicable 
       Federal,  State, and City liquor licenses.  
      ff.  A microbrewery located at street level shall provide 
       at least 50% of the total floor space at the front one-
       half of the building to be used for sales, tasting, or 
       restaurant purposes.  
 
     v.  Microdistillery with tasting room, subject to the  
      following standards:  
       
      aa.  The establishment must include a tasting room 
       that is open a minimum of 2 days or 8 hours per 
       week.  
      bb.  The distilled spirits sold for consumption at the 
       business must be produced by the brewer on 
       the licensed premises.  
      cc.  The distilled spirits may be sold to other bars, 
       restaurants or wholesalers for distribution  
       on a limited scale.   
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      dd.  The bottling process shall be manual or semi-
       automated, not fully automated.  
      ee.  The establishment shall obtain all applicable 
       Federal,  State, and City liquor licenses.  
      ff.  A microdistillery located at street level shall  
       provide at least 50% of the total floor space at the 
       front one-half of the building to be used for sales, 
       tasting, or restaurant purposes.  
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A-2015-2 
Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment 

Chapter 74, Section 74-2, Section 74-236, and Section 74-238 
City of Anoka 

February 3, 2015 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

 
The City has received inquiries about locating microbreweries and microdistilleries in 
downtown. There is a local microbrewery that has selected a location in downtown and would 
like to open in July. Therefore, staff is working on a zoning text amendment to allow this type of 
use. There is a rise of the microbrewery tap room in communities. In 2006, more than 70% of all 
craft breweries were brewpubs (like Granite City where they brew beer and sell it on site, no 
distribution). How quickly things change. The Minnesota Brewer’s Association has predicted 
that Minnesota will have an additional 200 breweries/taprooms within the next two years.  
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Source: Brewers Association, www.brewersassociation.org  
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In 2012, the ordinance was changed to allow breweries and brewpubs in certain districts. The 
following outlines where they are allowed.  
 
Zoning District Brewpubs Microbrewery Regional 

Brewery 
National 
Brewery 

B-1 Highway Business P    
B-2 Shopping Center 
Business 

P    

B-3 General Business P    
TOD-E Transit 
Oriented 
Development-
Employee Emphasis 

P C, w/taproom C, w/taproom C, w/taproom 

MS Main Street Mixed 
Use, West Main, EM-
1, and EM-2 sub-
districts 

P    

South Ferry 
Riverfront District 
South Mixed Use sub-
district 

P    

M-1 Light Industrial   P P P 
M-2 General 
Industrial  

 P P P 

Key: P=Permitted Use,  C=Conditional Use Permit, w/taproom= Use allowed only with taproom 
 
 
Definitions in the City’s ordinance to understand:  
 

Brewery, National (Example: Miller, Coors, Budweiser) 
 
A facility with a capacity to manufacture over 250,000 barrels of alcoholic and nonalcoholic 
malt liquor a year.  This definition does not include a brewpub.  
 

 Brewery, Regional (Example: Summit, Schell) 
 
A facility with a capacity to manufacture between 15,000 and 249,999 barrels of alcoholic and 
nonalcoholic malt liquor a year.  This definition does not include a brewpub.    
 

 Brewery, Micro (Example: Surly, Finnegan’s) 
 
A facility with a capacity to manufacture less than 15,000 barrels of alcoholic and nonalcoholic 
malt liquor a year.  This definition does not include a brewpub.   
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Brewpub (Example: Rock Bottom Brewery, Granite City, Great Waters) 
 
A small brewery operated in conjunction with a bar or restaurant provided the beer is sold for 
consumption on the premises and not sold to other bars, restaurants or wholesalers, except that 
an establishment licensed under Minn. Stat. § 340A.301, subd. 6(d) may sell "growlers" off-
sale with appropriate city license.  
 
Taproom is an area on the premises of or adjacent to one brewery location owned by the 
brewer that allows the on-sale of malt liquor produced by the brewer for consumption.  
Such use shall be accessory to the primary use of a national, regional or microbrewery 
and may be a restaurant.   

 
 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT 
 
Article I, Section 74-2 Definitions 
Amendments to the article create definitions for distilled spirits and microdistillery (consistent 
with State law).  
 
Article V, Division 5, Section 74-236 Main Street Mixed Use District 
Article V, Division 3, Section 74-238 B-3 General Business District 
 
Amendments to these articles would permit microbreweries and microdistilleries with 
taproom/tasting room in the West Main (WM), East Main 1 (EM-1) and East Main 2 (EM-2) 
sub-districts and B-3 district. Microbreweries and microdistilleries without a taproom/tasting 
would not be allowed. The intent is to provide use that has a social engagement aspect in 
downtown associated with the brewing.  
 
Amendments will also be required in Chapter 6: Alcoholic Beverages of the City Code. Though 
similar in topic, the zoning changes and liquor licenses changes will take place separately.  
 
The following shows the proposed text change to Anoka City Code Chapter 74.  Additions are 
underlined.  
 

CHAPTER 74. ZONING 
 
ARTICLE I.   In General. 
 
Section 74-2  Definitions.  
 

   Distilled spirits means ethyl alcohol, hydrated oxide of ethyl, spirits of wine, whiskey,  
   rum, brandy, gin, and other distilled spirits, including all dilutions and mixtures thereof,  
   for nonindustrial use. 
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   Microdistillery means a distillery operated within the state producing premium, distilled  
   spirits in total quantity not to exceed 40,000 proof gallons in a calendar year. 

 
ARTICLE V.  District Regulations. 
 
DIVISION 5.  Mixed Use Districts. 
 
Section 74-236.  Main Street Mixed Use District. 
 
   (2) East Main Street Sub-District 1 (EM-1) – Historic Downtown Core 
 
    a.   Permitted Uses.  
 
     9.  Microbrewery with taproom, subject to the following   
      standards:  
 
      aa.  The establishment must include a taproom that is  
       open a minimum of 2 days totaling no less than 8  
       hours per week.  
      bb.  The malt liquor sold for consumption at the   
       business must be produced by the brewer on the  
       licensed  premises.  
      cc. The malt liquor may be sold to other bars,   
       restaurants or wholesalers for distribution. 
      dd.  The bottling process shall be manual or semi- 
       automated, not fully automated.   
      ee.  The establishment shall obtain and comply with all  
       applicable Federal, State, and City liquor licenses.  
      ff.  A microbrewery located at street level shall provide  
       at least 50% of the total floor space at the front one- 
       half of the building to be used for sales, tasting, or  
       restaurant purposes.  
 
     10. Microdistillery with tasting room, subject to the   
      following standards:  
       
      aa.  The establishment must include a tasting that is  
       open a minimum of 2 days totaling no less than 8  
       hours per week.  
      bb.  The distilled spirits sold for consumption at the  
       business must be produced by the brewer on  
       the licensed premises.  
      cc.  The distilled spirits may be sold to other bars,  
       restaurants or wholesalers for distribution.  
      dd.  The bottling process shall be manual or semi- 
       automated, not fully automated.  
      ee.  The establishment shall obtain and comply with all  
       applicable Federal, State, and City liquor licenses.  
      ff.  A microdistillery located at street level shall   
       provide at least 50% of the total floor space at the  
       front one-half of the building to be used for sales,  
       tasting, or restaurant purposes.  
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ARTICLE V.  District Regulations. 
 
DIVISION 3.   Business Districts.  
 
Section 74-238.   B-3 General Business District.  
    
    (1)  Permitted Uses.  
     
     u.  Microbrewery with taproom, subject to the following   
      standards: 
 
      aa.  The establishment must include a taproom that is  
       open a minimum of 2 days totaling no less than 8  
       hours per week.  
      bb.  The malt liquor sold for consumption at the   
       business must be produced by the brewer on the  
       licensed  premises.  
      cc. The malt liquor may be sold to other bars,   
       restaurants or wholesalers for distribution.   
      dd.  The bottling process shall be manual or semi- 
       automated, not fully automated.   
      ee.  The establishment shall obtain and comply with all  
       applicable Federal, State, and City liquor licenses.  
      ff.  A microbrewery located at street level shall provide  
       at least 50% of the total floor space at the front one- 
       half of the building to be used for sales, tasting, or  
       restaurant purposes.  
 
     v.  Microdistillery with tasting room, subject to the   
      following standards:  
       
      aa.  The establishment must include a tasting room that is  
       open a minimum of 2 days totaling no less than 8  
       hours per week.     
      bb.  The distilled spirits sold for consumption at the  
       business must be produced by the brewer on  
       the licensed premises.  
      cc.  The distilled spirits may be sold to other bars,  
       restaurants or wholesalers for distribution.   
      dd.  The bottling process shall be manual or semi- 
       automated, not fully automated.  
      ee.  The establishment shall obtain and comply with all  
       applicable Federal, State, and City liquor licenses.  
      ff.  A microdistillery located at street level shall   
       provide at least 50% of the total floor space at the  
       front one-half of the building to be used for sales,  
       tasting, or restaurant purposes.  
   
DISCUSSION  
 
There are four main items to consider when adding a new use: traffic, parking, noise, and smell. 
In talking with other communities and a local brewer, the smell is like baking bread. Noise is 
similar to a bar/restaurant which is an existing permitted use in the downtown. Traffic impacts 
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are difficult to determine because of the range in size of operations for a particular 
microbrewery. By State definition, a microbrewery can brew up to 15,000 barrels of alcoholic 
and nonalcoholic malt liquor a year. A barrel is equal to 31 gallons of beer. Given the standards 
regarding the bottling process having to be manual or semi-automated and not fully automated, 
and the standard regarding 50% of the street level has to be used for sales, tasting, or restaurant 
purposes, this addresses the concern of large distribution and negative impacts in downtown. If a 
microbrewery desires to have a fully automated bottling process, breweries are permitted in the 
industrial areas where other manufacturing and warehouse uses with distribution are more 
appropriate. Also, given the sizes of potential spaces in downtown, a large operation is not likely. 
Customer parking for this use in downtown can be accommodated with the existing parking 
facilities available. A taproom would not have any additional effect on parking than a new 
restaurant/bar might have.   
 
A microbrewery does not typically prepare or serve food on site. Many partner with a local 
restaurant to provide food and delivery and work with food truck vendors. The City currently 
does not allow food trucks in downtown.  
 
Amendments will also be required in Chapter 6 of the City Code regarding alcoholic beverages. 
Though similar in topic, the zoning changes and liquor licenses changes will take place 
separately.  
 
A microbrewery is licensed through the Department of Agriculture. The taproom space would 
need to be constructed using the requirements in the MN Food Code. The area where the beer is 
manufactured would need to follow Good Manufacturing Practices, such as smooth, durable, 
easily cleanable walls and ceilings, well lit, floors with durable, easily cleanable materials 
(sealed concrete, high polish concrete, epoxy, tile).  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that, following discussion of the ordinance amendments, the Planning 
Commission either: 
 

• Recommend approval of the proposed amendment including any revisions; or 
• Table action pending additional information or revisions. 

 
Crystal Paumen 

City Planner 
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MDH. Brew pubs produce malt beverages in addition to on-site food service sales.  Brewpubs cannot 
wholesale. 

Who licenses and inspects taprooms? 
MDA or MDH.  MDA would license and inspect taprooms that are predominantly (50% or more) 
wholesale facilities.  MDH would license and inspect taprooms with predominate unpackaged food sales 
consumed on the premises. 

Who licenses and inspects wineries? 
Department of Public Safety Alcohol and Gambling Enforcement Division, and MDA or MDH.  If a winery 
is predominantly (50% or more) wholesale, MDA would license it.  If the winery has predominate sales in 
food service (more than 50%), MDH would license it.     

What Federal licensing or documentation is required and when? 
The TTB issues a document known as a Federal Basic Permit to manufacturers of spirits or wine.  They 
issue a Federal Brewer’s Notice to brewers.  They also require Suety Bonds for manufacturers of 
alcoholic beverages.  Applicants are encouraged to contact the TTB early in their business plan to begin 
the permitting process. 

Agency Contact Information: 
Department of the Treasury 
Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau 
Public Information Officer 
1310 G Street, NW, Box 12 
Washington, DC 20005 USA  
Voice (202) 453-2000 
www.TTB.gov 
TTBinternetquestions@TTB.gov  

What regulations apply to alcoholic products such as bitters and extracts? 
Manufacturer may need to obtain an Ethyl Alcohol Permit from AGED in order to obtain the alcohol 
necessary in the manufacturing of the bitters and extracts. 

When is a plan review required for a facility producing alcoholic products? 
In order to obtain a license, plan review is required for any facility that plans to sell food or beverages, 
packaged or unpackaged, at retail.  A taproom, tasting room, brew pub, or restaurant or bar all must go 
through the plan review process.   
Wholesale manufacturing facilities are exempt from plan review, except that food or beverage sales on 
premises will require plan review. 

What are the facility requirements? 

1. If a business is wholesale only, the following Good Manufacturing Practices (CFR 110) would
apply, in general (additional requirements may apply):

 Well lit in all areas and be clean and sanitary at all times to maintain a safe beverage
production environment.

 Smooth, durable, easily cleanable walls and ceilings.

Source: Minnesota Department of Agriculture
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 Suitable floors with drainage in the processing area with trapped drains, so that the floors 
can be easily cleaned.  

 Kept free from conditions that might attract pests. Windows and doors must provide an 
effective prevention from pests.  

 Doors going into production rooms and the toilet rooms must be outward facing and self-
closing.   

 Toilet rooms must be present and cannot be adjacent to the production rooms. They must 
be completely enclosed with tight fitting self-closing doors. They must be properly plumbed 
with hot and cold running water. They must have soap and paper towels, and they must 
have an “Employees must wash their hands” sign posted in a visible place in the toilet room.  

 Brewery area must have at least one three compartment sink for small equipment cleaning 
and sanitizing, and one hand sink, possibly more depending on the size and layout.   

 Equipment and parts must be commercial, durable, adequate for the conditions of use and 
easily cleanable. 

 Floors may be a variety of finishes including sealed concrete, high polish concrete, epoxy, 
tile, or some other durable, easily cleanable material. 

 
2. If the business is predominantly wholesale with a retail portion (taproom), the MN Food Code 

(MN Rule 4626) would apply to the retail portion only.  The following are examples of retail 
requirements, but other items may also apply:   

 Handwashing sinks that are accessible to all areas of beverage service.  

 A handsink is required in close proximity to the warewashing activities.  

 All equipment must meet NSF International Standards or equivalent. 

 A walk in cooler certified to NSF standards is required for storage of tapped kegs.  

 An NSF approved 3 compartment sink with integral drainboards on each end, and sized 
to accommodate all equipment.  

  A separate dump sink.   

 A 4 compartment sink may be used with the 1st compartment designated as the dump 
sink and wash, rinse and sanitizing sinks to follow. 

 Store room, if provided, must have durable, cleanable floor, wall, and ceiling finishes.  

 The drip tray under taps must have a surround that is an approved material such as 
stainless steel, or a solid surface; no wood or plastic laminate is allowed. 

 A floor drain is required to collect waste from the drip tray. 

 If a glass rinser is installed, it must be installed independent from the drip tray, and 
approved backflow requirements must be reviewed by the Plumbing Authority. 

 All equipment behind the bar must be on legs, casters, or properly finished solid base. 

 Floor finishes must meet standards of durability, and have an integral covebase of the 
same material that is 4 inches in height. (tile or, poured epoxy) 

 Wall and ceiling finishes must be submitted and evaluated during plan review to meet 
standards of the MN Food Code.(FRP, vinyl coated ceiling tiles) 

 A mop sink is required. 

 A commercial grade water heater sized to accommodate all fixtures. 

 Toilet rooms must be accessible to employees. 
 

3. If the facility is a Brew Pub (restaurant that brews its own beer) 

 The MN Food Code would apply.  Please see MDH Construction Guide for guidance.  
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What are the food safety requirements for growlers? 

 Growlers must be capable of being washed, rinsed and sanitized in properly sized 3 
compartment sink. 

 A container for beverages may be refilled at a licensed establishment, but only with a beverage 

that is not potentially hazardous.  

 The design of the container, of the rinsing equipment, and the nature of the beverage, when 

considered together, must allow effective cleaning at home or in the food establishment. 

 The consumer-owned container returned to the food establishment for refilling must be refilled 

for sale or service only to the same consumer. 

 The container must be refilled by an employee of the food establishment.(MN Rule 4626.0890) 

 A separate license to sell growlers is required by AGED. 

 Growlers are for off sales only, and must not be consumed on the premises. 

 

What are the labeling requirements for alcoholic beverages? 

 Labeling is regulated by different agencies depending on the type of product being produced.  

The TTB regulates labeling for products that fall under the Federal Alcohol Administration (FAA) 

Act, including malt beverages, wines, and distilled spirits.   

 Food labeling requirements from 21 CFR 101 applies to products that do not meet the TTB 

definition of malt beverage or are wine beverages with 7% or less alcohol.  The TTB Ruling 2008-

3 states that certain beers not made from malted barley and hops (beers made with sorghum, 

rice or wheat) are not considered malt beverages.   

 The food labeling requirements include statement of identity, net weight(volume), list of 

ingredients in descending order of predominance, contact or manufacturer information, and 

nutrition facts unless exempt. 

See website below for additional labeling requirements for Certain Beers   

http://www.fda.gov/food/guidanceregulation/guidancedocumentsregulatoryinformation/ucm166239.h

tm 

 

In Minnesota, the AGED reviews and registers brand labels for all alcoholic beverages, and labeling must 

be approved in advance by the Commissioner of Public Safety (MS 340A.101 subd 6).  The following 

items apply: 

 Alcoholic content must be indicated on containers if it is more than 0.5 percent but less than 3.2 

percent.   

 If the alcohol content is not indicated on the label it is considered greater than 3.2 percent or 

“strong beer”.  This applies to individual containers, kegs and sealed cases.    

 For kegs the a.c. must be stated on a sticker, paper, and stencil on the same surface as the 

brewer’s identification label. On sealed cases of bottles and cans the a.c. must be located on the 

top or sides of the case.  

 The volume must also be located on each container.   

 After the requirements are met you must send in a copy of the label or labels to the “Director of 

Alcohol and Gambling Enforcement”.  You also must be able to send in a copy of the beer can 

and lids.  

 The commissioner might also request two labeled samples for chemical analysis. If any changes 

to the labeling occur you must notify the commissioner. 
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What are the requirements for bottling?  
For bottling information, see MN Rule 1550 for requirements of non-alcoholic beverages, beer and other 
malt beverages. 

 
APPLICABLE STATE AND FEDERAL REGULATIONS:  
MN Statute 28A 
MN Statute 31 
MN Statute 34 
MN Statute 34A 
MN Statue 340A 
MN Statute 157 
MN Rule 4626 
MN Rule 1550 
MN Rule 7515: 
21 CFR 110 Good Manufacturing Practices 
21 CFR 101 Labeling – specific rules, principal display panel, nutrition 
 
There are other Local requirements and regulations that may also apply. 

REFERENCES:  
Food Service Construction Guide (MDH) 
Retail Food Establishment Construction Guide (MDA) 
 
Agency contact information: 
 
Minnesota Department of Public Safety (DPS)  
Alcohol and Gambling Enforcement Division  
445 Minnesota Street, Suite 222, St. Paul, MN 55101 
(651)-201-7500 
 
Minnesota Department of Agriculture 
Dairy and food Division 
625 Robert St. N. 
St. Paul, MN 55155-2538 
651-201-6000 
 
Minnesota Department of Health 
Food, Pools, and Lodging 
625 Robert St. N. 
St. Paul, MN 55155 
651-201-4500 
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Planning Commission 
Item Description RES/Conditional Use Permit; 415 Pierce Street 
Submitted By Crystal Paumen, AICP, City Planner 

 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
The applicant, R and F Tires and Autocare, has applied for a conditional use permit for auto repair, tire repair 
and sale of new and used tires at the property located at 415 Pierce Street.  The property is zoned Transit 
Oriented Development-Employee Emphasis (TOD-E) and automotive services is considered a conditional use 
in this zoning district. The property has been occupied by Grahams of Anoka since 1990 as an automobile 
services/auto repair use; however the building is currently available for lease.   
 
The proposed business operator plans to have longer hours than the current business and use the property more 
intensely.  Hours of operation will be Monday through Friday 9:00am to 6:30pm, Saturday 9:00am to 3:00pm 
and Sunday closed. Initially there will be two employees and potentially two more in the future, depending on 
business growth. The building is 1560 square feet. 
 
The Planning Commission held a public hearing on February 3rd and recommended approval with the fourteen 
conditions as noted in the Resolution. Further analysis is included in the Planning Commission staff report.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
 
 
COUNCIL REQUESTED ACTION: 
 
Approve the Resolution.  

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 7.1.C 
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2015 First Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303 
Phone: (763) 576-2700  Website: www.ci.anoka.mn.us 

 
CITY OF ANOKA, MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION 
 

RES-2015-XX 
 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT  
415 PIERCE STREET  

 
WHEREAS, R and F Tires has applied for a conditional use permit  for auto repair, tire repair, 
and sale of new and used tires at the property located at 415 Pierce Street, legally described as 
follows: 
 
  Lot 1, Block 2, Anoka Transit Village South  
  And  
  Lot 1A, Block 2, Anoka Transit Village South 
  And 
  Lot 1B, Block 2, Anoka Transit Village South 
 
WHEREAS, the property is located in the Transit Oriented Development-Employee Emphasis 
(TOD-E) Zoning District; and 
 
WHEREAS, Anoka City Code Chapter 74, Article V, Division 5, Section 74-266 requires a 
conditional use permit for automotive services; and 
 
WHEREAS, Anoka City Code Chapter 74, Article IV, Division 2, Section 74-114 requires the 
Planning Commission to consider to what extent the applicant’s plan minimizes possible adverse 
effects of the proposed conditional use and what modifications to the plan and what conditions of 
approval could further minimize the adverse effects of the proposed use: 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing for this item on February 3, 2015 
and recommended approval of the conditional use permit with the following findings; and 
 

1. The building was built in 1970.  The building is considered a non-conforming structure 
since it is greater than 15 feet from the front property lines adjacent to 4th Avenue and 
Pierce Street.  

2. No exterior changes are planned for the building. Dumpsters, recycling container, 
compactors and solid waste handling areas shall be screened from adjacent property and 
from public view with a six-foot high solid and finished masonry wall with closeable 
gates. In no instance shall a chain link fence, wood, vinyl or barbed wire fence be 
permitted.  
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3. All necessary permits required to proceed with the project will be part of the conditions 
of approval. 

4. No signage has been proposed for the new auto repair business. All signs will require a 
sign permit prior to installation and comply with the standards in the City Code.  

5. City Code requires six parking spaces plus one parking space for each 500 square feet of 
floor areas over 1,000 square feet. Based on the current size of the building of 1560 
square feet, eight parking stalls are required. As a condition of approval, the Planning 
Commission and City Council may limit the amount of vehicles that may be stored 
overnight according to the City Code.  

6. The road servicing the use or activity must be of sufficient design to accommodate the 
proposed use or activity, and such use or activity shall not generate such additional extra 
traffic as to create a nuisance or hazard to existing traffic or surrounding land use.  The 
site has one existing access off 4th Avenue. The proposed use will generate minimum 
traffic and will not have an adverse effect to the neighboring businesses or residential 
buildings.  

7. All access roads, driveways, parking areas, and outside storage, service, or sales areas 
shall be surfaced or grassed to control dust and erosion. The parking areas, access roads, 
and driveways are paved.  

8. The use is entirely within the building. Outside storage is prohibited.  
9. No exterior lighting is proposed to change as a result of the use.   
10. No site alterations to drainage or grading are being proposed. 
11. There will be no exterior changes made to the building.  The conditions required in the 

CUP will prevent any blighting influence to neighboring properties.   
12. The existing services are adequate for the proposed use. 
13. The use is listed as allowed with a conditional use permit. The conditions required in the 

CUP will prevent any blighting influence to neighboring properties. 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission recommended approval of the conditional use permit 
with the following conditions: 
 

1. No outside storage, display or sale of materials is allowed. All existing items being stored 
outside need to be removed by March 1, 2015.  

2. Any new signage must comply with the standards in the City Code.  
3. The trash dumpster shall be located either in the garage or screened from adjacent 

property and from public view with a six-foot high solid and finished masonry wall with 
closeable gates and cannot be located in a designated parking stall. In no instance shall a 
chain link fence, wood, vinyl or barbed wire fence be permitted. This item shall be 
completed by June 1, 2015, but may be extended by city staff, weather permitting.    

4. All parking stalls shall be striped according to the plan submitted and standards set forth 
in the City Code and seal coated if needed, concurrent with the parking lot striping. All 
vehicles on the lot shall be located in a designated parking stall. A total of eight parking 
stalls shall be provided that meet the minimum size requirement of 9 feet by 18 feet for 
90˚ parking including one handicap stall. This item shall be completed by June 1, 2015, 
but may be extended by city staff, weather permitting. 

5. All lighting must be designed so the direct source of light is not visible from adjacent 
residential properties.  
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6. The parking, keeping, storage or accumulation of junk motor vehicles shall be prohibited. 
A junk vehicle means any motor vehicle as defined in Minn. Stats 169.01, subd. 3, part of 
a motor vehicle, or former motor vehicle stored which is (1) unusable or inoperable 
because of lack of or defects in component parts; (2) damage from collision, 
deterioration, or otherwise; (3) beyond repair, and therefore, not intended for future use 
as a motor vehicle; (4) being retained on the property for possible use of salvageable 
parts; or (5) is not properly and currently licensed for operation.  

7. The snow plow truck with tabs from 2004 located east of the building needs to be 
removed by March 1, 2015.  

8. All vehicles waiting for repair or pick-up shall be stored on the site within an enclosed 
building or in parking spaces in compliance with Section 74-266. 

9. All vehicles parked or stored on site shall display a current license plate with a current 
license tab.  

10. No more than three (3) midsized vehicles and/or trailers may be stored outside overnight 
and allowed for more than seven days. Such vehicles must be used primarily for business 
related purposes of the business located on the property and parked in a parking stall.  

11. All repairs shall be performed within a completely enclosed building.  
12. No use other than automobile repair may occur on the property, subject to a conditional 

use permit amendment. Body repair is not allowed.  
13. Materials not related to the business are prohibited from being stored on the site. The site 

shall be kept in an orderly manner and free of trash, debris, and other unsightly materials.  
14. The Conditional Use Permit shall be subject to termination conditions outlined in Chapter 

74, Article IV, Division 2, Section 74-117.  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that based on the findings above, the Anoka City 
Council hereby approves the conditional use permit for automotive services at 415 Pierce Street 
with the conditions as recommended by the Planning Commission.  
 
Adopted by the Anoka City Council this the 17th day of February 2015. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________    ________________________ 
Amy T. Oehlers, City Clerk     Phil Rice, Mayor 
 
 

156 of 243



STAFF 
REPORT  
 Application A-2015-1 

Conditional Use Permit                              
415 Pierce Street 

 R and F Tires and Autocare 
February 3, 2015 

BACKGROUND 
 
The applicant, R and F Tires and Autocare, has applied for a conditional use permit for auto 
repair, tire repair and sale of new and used tires at the property located at 415 Pierce Street.  The 
property is zoned Transit Oriented Development-Employee Emphasis (TOD-E). Automotive 
services (not including body repair or major repair) is considered a conditional use in this zoning 
district. The property has been occupied by Grahams of Anoka since 1990 as an automobile 
services/auto repair use; however the building is currently available for lease. The proposed 
business operator plans to have longer hours than the current business and use the property more 
intensely.    
 
Hours of operation will be Monday through Friday 9:00am to 6:30pm, Saturday 9:00am to 
3:00pm and Sunday closed. Initially there will be two employees and potentially two more in the 
future, depending on business growth. The building is 1560 square feet. 
 
Included for Review:   

• Site location Map 
• Parking plan  

 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT ANALYSIS 
 
Anoka City Code Chapter 74, Article IV, Division 2, Section 74-114 requires the Planning 
Commission to consider to what extent the applicant’s plan minimizes possible adverse effects of 
the proposed conditional use, what modifications to the plan and what conditions of approval 
could further minimize the adverse effects of the proposed use.   
 
The following development standards are general requirements for all conditional use permits: 
 
1. The land area and setback requirements of the property containing such a use or activity 

meet the minimum standards established for the district. 
 

Finding:  The building was built in 1970.  The building is considered a non-conforming 
structure since it is greater than 15 feet from the front property lines adjacent to 4th 
Avenue and Pierce Street.  
 

2. When abutting a residential use, the property shall be screened and landscaped. 
 

Finding:   No exterior changes are planned for the building. The use is entirely within the 
building and would not require any additional landscaping.  Dumpsters, recycling 
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container, compactors and solid waste handling areas shall be screened from adjacent 
property and from public view with a six-foot high solid and finished masonry wall with 
closeable gates. In no instance shall a chain link fence, wood, vinyl or barbed wire fence 
be permitted.  

 
3. Where applicable, all city, county, state and federal laws, regulations and ordinances shall 

be complied with and all necessary permits secured. 
 

Finding:  All necessary permits required to proceed with the project will be part of the 
conditions of approval. 

 
4. Signs shall not adversely impact adjoining or surrounding residential uses. 
 

Finding:  No signage has been proposed for the new auto repair business. All signs will 
require a sign permit prior to installation and comply with the standards in the City Code.  

 
5. Adequate off-street parking and loading shall be provided. Such parking and loading 

shall be screened and landscaped from abutting residential uses. 
 

Finding:  City Code requires six parking spaces plus one parking space for each 500 
square feet of floor areas over 1,000 square feet. Based on the current size of the building 
of 1560 square feet, eight parking stalls are required. The stalls will need to be striped. 
Each parking stall shall be a minimum of 9 feet by 18 feet for 90˚ parking. As a condition 
of approval, the Planning Commission and City Council may limit the amount of vehicles 
that may be stored overnight.  

 
6. The road servicing the use or activity must be of sufficient design to accommodate the 

proposed use or activity, and such use or activity shall not generate such additional extra 
traffic as to create a nuisance or hazard to existing traffic or surrounding land use.   

 
Finding:  Staff finds the proposal meets this requirement. The site has one existing 
access off 4th Avenue. The following table shows the trip generation for s service station 
with 6 service stalls. The existing building at 415 Pierce Street has 4 service stalls.   
 
Use AM Peak PM Peak Weekday 
Service Station w/ 6 
service stalls 

9.12 trips 13.02 trips 74.88 trips 

 Source: Institute of Traffic Engineers Trip Generation Manual, 2003 
 
The proposed use will generate minimum traffic and will not have an adverse effect to 
the neighboring businesses or residential buildings.  
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7. All access roads, driveways, parking areas, and outside storage, service, or sales areas 

shall be surfaced or grassed to control dust and erosion. 
 

Finding: The parking areas, access roads, and driveways are paved.  
 
8. All open and outdoor storage, sales and service areas shall be screened from view from 

public streets and from abutting residential uses or districts. 
 

Finding: The use is entirely within the building. Outside storage is prohibited.  
 

9. All lighting shall be designed to prevent any direct source of light being visible from 
adjacent residential areas or from the public streets. 

 
Finding:  No exterior lighting is proposed to change as a result of the use.   

 
10. The use or activity shall be properly drained to control surface water runoff. 
 

Finding: No site alterations to drainage or grading are being proposed. 
 
11. The architectural appearance and functional plan of the building and site shall not be so 

dissimilar to the existing buildings or area as to cause impairment in property values or 
constitute a blighting influence. 

 
Finding: There will be no exterior changes made to the building.  The conditions 
required in the CUP will prevent any blighting influence to neighboring properties.    

 
12. The proposed water, sewer and other utilities shall be capable of accommodating the 

proposed use. 
 

Finding: The existing services are adequate for the proposed use. 
 
13. Other.  The Planning Commission must consider whether the use is of the same general 

character as the permitted uses in the district and found not to be obnoxious, unhealthful, 
or offensive by reason of the potential emission or transmission of noise, oxidation, 
smoke, dust, odors, toxic or noxious matters or glare or heat.” 

 
 Finding:  The use is listed as allowed with a conditional use permit. The conditions 

required in the CUP will prevent any blighting influence to neighboring properties.   
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RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff believes the proposed use meets all necessary zoning requirements and will not adversely 
impact the adjacent residential properties.  Automotive services use is allowed in the TOD-E 
district with a conditional use permit and is a reasonable use for this property. 
 
Staff recommends approval of the conditional use permit with the following conditions: 
 

1. No outside storage, display or sale of materials is allowed. 
2. Any new signage must comply with the standards in the City Code.  
3. The trash dumpster shall be located either in the garage or screened from adjacent 

property and from public view with a six-foot high solid and finished masonry wall with 
closeable gates and cannot be located in a designated parking stall. In no instance shall a 
chain link fence, wood, vinyl or barbed wire fence be permitted.   

4. All parking stalls shall be striped according to the plan submitted and standards set forth 
in the City Code. All vehicles on the lot shall be located in a designated parking stall. A 
total of eight parking stalls shall be provided that meet the minimum size requirement of 
9 feet by 18 feet for 90˚ parking.  

5. All lighting must be designed so the direct source of light is not visible from adjacent 
residential properties.  

6. The parking, keeping, storage or accumulation of junk motor vehicles shall be prohibited. 
A junk vehicle means any motor vehicle as defined in Minn. Stats 169.01, subd. 3, part of 
a motor vehicle, or former motor vehicle stored which is (1) unusable or inoperable 
because of lack of or defects in component parts; (2) damage from collision, 
deterioration, or otherwise; (3) beyond repair, and therefore, not intended for future use 
as a motor vehicle; (4) being retained on the property for possible use of salvageable 
parts; or (5) is not properly and currently licensed for operation.  

7. The snow plow truck with tabs from 2004 located east of the building needs to be 
removed by March 1, 2015.  

8. All vehicles, other than junk vehicles, waiting for repair or pick-up shall be stored on the 
site within an enclosed building or in parking spaces in compliance with Section 74-266. 

9. All vehicles parked or stored on site shall display a current license plate with a current 
license tab.  

10. No more than three (3) vehicles and/or trailers may be stored overnight and allowed for 
more than seven days. Such vehicles must be used primarily for business related purposes 
of the business located on the property.  

11. All repairs shall be performed within a completely enclosed building.  
12. No use other than automobile repair may occur on the property, subject to a conditional 

use permit amendment. Body repair and major repair is not allowed.  
13. Materials not related to the business are prohibited from being stored on the site. The site 

shall be kept in an orderly manner and free of trash, debris, and other unsightly materials.  
14. The Conditional Use Permit shall be subject to termination conditions outlined in Chapter 

74, Article IV, Division 2, Section 74-117.  
 
 City of Anoka 
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COMMISSION ACTION 
 
The Planning Commission may recommend approval with conditions, recommend denial and 
state reasons for denial, or postpone the item for further information. 
       

Crystal Paumen  
City Planner 
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415 Pierce St, Anoka, MN 

Existing Lighting
With no changes

47’
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Ordinances & Resolutions 
Item Description RES/Calling for Public Hearing on modification to Redevelopment 

Project No. 1, Modification to TIF Plan for TIF District No. 2 and 
Establishment of the SCBD TIF District 

Submitted By Darin Berger, Housing Manager, HRA 
 
BACKGROUND 
The Housing and Redevelopment Authority (HRA) has initiated the process of establishing the South Central 
Business TIF District. In order to include all the necessary parcels in the District, five (5) parcels (see attached 
map) from the Riverspointe TIF District will have to be decertified and included in the new SCB TIF District 
prior to establishment. 
 
The South Central Business District Project extends one and a half blocks from the First Avenue and Monroe 
Street intersection, easterly to the edge of the property line at 222 Monroe Street. It then extends southerly to 
the border of the two Madison Street lots and back to the West to 2nd Avenue before going North a half block 
and West a block back to First Avenue. It consists of a mix of uses including surface parking lots, vacant lots, 
an aging multi-family structure, light commercial and public uses.   
 
The goals of the TIF District are as follows: 
 Address potential parking needs of the School District and other users in the area. 
 Upgrade infrastructure where needed. 
 Facilitate rehabilitation or redevelopment of HRA and privately owned properties. 

 
Activities may include property acquisition, building demolition, environmental assessment and cleanup, site 
preparation and construction of public improvements. 
 
At their regular meeting of February 9th, 2015 the HRA passed the attached Resolution No. 2015-01 requesting 
that the City Council call for a public hearing on a Modification to the Redevelopment Project Plan for Anoka 
Redevelopment Project No. 1, a Modification to the Tax Increment Financing District No. 2 therein, and the 
Establishment of the South Central Business Tax Increment Financing District therein and the Adoption of a 
Tax Increment Financing Plan. Although the establishment and modifications are to the HRA’s Redevelopment 
Plan and TIF District, State Statutes require that the City Council hold the public hearing on the amendments. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT 
Not known at this time. 
 
COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt the attached City Council Resolution calling for the public hearing on March 16th, 2015. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
HRA Resolution Requesting the Council Schedule a Public Hearing 
City Council Resolution Calling for a Public Hearing 
Schedule of Events  
South Central Business District TIF and Riverspointe TIF Maps 
Map showing parcels to be decertified  
Fiscal Impact Memo 
 

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 9.1 
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2015 First Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303 
Phone: (763) 576-2700  Website: www.ci.anoka.mn.us 

 
RESOLUTION CALLING FOR A PUBLIC HEARING BY THE CITY 
COUNCIL ON THE PROPOSED MODIFICATION TO THE 
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT PLAN FOR ANOKA REDEVELOPMENT 
PROJECT NO. 1, A MODIFICATION TO THE TAX INCREMENT 
FINANCING PLAN FOR TAX INCREMENT FINANCING DISTRICT NO. 2 
(COUNTY DISTRICT E9 & M2) THEREIN, AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF 
THE SOUTH CENTRAL BUSINESS TAX INCREMENT FINANCING 
DISTRICT (A REDEVELOPMENT DISTRICT) THEREIN AND THE 
ADOPTION OF A TAX INCRMENT FINANACING PLAN THEREFOR. 

 
 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council (the "Council") for the City of Anoka, Minnesota (the 
"City"), as follows: 
 
 Section 1.  Public Hearing.  This Council shall meet on March 16, 2015, at approximately 
7:00 P.M., to hold a public hearing on the proposed adoption of a Modification to the Project Plan 
for Anoka Redevelopment Project No. 1 (the "Project Plan Modification") a Modification to the 
Tax Increment Financing Plan for Tax Increment Financing District No. 2 (County District E9 
and M2) for the purpose of removing five parcels (the “TIF Plan Modification”), and the 
establishment of the South Central Business Tax Increment Financing District therein and the 
adoption of a Tax Increment Financing Plan therefor (the “TIF Plan”)(collectively the “Plans”), 
all pursuant to, and in accordance with, Minnesota Statutes, Sections 469.174 through 469.1794 
and Sections 469.001 to 469.047, inclusive, as amended, in an effort to encourage the 
development and redevelopment of certain designated areas within the City; and 
 
 Section 2.  Notice of Public Hearing, Filing of Plans.  City staff is authorized and directed 
to work with Ehlers & Associates, Inc., to prepare the Plans and to forward documents to the 
appropriate taxing jurisdictions including Anoka County and Independent School District No. 
11.  The City Manager is authorized and directed to cause notice of the hearing, together with an 
appropriate map as required by law, to be published at least once in the official newspaper of the 
City not later than 10, nor more than 30, days prior to March 16, 2015, and to place a copy of the 
Plans on file in the City Manager's office at City Hall and to make such copy available for 
inspection by the public. 
 
Adopted by the Anoka City Council this the 17th day of February 2015. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________   ____________________________ 
Amy T. Oehlers, City Clerk     Phil Rice, Mayor 
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SCHEDULE OF EVENTS 
 
 

ANOKA HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
AND THE CITY OF ANOKA 

ANOKA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 

FOR THE PROPOSED MODIFICATION TO THE  
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT PLAN FOR  

ANOKA REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT NO. 1 
 

AND THE PROPOSED ESTABLISHMENT OF THE 
HRA SOUTH CENTRAL BUSINESS   

TAX INCREMENT FINANCING DISTRICT 
(a redevelopment district) 

 
 January 26, 2015 Project information (property identification numbers and legal descriptions, 

detailed project description, maps, but/for statement, estimated fiscal impacts of 
the project to public infrastructure and police and fire services, and list of sources 
and uses of funds) for drafting necessary documentation sent to Ehlers & 
Associates. 

 
 January 28, 2015 Letter received by County Commissioner giving notice of potential 

redevelopment tax increment financing district (at least 30 days prior to 
publication of public hearing notice.)  [Ehlers & Associates will fax and mail on 
January 28, 2015.] 

 
 N/A* Project information submitted to the County Board for review of county road 

impacts if necessary* (at least 45 days prior to public hearing).  *The County 
Board, by law, has 45 days to review the TIF Plan to determine if any county 
roads will be impacted by the development.  Because the City staff believes that 
the proposed tax increment financing district will not require unplanned county 
road improvements, the TIF Plan was not forwarded to the County Board 45 days 
prior to the public hearing.  Please be aware that the County Board could claim 
that tax increment should be used for county roads, even after the public hearing. 

  
 February 9, 2015 HRA requests that the City Council call for a public hearing on the proposed 

Modification to the Redevelopment Project Plan for Anoka Redevelopment 
Project No. 1 and the proposed establishment of the HRA South Central Business  
Tax Increment Financing District. 

 
 February 13, 2015 Fiscal/economic implications received by School Board and County Board (at 

least 30 days prior to public hearing).  [Ehlers & Associates faxed and mailed on 
February 13, 2015.] 

 
 February 17, 2015 City Council calls for public hearing on the proposed Modification to the 

Redevelopment Project Plan for Anoka Redevelopment Project No. 1 and the 
proposed establishment of the HRA South Central Business Tax Increment 
Financing District.  
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SCHEDULE OF EVENTS – PAGE 2 
 
 

ANOKA HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
AND THE CITY OF ANOKA 

ANOKA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 
 

FOR THE PROPOSED MODIFICATION TO THE  
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT PLAN FOR  

ANOKA REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT NO. 1 
 

AND THE PROPOSED ESTABLISHMENT OF THE 
HRA SOUTH CENTRAL BUSINESS   

TAX INCREMENT FINANCING DISTRICT 
(a redevelopment district) 

 
 
 February 23, 2015 Ehlers & Associates conducts internal review of the Plans. 
 
 February 27, 2015 Date of publication of hearing notice and map (at least 10 days but not more than 

30 days prior to hearing).  [Anoka County Union publication deadline, February 
23, 2015. – Ehlers & Associates will submit notice, map, and instructions to the 
newspaper via email by February 23, 2015.] 

 
 March 3, 2015 Planning Commission reviews Plans to determine if they are in compliance with 

City's comprehensive plan. 
 
 March 9, 2015 HRA considers the Plans and adopts a resolution approving the Plans. 
 
  HRA passes resolution authorizing an interfund loan in connection with the TIF 

District. 
 
 March 16, 2015 City Council holds public hearing at 7:00 P.M. on a Modification to the 

Redevelopment Project Plan for Anoka Redevelopment Project No. 1 and the 
proposed establishment of the HRA South Central Business Tax Increment 
Financing District and passes resolution approving the Plans. [Ehlers & 
Associates will email final Council packet information to the City on March 9, 
2015.]  

 
 Before June 30, 2015 Ehlers & Associates files Plans with the MN Department of Revenue and the 

Office of the State Auditor, and requests certification of the TIF District with 
Anoka County. 

 
An action under subdivision 1, paragraph (a), contesting the validity of a determination by an authority under section 469.175, 
subdivision 3, must be commenced within the later of: 
 
(1) 180 days after the municipality's approval under section 469.175, subdivision 3; or 
(2) 90 days after the request for certification of the district is filed with the county auditor under section 469.177, subdivision 1. 
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Memo 
 

To: Darin Berger – City of Anoka  

From: Jake DeBower – Ehlers 

CC: Shelly Eldridge – Ehlers 

Date: January 15, 2015 

Subject: TIF District Establishment 
  

 
Thank you for the opportunity to assist in the establishment of a new TIF District.  The following 
is needed for preparing the TIF Plan and other related documents: 
  
1. Basic information regarding the TIF District:  

• Project Description – please be as detailed as possible  
 See Attached Project Description 
  

• TIF District Authority (please confirm):  HRA 
• TIF District Administrator (Name and Title):  Housing Manager 
• Have building permits been issued for any parcels within the district?      x Yes   ☐ No 

If a permit has been issued in the 18 months preceding 
March 2015, please forward a copy of it to our office. 

 

• School District Number (please confirm) ISD 11 
• Copies of any studies or reports or analyses to support City Council  

Findings for the TIF District. 
These may include market studies, planning documents,  
TIF applications, or staff reports. 
LHB Redevelopment Finding report 

 

 

2. Confirmation of several dates pertaining to the TIF approval process:  
• Planning Commission meeting day/time  Mar. 3 
• City Council meeting days/time    Feb. 17 and Mar. 16 
• Development start, not including infrastructure or demolition? 

(month/year) 
 
April 2015 

• Newspaper name Anoka County Union 
o Hearing notice email address  publicnotice@ecm-inc.com 
o Submission Due Date Feb. 23 
o Date of Publication Feb. 27 

   
3. Development information, such as:  

• Estimated uses of TIF – See Project Description  
• Estimated value of the development upon completion - $3 Million+  
• But/For Analysis from Developer (if applicable)  
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4. Geographic Information regarding the proposed TIF District:  
• List of parcel numbers to include in the new TIF District.   

Please include address and/or legal description. See attached worksheet.  
• Are the parcels currently located in another TIF District?  x Yes   ☐ No 

o If yes, which TIF District? Central Business 
District 

• Are there any county roads that will be impacted by the TIF District? ☐ Yes   x No 
o If yes, have you had discussions with the county  
            concerning the impacts?  ☐ Yes   ☐ No 

• Have there been annexations since the last TIF District was established? ☐ Yes   x No 
• Map showing the location of the TIF District within 

the Project Area.  
• Are the boundaries of the Project Area coterminous 

            with the City limits?  ☐ Yes   ☒ No 
  

5.  If the City is going to spend money on the TIF district that you later plan to  
     reimburse yourself with through TIF, the city must pass an interfund loan resolution.  

• Would you like to use an interfund loan?   x Yes   ☐ No 
o If yes, from what fund?   Electric/CBD TIF 
o for how much?  $3 Million 

• Would you like the interest rate to be fixed (currently at 4%) or fluctuate 
             annually based upon the statutory maximum?  xFixed ☐ Fluctuate 

  
6. A new provision of the TIF Law includes the need to estimate any fiscal impacts to public 

infrastructure, police protection, and fire services. We have attached questionnaires related to each 
portion of the potential fiscal impacts. Please fill them out and let us know if you have questions. 

 
 
 
Please fax or email items as soon as possible.  Please send (as much of the information as possible) in 
an editable electronic form via email.  Please contact me, or Shelly Eldridge at 651-697-8504 or  
seldridge@ehlers-inc.com, if you have any questions.  Thank you for your assistance. 
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Parcels to be Included in the New TIF District 
 

Parcel Number Address or Legal (if known) Owner Name  
(if known) 

Building 
Permit 
Issued? 

073124220106    City of Anoka No 

073124220105  City of Anoka No 

123125110054 1820 2nd Ave City of Anoka HRA No 

123125110053 1834 2nd Ave City of Anoka HRA No 

123125110111 1814 2nd Ave City of Anoka HRA No 

073124220088 210 Monroe St City of Anoka HRA Yes 

123125110063 1812 1st Ave Beehive Partners LLC No 

123125110061 100 Monroe St. City of Anoka HRA Yes 

123125110055 1806 2nd Ave Manning Brian PE & 
Chris 

No 

123125110126 1833 2nd Ave City of Anoka HRA Yes 

073124220086 222 Monroe St. 222 LLC No 

073124220087  ISD 11 No 

123125110112 1800 2nd Ave City of Anoka HRA No 

073124220077  BT Props LLC No 

073124220078  BT Props LLC No 
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City of Anoka 
Fiscal Impact Analysis of Proposed TIF District 

Fire Protection 
 
1. Does the fire department track calls by type of property? 
 
Yes. 
 
 
 
2. How many new calls would be generated by the new development? 
 
This should be minimal. We don’t respond to medical calls unless we are requested by the Police. 
The new building should have new detection and suppression systems installed when completed. 
 
 
 
3. Will the new development necessitate new capital investments in vehicles or facilities? 
 
No, however it will be important for us to ensure we keep the proper numbers of ladder companies 
and engine companies in our fleet. 
 
 
 
4. What is the fire departments total operating budget for 2015? 
 
$1.237.808 
 
 
 
5. In your opinion, what will be the financial and non-financial impact of the new development? 
 
Positive tax revenue to the City. Updated buildings with today’s fire code standards installed. 
 
 
 
6. Is it important to differentiate impacts by property types? 
 
Yes., for future planning the date could prove valuable. 
 
 
 
7. Are there public safety concerns from the existing development, which will be eliminated by the new 

development (non-sprinkled buildings, etc?) 
 
Not really. The majority of the area is mostly vacant lots with some single-family structures 
involved. 
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City of Anoka 
Fiscal Impact Analysis of Proposed TIF District 

Infrastructure/Public Works 
 
1. What are the estimated SAC/WAC fees from the new development? 
 
It is not possible to determine the commercial SAC/WAC fees until a determination is made. The 
development is anticipated to have approximately 70 new housing units. Current SAC/WAC fees 
per unit are $5,585. This equates to approximately $390,950 in SAC/WAC fees. 
 
 
 
2. Are there any sanitary sewer capital costs not paid by TIF associated with the new development?  Are 

there any water capital costs not paid by TIF associated with the new development? 
 
Yes. Generally these will either be paid by the developer or out of the CIP. 
 
 
 
3. Are there new road improvements not paid by TIF necessitated by the new development? 
 
No, roads would be improved under the City’s established road improvement plan. 
 
 
 
4. What are the estimated increased operating costs with the new development, including plowing, street 

maintenance, street sweeping, lighting, sidewalks, etc.? 
 
Generally there won’t be a large increase in road linear footage. As such, there will not be 
increased costs for street maintenance. 
 
 
 
5. Are there any storm sewer capital costs not paid by TIF associated with the new development? 
 
No. The storm sewer is designed based on current development. Any new development would have 
to meet storm water requirements for runoff rate which means no introduction of new storm water 
to the system. 
 
 
 
6. Are there other infrastructure costs which should be considered in the analysis? 
 
There are currently two vacant lots located on Madison Street that do not have City Sewer & 
Water. In order to make those connections, the City or developer would need to put approximately 
$200,000 into the adjacent infrastructure 
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City of Anoka 
Fiscal Impact Analysis of Proposed TIF District 

Police Department 
 
1. Does the police department track calls by type of property? 
 
No, APD tracks calls by the type of crime and location (property address) but not by type of 
property. 
 
2. How many new calls would be generated by the new development? 
 
Approximately 50 new calls for service after the entire proposed development gets completed. 
 
3. Will the new development necessitate new capital investment in vehicles or facilities? 
 
The Police Department has a newer facility (built in 2003) so no new investment would be needed in 
the area of buildings. The police department would not have to purchase anymore vehicles as a 
result of this development. I don’t anticipate any new capital investment needed by the APD. 
 
4. What is the police department’s total operating budget for 2015? 
 
Approximately $4.1 million. 
 
5. In your opinion, what will be the financial and non-financial impact of the new development? 
 
The positive financial impact is that this development brings additional tax revenue to the 
City of Anoka by expanding our city’s tax base (good news).  The positive non-financial 
impact is that this is a wonderful new development that will bring new citizens and 
business to Anoka 
 
6. Is it important to differentiate impacts by property type?  
 
Yes, for planning and community development it is important.  The Police Department’s 
current records management system does not allow us to track police calls by property 
type. 
Example: rental vs. owner occupied property. 
 
7. Are there public safety concerns from the existing development which will be eliminated by the new 

development?  
 

Yes, some improvements.  The current development is old and has some crime issues.  New 
development plans would likely push that problematic behavior out of that area of new 
development. 
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Ordinances & Resolutions 
Item Description RES/ 2015 Parking Lot and Alley Project; Accept Bids and Award 

Construction Contract 
Submitted By Greg Lee, Public Services Director 
 
 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
On December 15, 2014, the City Council accepted a feasibility report and authorized the preparation of plans 
and specifications for the 2015 Parking Lot and Alley Project. This project includes: 
 
 
Parking Lots 

Anoka Nature Preserve Trail Head – construct a parking lot with approximately seventeen 
(17) stalls at the southeast corner of the Anoka Nature Preserve. This 
parking lot, and other planned amenities; such as a future shelter, 
playground, and restroom will serve as the trail head for patrons visiting 
the preserve.      

 
Woodbury House -  construct a parking lot with approximately twenty-nine (29) stalls on the 

Woodbury House property. Plans for this parking lot have previously 
been completed.  

 
Alleyway  

5th Avenue Alley -  This is to pave an alleyway off of 5th Avenue between Oakwood Drive 
and River Lane. A benefiting property owner who utilizes this alley to 
assess their property and who was not previously assess as part of the 
2006/2007 Street Renewal Projects, has submitted payment of their unit 
assessment charge. 

  
These projects are combined into one project in an effort to reduce the overall administrative costs 
associated with these individual projects and to receive more favorable bids from a larger project.  
 

On January 5, 2015, the City Council adopted a resolution approving the plans and specifications, setting a bid 
date, and authorizing the advertisement for bids for the 2015 Parking Lot and Alley Project. 

There was a simple bidding structure for this project with only the base bid and no bid alternates.  

Bids for this project were received at 10:00 A.M. CDT on Friday, February 6, 2015 at City Hall.  
 
A total of twelve (10) bids were received.  

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 9.2 
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A summary of the Base Bid is as follows: 

Contractor Base Bid 

Douglas-Kerr Underground LLC $359,594.26 

Blackstone Contractors $386,755.89 

Oman Brothers Paving  $414,023.70 

North Valley, Inc.  $418,503.60 

New Look Contracting, Inc. $426,733.15 

Midwest Asphalt Corporation   $441,208.38 

North Pine Aggregate Inc. $470,440.75 

Park Construction Company $485,442.06 

GL Contracting   $519,296.32 

Dresel Contracting Inc.  $595,483.73 

             Engineer’s Estimate            $395,530.00     

 

A complete bid tabulation and recommendation letter for the 2015 Parking Lot and Alley Project is attached.  

Staff recommends awarding a construction contract to Douglas-Kerr Underground LLC with a base bid of 
$359,594.26. Douglas-Kerr Underground LLC has successfully completed several Street Renewal Projects in 
the City of Anoka. Most recently were the 2012 and 2014 Street Renewal Projects. Also, on January 20, 2015, 
Douglas-Kerr Underground LLC was awarded the construction contract for the Garfield Street / 5th Avenue 
Project. 
 
It should be noted that the City received quotes for the 5th Avenue Alley and the Woodbury House Parking Lot 
portions of this project in the fall of 2014. Here how the 2014 quotes compare to the current low bid: 

• 5th Avenue Alley 2014 quote of $143,860 compares to current bid of $113,560. 

• Woodbury House Parking Lot 2014 quote of $203,200 compares to current bid of $137,290. 

 
Project Schedule - Should this project proceed and a contract awarded to Douglas-Kerr Underground LLC, the 
following is a tentative schedule: 

Council Accepts Bids and Awards Construction Contract    February 17, 2015 
 
Construction Begins         April 1, 2015 
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Construction Complete       October 1, 2015 
 
 

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 

It is recommended that the City Council adopt a resolution awarding a construction contract to Douglas-Kerr 
Underground LLC in the amount of $359,594.26 for the 2015 Parking Lot and Alley Project. 
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2015 First Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303 
Phone: (763) 576-2700  Website: www.ci.anoka.mn.us 

 
CITY OF ANOKA, MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION 
 

RES-2015- 
 

RESOLUTION AWARDING A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT FOR THE 
2015 PARKING LOT AND ALLEY PROJECT 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to an advertisement for bids for the 2015 Parking Lot and Alley Project bids were 
received, opened, and tabulated according to law, and the following bids were received complying with 
the advertisement: 
 

Contractor Base Bid 
Douglas-Kerr Underground LLC $359,594.26 
Blackstone Contractors $386,755.89 
Oman Brothers Paving  $414,023.70 
North Valley, Inc.  $418,503.60 
New Look Contracting, Inc. $426,733.15 
Midwest Asphalt Corporation   $441,208.38 
North Pine Aggregate Inc. $470,440.75 
Park Construction Company $485,442.06 
GL Contracting   $519,296.32 
Dresel Contracting Inc.  $595,483.73 

             Engineer’s Estimate            $395,530.00  
 
AND WHEREAS, based on the bids submitted, it appears that Douglas-Kerr Underground LLC is the 
lowest responsible bidder,  
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Anoka, Minnesota: 
 
1. The Mayor and City Clerk, are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a contract with 
Douglas-Kerr Underground LLC in the amount of $359,594.26 for the 2015 Parking Lot and Alley 
Project according to the plans and specifications therefore approved by the City Council and on file in the 
office of the City Engineer. 
 
2. The City Clerk or designee is hereby authorized and directed to return forthwith to all bidders the 
deposits made with their bids, except that the deposits of the successful bidder and the next lowest bidder 
shall be retained until a contract has been signed. 
 
Adopted by the Anoka City Council this the 17th day of February 2015. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________    _____________________________ 
Amy T. Oehlers, City Clerk     Phil Rice, Mayor 
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Main Office: 
3601 Thurston Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303 

Phone:  763/427-5860   Fax:  763/427-0520 
www.haa-inc.com 

February 10, 2015 
 
Greg Lee 
Public Services Director 
City of Anoka  
2015 - 1st Avenue N. 
Anoka, MN 55303 
 
RE: 2015 Parking Lot and Alley Project 
 Contract Award Recommendation 
 
Dear Mr. Lee: 
 
Construction bids for the 2015 Parking Lot and Alley Project were opened at 10:00 a.m. on February 6, 
2015 at the Anoka City Hall. A total of 10 bids were received and opened. Dresel Contracting submitted a 
bid, however they used the incorrect bid form and therefore their bid was not tabulated. Their bid was read 
as $595,483.73. The following is a summary of the nine valid bids: 
 

Douglas-Kerr Underground, LLC $ 359,594.26 
Blackstone Contractors, LLC $ 386,755.89 
Omann Bros. Paving $ 414,023.70 
North Valley, Inc. $ 418,503.60 
New Look Contracting, Inc. $ 426,733.15 
Midwest Asphalt Corporation $ 441,208.38 
North Pine Aggregate, Inc. $ 470,440.75 
Park Construction Company $ 484,227.06 
GL Contracting, Inc. $ 519,296.32 
  

The engineer’s estimate for this project was $395,530. Douglas-Kerr Underground was the low bidder 
with a bid of $ 359,594.26. This contractor has worked in the City of Anoka recently. Douglas-Kerr 
Underground successfully completed the 2012 and 2014 Street Renewal Projects. Douglas-Kerr 
Underground is a well established union contractor from Mora, MN. They typically complete projects 
ranging up to 3.5 million dollars. Their main areas of experience include construction of municipal sewer, 
water and streets.  
 
We recommend that the 2015 Parking Lot and Alley Project be awarded to Douglas-Kerr Underground in 
the amount of $ 359,594.26.   
 
Sincerely, 
Hakanson Anderson 
 
 
________________________________ 
Craig J. Jochum, P.E. 
 
cc:  Ben Nelson, City of Anoka 

184 of 243



 
Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Ordinances & Resolutions 
Item Description RES/LG214 Premise Permit for Pull-tabs at Misfits Saloon, Anoka 

Area Ice Arena Association 
Submitted By Amy Oehlers, City Clerk 
 

BACKGROUND 
The City has received a request from Anoka Area Ice Arena Association, requesting that they be allowed to 
obtain a Premise Permit to operate gambling at Misfits Saloon, 821 E River Rd.  A premise permit allows an 
organization to sell pull tabs, tipboards, etc.  The Minnesota Gambling Control Board is the entity that actually 
grants Premise Permits; however, MN GCB requires that the municipality in which the gambling takes place 
provide a recommendation or comment on the issuance of a premise permit. 
 
Previously, when this location was operating as Coyote Sands, a premise permit was approved Climb Theatre.  I 
have received confirmation from the Minnesota Gambling Control Board that Climb Theatre no longer holds a 
premise permit for 821 East River Rd. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT 
There is no financial impact related to the adoption of the resolution.  However, the local area does receive 
donations from the premise permit holders that operate in our City.  That amount varies on how much they gross 
in their pull tab sales. 
 
Section 14-192. Expenditures For Lawful Purposes. 
 
During any year that an eligible organization is licensed to conduct gambling events, not less than fifty percent 
(50%) of its lawful purpose expenditures will be for lawful purposes conducted or located within the trade area.  A 
report of the expenditures for lawful purposes within the trade area shall be provided to the City each month after 
the date of the adoption of this requirement.  Additional reports may be required as determined by the City. 
 
COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED:     Adopt the resolution. 
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2015 First Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303- 
Phone: (763) 576-2700  Website: www.ci.anoka.mn.us 

 
 

CITY OF ANOKA, MINNESOTA 
RESOLUTION 

 
RES-2015- 

 
RESOLUTION RECOMENDING THE ISSUANCE OF A STATE ISSUED LG214 

GAMBLING LICENSE & PREMISE PERMIT FOR  
ANOKA AREA ICE ARENA ASSOCIATION AT MISFITS SALOON,  

821 EAST RIVER RD, ANOKA, MINNESOTA 
 
 

WHEREAS, the applicant, Anoka Area Ice Arena Association has requested approval of the 
issuance of a State issued Gambling License & Premise Permit to allow their organization to 
operate charitable gambling, which may include: pull-tabs, tipboards, paddlewheels and 
raffles; and 
 
WHEREAS, the location in which they wish to operate such activity is Misfits Saloon, 821 
East River Rd, Anoka, Minnesota. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Anoka City Council does hereby 
recommend to the State of Minnesota, the issuance of the Gambling License & Premise Permit 
for Anoka Area Ice Arena Association, to operate charitable gambling activities, as described 
above, at Misfits Saloon, 821 East River Rd, located in the City of Anoka, Anoka County, 
Minnesota.  
 
Adopted by the Anoka City Council this 17th day of February 2015. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
   

 
 

 Amy T. Oehlers, City Clerk                                                       Phil Rice, Mayor 
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Ordinances & Resolutions 
Item Description RES/2015 Amendment to Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) Street 

Maintenance Program 
Submitted By Ben Nelson, Engineering Technician 

 

CONSENT AGENDA 
Consent agenda contains several separate items which are acted upon by the Council in one motion. 
Upon request, any Consent Agenda item may be removed, and if necessary, placed somewhere else 

on the agenda or on a future agenda for Council discussion & action. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
In 2004, the cities of Coon Rapids, Andover, Brooklyn Center, Columbia Heights and Fridley joined together to 
solicit bids for street maintenance services. The Joint Powers Agreement was amended in 2006, 2008, 2010, and 
2011 when Ham Lake, East Bethel, Anoka, and Mahtomedi joined the group. 
 
The group met in December 2014 to discuss program operations in 2014 and 2015. The JPA contains an option 
of opting out of the program 60 days after the contract award. The members discussed shortening the opting out 
period from 60 days to 30 days. It is the consensus of the group to amend the JPA to a 30 day opting out period. 
The Coon Rapids Council approved the amended JPA on Tuesday, February 3, 2015 and now has forwarded the 
amended JPA to the participating cities for execution. The amended JPA is attached for consideration. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
 
The benefit of this agreement is that it allows participating cities to share administrative costs associated with 
seal coat projects, including; advertising, preparation of plans and specifications documents, bid review and 
tabulation, contract documentation administration, legal review of documents, preconstruction administration, 
etc. There is also the possible benefit of receiving more favorable bids from a larger project.  The City of Coon 
Rapids estimates that there is typically a savings of 10 to 15% compared to bids received for smaller projects 
for individual cities.  

 
COUNCIL REQUESTED ACTION: 
 
It is recommended the City Council adopt the resolution authorizing the execution of the Sixth Amendment to 
Joint Powers Agreement revising the opting out period from 60 days to 30 days for the Street Maintenance 
Program. 
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2015 First Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303 
Phone: (763) 576-2700  Website: www.ci.anoka.mn.us 

 
CITY OF ANOKA, MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION 
 

RES-2015-XX 
 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A JOINT POWERS 
AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF COON RAPIDS FOR ACTIVITIES ASSOCIATED 

WITH STREET SEAL MAINTENANCE PROGARM 
 
WHEREAS, a group of cites in the northern metro area have entered into a Joint Powers 
Agreement for services associated with street seal coat projects; and 
 
WHEREAS, the benefit of this agreement is that it allows participating cities to share in 
administrative costs associated with seal coat projects; and   
 
WHEREAS, based on this agreement, member cities contribute to administration costs at a rate 
of 1% of the actual construction costs, for projects over $100,000; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Anoka will continue to have control over the seal coat projects within 
the city. 
 
WHEREAS, the member cities have the option to opt out within 30 days after the contract is 
awarded; and 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Anoka, 
Minnesota: 
 
1. That the Joint Powers Agreement with the City of Coon Rapids and other member cities 

for activities associated with Street Seal Coat Projects is hereby approved. 
 
2. That the Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized to execute said agreement.  
 
Adopted by the Anoka City Council this the 17th day of February 2015. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
____________________________    _____________________________ 
Amy T. Oehlers, City Clerk     Phil Rice, Mayor 
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SIXTH AMENDMENT TO JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT 
 

TRAFFIC MARKINGS, STREET SWEEPING 
CRACK SEALING, SCREENING AND SEAL COATING 

 
 
 This Sixth Amendment to Joint Powers Agreement (“Sixth Amendment”) is by and 

between the cities of Anoka, Andover, Brooklyn Center, Circle Pines, Columbia Heights, Coon 

Rapids, East Bethel, Fridley, Ham Lake, and Mahtomedi and (hereinafter individually the “City” 

and collectively the “Cities”). 

 WHEREAS, the Cities shall collectively be known as the North Metro Regional Street 

Maintenance Consortium. 

 WHEREAS, on February 1, 2005 the cities of Coon Rapids, Andover, Brooklyn Center, 

Columbia Heights and Fridley entered into a Joint Powers Agreement pursuant to Minn. Stat. 

§471.59 for the purpose of combining together for bidding purposes for street maintenance 

services (hereinafter the “Joint Powers Agreement”); and  

 WHEREAS, the City of Ham Lake joined the Joint Powers Agreement in August, 2006 

by an agreement entitled First Amendment to Joint Powers Agreement (hereinafter the “First 

Amendment”); and  

 WHEREAS, the Cities in the First Amendment, paragraph 3, authorized the City of Coon 

Rapids to allow a new member City to join the Joint Powers Agreement when, in its sole 

discretion, the City of Coon Rapids determines that it is in the best interest of the Cities to allow 

the new member City to join; and 

 WHEREAS, the City of East Bethel joined the Joint Powers Agreement in February, 

2008 by agreement entitled Second Amendment to Joint Powers Agreement (hereinafter the 

“Second Amendment”); and 
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 WHEREAS, the City of Anoka joined the Joint Powers Agreement in March, 2010 by 

agreement entitled Third Amendment to Joint Powers Agreement (hereinafter the “Third 

Amendment”); and 

 WHEREAS, the City of Mahtomedi joined the Joint Powers Agreement in January, 2011 

by agreement entitled Fourth Amendment to Joint Powers Agreement (hereinafter the “Fourth 

Amendment”); and 

 WHEREAS, the City of Circle Pines joined the Joint Powers Agreement in March, 2011, 

By agreement entitled Fifth Amendment to Joint Powers Agreement (hereinafter the “Fifth 

Amendment”); and 

 WHEREAS, the Cities met on December 2, 2014 and agreed to amend the opting out 

period in the Joint Powers Agreement.    

 NOW, THEREFORE, by virtue of the powers granted by law and in consideration of the 

mutual covenants and agreements of the parties hereto, it is agreed as follows: 

1. Definitions.  All capitalized terms, not otherwise separately defined herein, shall 
have the meanings ascribed to them in the Joint Powers Agreement. 

 
2. Opting Out.  Paragraph 4 of the Joint Powers Agreement is hereby amended to the 

parties hereto recognize that municipal funding sources and spending priorities 
may change throughout the bidding and award process.  In recognition thereof, 
within thirty (30) days after a bid has been awarded, a City may opt out of any 
individual bid award and contract by providing written notice to the Director of 
Public Works, City of Coon Rapids, 11155 Robinson Drive, Coon Rapids, MN 
55433. 
 

3. Full Force and Effect.  Except as expressly amended herein, the terms and 
provision contained in the Joint Powers Agreement and its Amendments shall 
continue to govern the rights and obligations of the Cities, and the Joint Powers 
Agreement and its Amendments shall remain in full force and effect. 

 
 

 

[Signatures on following pages] 
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Dated:_______________________   CITY OF ANOKA 
 
 
By:   
 Mayor 
 
 
 
By:   
 City Clerk  
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section New Business 
Item Description Consideration of Appointment to Waste Reduction & Recycling 

Board; Cynthia Thurston 
Submitted By Amy Oehlers, City Clerk 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION  
 
Attached is an application that the City received from Cynthia Thurston of Anoka, for appointment to fill the vacancy on 
the Waste Reduction & Recycling Board. 
 
This would be a partial term vacancy with an expiration date of 12/31/2016. 
 
If this appointment is made, the City will have the following vacancies on our City boards/commissions: 
 

Housing & Redevelopment Authority - partial term (to expire 12/31/2015) 
 
 Utility Advisory Board – two partial terms (to expire 12/31/2015 and 12/31/2017) 
 
Staff will continue to advertise these vacancies per the City policy. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT 
Advertising costs of < $50.00 
 
COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 
 
Act on appointment to fill vacancy on the WRRB. 
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Updates & Reports 
Item Description 4th Quarter Financial Report 
Submitted By Lori Yager, Finance Director 
 
 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
The Finance Department provides the City Council and City Manager with quarterly reports according to the 
Anoka City Charter.  

FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
 
No financial impact, see attached reports. 

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED: 
 
View powerpoint presentation. 

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 12.1 
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Memorandum 

Date:  2/17//15 

To:  Tim Cruikshank 

Cc:  Mayor and Councilmembers 

From:  Lori Yager 

RE:  December 2014 Financial Report 

Attached are financial reports for the period ending December 31, 2014 along with some 
comparative information.  After brief analysis, some general comments can be made in 
regards to the quarterly reports for the City.  There will be a final year-end report after the 
completion of the annual audit.   

GENERAL FUND REVENUES 

• General fund revenues are up about $479,000 or 4.7% over last year at this time.  
Excluding transfers in, operating revenues increased 8.7% over last year.  
Intergovernmental revenue is up 576,000 as a result of an increase in local government 
aid.  License & Permit revenues are up $140,000 as a result of increased permit activity 
in 2014, interest earnings are projected to be up $190,000 as a result of reversing the 
market value losses from last year.  Property tax revenue is down ($177,000) compared 
to last year.  The actual levy is down ($135,000) from 2013.  Transfers in are down 
($340,000) as a result of increased aid.  All other changes were minor.      

GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES 

• Overall general fund expenditures are up $552,000 or 5.3% compared to last year at 
this time.    Excluding transfers out, operating expenditures increased only 1.1% over last year 
at this time.  Wages and benefit expenditures are up 7.8% or $468,000.  A new position was 
added for public services and salaries increased 2%.  Plus a one-time increase in the HSA 
contribution was incurred during the year.  Contractual service spending decreased by 
($176,000).  The majority of the decrease is the council directive to transfer $100,000 to the 
Street Renewal fund rather than spending on seal coating.  Also, the Fire contract costs 
decreased ($272,000) as a result of decreased capital expenditures, (new fire truck in 2013).  
Fire costs will only reflect the contract amount and will not include variable capital purchases, 
as a result of the new organization structure.  Transfers out to other funds increased $450,000.  
The remaining costs had various increases or decreases offsetting each other overall.  All 
departments are under budgeted appropriations after budget adjustments.  All budget 
adjustments will be brought to the Council on March 2nd for approval. 
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RESERVES 

• Governmental fund reserves are decreasing in total by about ($3.3) million.  This 
includes, general, special revenue, debt service, capital and TIF funds.  The decrease 
occurred within all categories except special revenue funds.  The city’s general fund 
reserves are at about 51% of total operating general fund expenditures.  The goal is to 
be between 25% and 40% of annual operating expenditures.  Internal service fund 
reserves decreased by about ($569,000) as a result of increased operating costs and 
capital purchases.   

ENTERPRISE FUNDS 

• All City enterprise funds reflect “operating” incomes except refuse and recycling.  
Refuse fund continues to use about $3,000 in fund balance to cover internal costs.  
Recycling has non operating revenues which will cover total operating costs.  Liquor 
and Golf reflect a “net” loss after transfers, depreciation and debt service costs.  
Electric, Storm Sewer, Liquor and Golf all have decreases in cash.  Electric transferred 
out $2 million to other funds and expended in excess of $4 million for capital.  Storm 
Sewer contributed to two street projects, Liquor transferred $300,000 to park capital 
and Golf paid debt.     

GENERAL COMMENTS 

• Total cash and investments are down about ($3.5) million compared to last year.      

• The general fund graphs illustrate where revenues and expenditures are derived and 
spent.  It compares those figures for years 2010 thru 2014 with period end dates of 
December 31st.  

• Included also are a spreadsheets and graphs depicting current and historical operations 
for the enterprise funds and the general fund. 
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CITY OF ANOKA

2014 FINANCIAL REPORT - DECEMBER

GENERAL FUND
Year To Date    12 Months    100% of Year

Percentage
Received/
Expended

2014 Budget Year to Date 2014
Revenues

Property Taxes $ 5,329,265 $ $5,298,101 99.42%
Intergovernmental Revenue 1,943,940 2,008,829 103.34%
Licenses and Permits 343,450 484,371 141.03%
Fines and Forfeitures 92,000 85,154 92.56%
Charges for Services 939,100 1,117,929 119.04%
Interest Earnings 52,500 120,000 228.57%
Other Miscellaneous 132,000 147,432 111.69%
Franchise Fees 930,000 967,141 103.99%
Transfers In 360,000 360,000 100.00%

Total $ 10,122,255 $ 10,588,957 104.61%

Expenditures

Mayor/Council $ 96,510 $ 94,762 98.19%
Administrative Services 428,845 372,508 86.86%
Finance 452,035 402,450 89.03%
Legal 212,000 174,179 82.16%
Planning & Inspections 480,255 464,003 96.62%
Community Development 126,245 123,322 97.68%
Municipal Building 333,935 328,318 98.32%
Police 4,251,830 4,227,948 99.44%
Fire 536,125 535,500 99.88%
Public Works 1,303,855 1,198,042 91.88%
Recreation 1,031,875 1,021,637 99.01%
Parks 799,245 740,685 92.67%
Unallocated 1,304,500 1,279,418 98.08%

Total $ 11,357,255 $ 10,962,772 96.53%

Sources (Uses) of Fund
     Balance ($1,235,000) ($373,815)
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CITY OF ANOKA

FOUR YEAR COMPARATIVE FINANCIAL REPORT
FOR THE PERIOD ENDING DECEMBER 31, 20XX

GENERAL FUND

2014 2013 2012 2011
Revenues

Property Taxes $5,298,101 $5,475,539 $5,441,866 $5,207,674
Intergovernmental Revenue 2,008,829 1,432,608 1,373,890 1,485,068
Licenses and Permits 484,371 343,817 457,674 236,939
Fines and Forfeitures 85,154 79,874 83,462 113,095
Charges for Services 1,117,929 1,088,748 1,026,888 951,926
Interest Earnings 120,000 (74,207) 36,920 96,775
Other Miscellaneous 147,432 85,086 14,931 259,682
Franchise Fees 967,141 977,721 939,728 926,617
Transfers In 360,000 700,000 385,000 275,000

Total $10,588,957 $10,109,186 $9,760,359 $9,552,776

Expenditures

Mayor/Council $94,762 $83,479 $88,000 $90,805
Administrative Services 372,508 362,800 357,629 326,247
Finance 402,450 382,525 383,910 392,201
Legal 174,179 180,450 184,317 195,996
Planning/Inspections 464,003 457,233 434,028 415,030
Community Development 123,322 131,554 115,099 99,941
Municipal Building 328,318 345,414 244,757 217,654
Police 4,227,948 3,968,492 3,888,517 3,695,424
Fire 535,500 808,183 524,607 482,168
Public Works 1,198,042 1,237,801 1,060,079 1,207,085
Recreation 1,021,637 890,383 723,606 772,460
Parks/Cemetary 740,685 763,732 755,081 666,860
Unallocated 79,418 48,623 41,709 40,714
Transfers 1,200,000 750,000 600,000 0

Total $10,962,772 $10,410,669 $9,401,339 $8,602,585

Sources of Fund Balance ($373,815) ($301,483) $359,020 $950,191
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CITY OF ANOKA

FOUR YEAR COMPARATIVE FINANCIAL REPORT
FOR THE PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 20XX

GENERAL FUND

2014 2013 2012 2011
Revenues

PROPERTY TAXES $ 5,298,101 $ 5,475,539 $ 5,441,866 $ 5,207,674
LICENSE & PERMITS 484,371 343,817 457,674 236,939
FINES & FORFETURES 85,154 79,874 83,462 113,095
INTERGOVERNMENTAL 2,008,829 1,432,608 1,373,890 1,485,068
CHARGES FOR CURRENT SERV 1,117,929 1,088,748 1,026,888 951,926
FRANCHISE FEES 967,141 977,721 939,728 926,617
INTEREST EARNINGS 120,000 (74,207) 36,920 96,775
MISCELLANEOUS 147,432 85,086 14,931 259,682
TRANSFER IN 360,000 700,000 385,000 275,000

Total $ 10,588,957 $ 10,109,186 $ 9,760,359 $ 9,552,776

Expenditures

WAGES & BENEFITS $ $6,422,196 $ $5,953,530 $ 5,846,373 $ 5,650,587
SUPPLIES 217,473 200,589 199,601 159,624
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,176,202 1,105,043 980,675 908,711
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 1,266,461 1,442,988 1,186,903 1,361,778
FIRE CONTRACT SERVICES 535,500 808,183 524,607 482,168
CAPITAL 83,341 110,836 27,709 0
MISCELLANEOUS 61,599 39,500 35,471 39,717
TRANSFERS OUT 1,200,000 750,000 500,000 0

Total $ 10,962,772 $ 10,410,669 $ 9,301,339 $ 8,602,585

Sources of Fund Balance ($373,815) ($301,483) $459,020 $950,191
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MAJOR FUNDS

Projected Increase Total 4 Year Change  4 Year Avg Change
FINANCIAL STRENGTH ANALYSIS - 4TH QTR 2014 2014 ANALYSIS (Decrease) Over 2013 (2011-2014 proj) (2011-2014 proj)

2011 2012 2013 YTD 12/31/14 Projected YE 2014 $ % $ % $ %
General fund total fund balance $5,814,459 $6,173,479 $5,871,996 $4,935,743 $4,935,743 (936,253) -15.94% (878,716) -15.11% (219,679) -3.85%
General fund unassigned fund balance 4,622,827 4,660,817 4,191,499 4,659,937 4,659,937 468,438 11.18% (880) -0.02% (220) 0.00%
General fund cash balance 6,642,563 7,023,928 6,139,271 5,083,183 5,083,183 (1,056,088) -17.20% (1,559,380) -23.48% (389,845) -6.27%
Overal city cash position 38,766,459 35,864,107 34,689,713 29,393,437 29,393,437 (5,296,276) -15.27% (9,373,022) -24.18% (2,343,256) -6.76%
Special Revnue funds
Parking cash 1,329,672 1,228,954 914,197 850,110 850,110 (64,087) -7.01% (479,562) -36.07% (119,891) -11.09%
Parking fund balance 1,332,214 1,064,669 908,185 846,585 846,585 (61,600) -6.78% (485,629) -36.45% (121,407) -11.70%
Capital funds 
State Aid Construction cash 281,678 284,109 279,136 654,221 654,221 375,085 134.37% 372,543 132.26% 93,136 24.85%
State Aid Construction fund balance (1,900,554) (1,898,345) 2,805,676 3,179,551 3,179,551 373,875 13.33% 5,080,105 -267.30% 1,270,026 232.36%
Street Renewal cash 3,004,547 423,994 323,441 13,666 13,666 (309,775) -95.77% (2,990,881) -99.55% (747,720) -79.43%
Street Renewal fund balance 2,930,355 830,861 182,810 (663,485) (663,485) (846,295) -462.94% (3,593,840) -122.64% (898,460) -109.55%
Park cash 1,301,556 680,598 599,407 419,377 419,377 (180,030) -30.03% (882,179) -67.78% (220,545) -29.40%
Park fund balance 1,183,985 377,918 (287,821) (152,595) (152,595) 135,226 -46.98% (1,336,580) -112.89% (334,145) -119.18%
Enterprise TIF cash 2,484,148 2,876,560 3,021,545 1,759,546 1,759,546 (1,261,999) -41.77% (724,602) -29.17% (181,151) -7.14%
Enterprise TIF fund balance 834,603 1,869,974 3,115,454 3,792,427 3,792,427 676,973 21.73% 2,957,824 354.40% 739,456 30.77%
Internal Service funds
Garage fund cash 840,873 785,380 586,363 398,951 398,951 (187,412) -31.96% (441,922) -52.56% (110,481) -16.92%
Garge unassigned net position 719,058 787,768 615,498 181,023 181,023 (434,475) -70.59% (538,035) -74.82% (134,509) -23.36%
Information Services cash 70,016 72,079 91,302 209,446 209,446 118,144 129.40% 139,430 199.14% 34,858 31.49%
Information Services unassigned net position 71,283 76,992 90,496 162,162 162,162 71,666 79.19% 90,879 127.49% 22,720 22.67%
Insurance fund cash 1,011,983 996,459 1,000,543 946,066 946,066 (54,477) -5.44% (65,917) -6.51% (16,479) -1.67%
Insurance unassigned net position 1,071,280 1,126,022 1,043,242 944,319 944,319 (98,923) -9.48% (126,961) -11.85% (31,740) -3.03%
Enterprise funds
Electric fund cash 14,115,529 13,655,201 13,625,167 10,145,418 10,145,418 (3,479,749) -25.54% (3,970,111) -28.13% (992,528) -7.70%
Electric unassigned net position 18,489,983 17,573,579 16,867,679 18,067,679 18,067,679 1,200,000 7.11% (422,304) -2.28% (105,576) -0.59%
Water fund cash 1,457,347 1,818,060 1,625,960 1,797,765 1,797,765 171,805 10.57% 340,418 23.36% 85,105 5.08%
Water unassigned net position 1,367,549 1,530,300 1,504,391 1,904,391 1,904,391 400,000 26.59% 536,842 39.26% 134,211 8.51%
Liquor fund cash 975,614 1,152,577 1,132,764 1,117,223 1,117,223 (15,541) -1.37% 141,609 14.51% 35,402 3.23%
Liquor fund net position 1,559,397 1,616,176 1,557,455 1,397,684 1,397,684 (159,771) -10.26% (161,713) -10.37% (40,428) -2.64%
Golf fund cash 130,361 127,953 352,590 411,765 411,765 59,175 16.78% 281,404 215.87% 70,351 27.52%
Golf fund net position (157,743) (166,045) 332,396 265,828 265,828 (66,568) -20.03% 423,571 -268.52% 105,893 154.34%
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CITY OF ANOKA

2014 FINANCIAL REPORT -  DECEMBER 2014

STATUS OF RESERVES

Beginning
Balance Balance Dollar Balance

Fund 1/1/2014 12/31/2014 Difference 12/31/2013

General Fund $ 5,871,996 $ 4,935,743 $ (936,253) $ 5,871,996

Urban Development 419,356 637,571 218,215 419,356

Cemetary 458,623 446,125 (12,498) 458,623

City Parking 908,185 846,585 (61,600) 908,185

Debt Service funds 443,168 432,656 (10,512) 443,168

Bldg Improvement Projects 673,659 63,376 (610,283) 673,659

State Aid Construction 2,805,676 3,179,551 373,875 2,805,676

Street Renewal Projects 231,263 (663,485) (894,748) 231,263

Cemetery Construction 66,572 68,729 2,157 66,572

Park Dedication 139,783 225,393 85,610 139,783

Park Capital Projects (15,943) (562,234) (546,291) (15,943)

Aquatic Center Projects 249,442 115,517 (133,925) 249,442

City Tax Increment Districts 3,069,562 2,333,399 (736,163) 3,069,562

Central Garage Fund 1,390,373 926,977 (463,396) 1,390,373

Data Processing Fund 137,125 213,524 76,399 137,125

Insurance Fund 1,126,022 944,319 (181,703) 1,126,022

Houising & Redevel. 1,058,991 1,154,266 95,275 1,058,991

HRA Tax Increment Districts 245,145 1,142,621 897,476 245,145

CASH AND INVESTMENTS - ALL FUNDS
12/31/2013 12/31/2014

Total City Cash & Investments $ 34,689,713 $ 29,393,437 (5,296,276)

205 of 243



CITY OF ANOKA

ENTERPRISE FUNDS
Year to Date, December 31, 2014

Storm Golf 
Electric Water Sewer Sewer Liquor Course Refuse Recycling

Revenue $ 26,792,631 $ 1,648,145 $ 2,149,430 $ 471,677 $ 4,179,462 $ 916,029 $ 133,959 $ 236,952

Power/Disposal/CGS 19,814,739 1,270,580 3,253,510 64,436 119,941 199,708
Operating Expense 3,738,808 967,821 495,218 108,976 718,163 771,584 17,378 71,552

Operating Income(Loss) 3,239,084 680,324 383,632 362,701 207,789 80,009 (3,360) (34,308)

Non-Operating
   Revenue (Expense) (2,327,964) (289,825) (189,051) (52,700) (326,186) (153,848) 3,155 22,685

Net Income (Loss) $ 911,120 $ 390,499 $ 194,581 $ 310,001 $ (118,397) $ (73,839) $ (205) $ (11,623)

Capital Outlay (4,838,900) (483,898) (87,083) (392,168) (59,687) 0 0 0
.

Cash Balance 12/31/13 $ 13,625,167 $ 1,625,960 $ 619,031 $ 178,354 $ 1,132,764 $ 422,904 $ 132,460 $ 90,430

Cash Balance 12/31/14 $ 10,145,418 $ 1,797,765 $ 1,011,714 $ 134,936 $ 1,120,823 $ 412,565 $ 136,001 $ 103,933

Cash Variance (3,479,749) 171,805 392,683 (43,418) (11,941) (10,339) 3,541 13,503

Explanation of Cash capital and increased net capital transfers
Variances transfers out WAC rev income out
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INVESTMENTS ACTIVIY - FOURTH QUARTER 2014  
# of  

# of days Interest Interest Amortized
Broker Description Purchased Maturity days to held Received Received Premium Yield

Date Amount Date maturity to date Cost PAR YTD LTD (365 day)
SALES ACTIVITY
US Bank BA 10-2-14 (129,436.00) 10-14-14 12 12 129,432.12 129,436.00 3.88 0.091%
US Bank BA 10-8-14 (573,108.00) 10-16-14 8 8 573,099.08 573,108.00 8.92 0.071%
Piper Jaffray Sonovus Bk, GA 5-14-13 (248,000.00) 10-17-14 521 521 248,000.00 248,000.00 865.62 373.36 0.350%
Morgan Stanley GE Cap Bk 10-18-13 (249,000.00) 10-17-14 364 364 249,000.00 249,000.00 993.27 0.400%
US Bank BA 10-2-14 (287,160.00) 10-17-14 15 15 287,148.03 287,160.00 11.97 0.101%
Dain Soverign Bank 10-24-12 (249,000.00) 10-24-14 730 730 249,000.00 249,000.00 1,867.50 1,867.50 0.750%
Morgan Stanley Sallie Mae Bank, UT 10-24-12 (100,000.00) 10-24-14 730 730 100,000.00 100,000.00 750.00 750.00 0.750%
Dain BMW 10-25-13 (249,000.00) 10-24-14 364 364 249,000.00 249,000.00 869.11 0.350%
US Bank BA 10-23-14 (393,150.00) 10-27-14 4 4 393,145.19 393,150.00 4.81 0.112%
Piper Jaffray Pacific Cont. bk 10-30-13 (249,000.00) 10-30-14 365 365 249,000.00 249,000.00 622.50 0.250%
Morgan Stanley Goldman Sachs, UT 10-31-12 (150,000.00) 10-31-14 730 730 150,000.00 150,000.00 1,125.00 1,125.00 0.750%
Raymond JamesState of Mississippi 7-5-12 (45,000.00) 11-1-14 849 849 46,080.90 45,000.00 785.26 1,038.28 (1,080.90) 0.709%
Piper Jaffray Medallion Bank 5-3-13 (248,000.00) 11-3-14 549 549 248,000.00 248,000.00 868.00 437.57 0.350%
US Bank BA 10-30-14 (359,380.00) 11-5-14 6 6 359,372.81 359,380.00 7.19 0.122%
Piper Jaffray Essex bk 11-6-13 (249,000.00) 11-6-14 365 365 249,000.00 249,000.00 571.32 51.16 0.250%
US Bank BA 11-6-14 (592,640.00) 11-10-14 4 4 592,632.76 592,640.00 7.24 0.111%
US Bank BA 10-22-14 (693,894.00) 11-14-14 23 23 693,840.80 693,894.00 53.20 0.122%
Raymond JamesVadnais Heights ED B 5-7-10 (329,000.00) 11-17-14 473 473 335,006.00 329,000.00 (196,324.63) 42,437.27 (6,006.00) -10.718%
US Bank BA 10-20-14 (316,382.00) 11-19-14 30 30 316,342.45 316,382.00 39.55 0.152%
Dain Fedelity Bank 5-20-13 (249,000.00) 11-20-14 549 549 249,000.00 249,000.00 746.98 376.56 0.300%
US Bank BA 10-21-14 (545,578.00) 11-20-14 30 30 545,505.26 545,578.00 72.74 0.162%
Morgan Stanley TCF bk 11-27-13 (249,000.00) 11-26-14 364 364 249,000.00 249,000.00 744.95 0.300%
Morgan Stanley Beal bk 11-27-13 (249,000.00) 11-26-14 364 364 249,000.00 249,000.00 744.95 0.300%
US/WELLS FHLB 11-28-12 (150,000.00) 11-28-14 730 730 150,000.00 150,000.00 750.00 0.250%
Piper Jaffray Centennial 12-2-13 (249,000.00) 12-2-14 365 365 249,000.00 249,000.00 622.50 0.250%
US Bank BA 12-2-14 (343,802.00) 12-3-14 1 1 343,801.24 343,802.00 0.76 0.081%
Morgan Stanley Bank of China 12-5-12 (249,000.00) 12-5-14 730 730 249,000.00 249,000.00 1,494.00 1,494.00 0.600%
Morgan Stanley Banco Popular 12-5-12 (249,000.00) 12-5-14 730 730 249,000.00 249,000.00 1,494.00 1,494.00 0.600%
Piper Jaffray Transportation Allianc 12-5-13 (249,000.00) 12-5-14 365 365 249,000.00 249,000.00 744.93 0.299%
Dain Mizuho bk 3-5-14 (249,000.00) 12-5-14 275 275 249,000.00 249,000.00 562.81 0.300%
Raymond JamesSterling Svgs Bk 12-7-12 (249,000.00) 12-8-14 731 731 249,000.00 249,000.00 998.72 996.00 0.400%
US Bank BA 12-2-14 (119,065.00) 12-8-14 6 6 119,063.02 119,065.00 1.98 0.101%
Morgan Stanley Rockville bk 12-9-13 (249,000.00) 12-9-14 365 365 249,000.00 249,000.00 622.50 0.250%
US Bank BA 12-2-14 (504,725.00) 12-9-14 7 7 504,713.22 504,725.00 11.78 0.122%
US BANK Huntington Ntl Bk 6-15-12 (245,000.00) 12-15-14 913 913 245,000.00 245,000.00 1,960.01 2942.68 0.800%
Dain Commerce Bk 11-21-14 (119,000.00) 12-15-14 24 24 119,000.00 119,000.00 15.65 0.200%
US Bank BA 12-3-14 (488,286.00) 12-15-14 12 12 488,261.59 488,286.00 24.41 0.152%
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INVESTMENTS ACTIVIY - FOURTH QUARTER 2014  
# of  

# of days Interest Interest Amortized
Broker Description Purchased Maturity days to held Received Received Premium Yield

Date Amount Date maturity to date Cost PAR YTD LTD (365 day)

SALES ACTIVITY (continue)
US BANK FHLB 12-21-12 (500,000.00) 12-21-14 730 730 500,000.00 500,000.00 5,000.00 5,000.00 1.000%
Piper Jaffray Sallie Mae Bank, UT 1-11-12 (145,000.00) 12-22-14 1076 1076 145,000.00 145,000.00 1,962.86 3,807.74 1.350%
US Bank BA 12-18-14 (410,795.00) 12-22-14 4 4 410,790.89 410,795.00 4.11 0.091%

TOTAL (11,771,401.00) (168,289.65) 64,191.12 (7,086.90)
PURCHASE ACTIVITY
US Bank BA 10-2-14 129,436.00 10-14-14 12 12 129,432.12 129,436.00 3.88 0.00 0.10%
US Bank BA 10-8-14 573,108.00 10-16-14 8 8 573,099.08 573,108.00 8.92 0.00 0.20%
US Bank BA 10-2-14 287,160.00 10-17-14 15 15 287,148.03 287,160.00 11.97 0.00 0.30%
US Bank BA 10-23-14 393,150.00 10-27-14 4 4 393,145.19 393,150.00 4.81 0.00 0.30%
US Bank BA 10-30-14 359,380.00 11-5-14 6 6 359,372.81 359,380.00 7.19 0.00 0.20%
US Bank BA 11-6-14 592,640.00 11-10-14 4 4 592,632.76 592,640.00 7.24 0.00 0.10%
US Bank BA 10-22-14 693,894.00 11-14-14 23 23 693,840.80 693,894.00 53.20 0.00 0.25%
US Bank BA 10-20-14 316,382.00 11-19-14 30 30 316,342.45 316,382.00 39.55 0.00 0.25%
US Bank BA 7-29-13 222,526.00 8-12-13 14 14 222,515.62 222,526.00 10.38 0.00 0.25%
US Bank BA 10-21-14 545,578.00 11-20-14 30 30 545,505.26 545,578.00 72.74 0.00 0.40%
US Bank BA 12-2-14 343,802.00 12-3-14 1 1 343,801.24 343,802.00 0.76 0.00 0.13%
US Bank BA 12-2-14 119,065.00 12-8-14 6 6 119,063.02 119,065.00 1.98 0.00 0.20%
US Bank BA 12-2-14 504,725.00 12-9-14 7 7 504,713.22 504,725.00 11.78 0.00 0.20%
Dain Commerce Bk 11-21-14 119,000.00 12-15-14 24 24 119,000.00 119,000.00 15.65 0.00 0.40%
US Bank BA 12-3-14 488,286.00 12-15-14 12 12 488,261.59 488,286.00 24.41 0.00 0.35%
US Bank BA 12-18-14 410,795.00 12-22-14 4 4 410,790.89 410,795.00 4.11 0.00 0.20%
US Bank BA 11-12-14 292,950.00 1-5-15 54 49 292,879.69 292,950.00 63.80 0.00 0.40%
US Bank BA 12-29-14 524,565.00 1-5-15 7 2 524,552.76 524,565.00 3.50 0.00 0.25%
US Bank BA 12-23-14 215,444.00 1-8-15 16 8 215,433.47 215,444.00 5.26 0.00 0.25%
US Bank BA 11-14-14 474,549.00 1-9-15 56 47 474,438.27 474,549.00 92.93 0.00 0.17%
Morgan Stanley Everbank 12-9-14 249,000.00 1-9-15 31 22 249,000.00 249,000.00 30.02 0.00 0.18%
US Bank BA 12-29-14 440,468.00 1-16-15 18 2 440,441.57 440,468.00 2.94 0.00 0.18%
US Bank BA 11-19-14 400,120.00 1-20-15 62 42 400,009.74 400,120.00 74.69 0.00 0.17%
US Bank BA 11-20-14 368,581.00 1-26-15 67 41 368,471.24 368,581.00 67.17 0.00 0.19%
US Bank BA 12-29-14 400,000.00 1-29-15 31 2 399,951.78 400,000.00 3.11 0.00 0.19%
US Bank BA 12-1-14 324,750.00 2-3-15 64 30 324,657.63 324,750.00 43.30 0.00 0.30%
US Bank BA 11-21-14 252,880.00 2-12-15 83 40 252,775.05 252,880.00 50.58 0.00 0.30%
US Bank BA 12-1-14 255,548.00 2-12-15 73 30 255,454.72 255,548.00 38.33 0.00 0.17%
US Bank BA 12-1-14 234,086.00 2-19-15 80 30 233,992.37 234,086.00 35.11 0.00 0.18%
Wells Fargo M bank, Manistique, M 12-4-14 248,000.00 3-4-15 90 27 248,000.00 248,000.00 45.86 0.00 0.18%
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INVESTMENTS ACTIVIY - FOURTH QUARTER 2014  
# of  

# of days Interest Interest Amortized
Broker Description Purchased Maturity days to held Received Received Premium Yield

Date Amount Date maturity to date Cost PAR YTD LTD (365 day)

PURCHASE ACTIVITY (continuned)
Dain Pacific westn, CA 12-5-14 249,000.00 3-5-15 90 26 249,000.00 249,000.00 53.21 0.00 0.19%
Raymond JamesCathay Bk 12-5-14 249,000.00 3-5-15 90 26 249,000.00 249,000.00 44.34 0.00 0.25%
Dain Citizens bk 12-10-14 249,000.00 3-10-15 90 21 249,000.00 249,000.00 42.98 0.00 0.15%
Dain Citizens bk 12-10-14 249,000.00 3-10-15 90 21 249,000.00 249,000.00 42.98 0.00 0.15%
Morgan Stanley Berkshire 12-16-14 249,000.00 3-16-15 90 15 249,000.00 249,000.00 30.70 0.00 0.15%
Wells Fargo American Express 12-18-14 249,000.00 3-18-15 90 13 249,000.00 249,000.00 26.61 0.00 0.15%
Dain Blue Hills Bk 12-30-14 249,000.00 3-30-15 90 1 249,000.00 249,000.00 1.71 0.00 0.30%
Morgan Stanley Bank of China 12-5-14 245,000.00 4-8-15 124 26 245,073.50 245,000.00 225.54 (155.73) (15.41) 0.30%
Wells Fargo First Source 12-23-14 249,000.00 4-23-15 121 8 249,000.00 249,000.00 19.10 0.00 0.25%
US Bank BA 12-3-14 298,629.00 4-27-15 145 28 298,388.44 298,629.00 46.45 0.00 0.25%
Wells Fargo Santander, Del 10-29-14 249,000.00 4-29-15 182 63 249,000.00 249,000.00 150.42 0.00 0.15%
Morgan Stanley Inland bk 12-5-14 249,000.00 5-5-15 151 26 249,000.00 249,000.00 35.47 0.00 0.20%
Raymond JamesHomestreet bk 12-2-14 249,000.00 6-2-15 182 29 249,000.00 249,000.00 59.35 0.00 0.10%
Morgan Stanley Bank of India 12-5-14 249,000.00 6-3-15 180 26 249,000.00 249,000.00 79.82 0.00 0.13%
Morgan Stanley Medallion bk 12-9-14 249,000.00 6-9-15 182 22 249,000.00 249,000.00 45.02 0.00 0.13%
Raymond JamesPeoples Bk 12-10-14 249,000.00 6-10-15 182 21 249,000.00 249,000.00 50.14 0.00 0.13%
Morgan Stanley Mercantil 12-24-14 249,000.00 6-24-15 182 6 249,000.00 249,000.00 18.42 0.00 0.20%
Dain Merrick Bk 12-8-14 249,000.00 9-8-15 274 23 249,000.00 249,000.00 54.92 0.350%
Raymond JamesGE Capital 12-5-14 249,000.00 9-8-15 277 26 249,000.00 249,000.00 70.95 0.400%
Dain Beal Bk 12-10-14 249,000.00 9-9-15 273 21 249,000.00 249,000.00 64.47 0.450%
Wells Fargo Safra bk 12-15-14 249,000.00 9-15-15 274 16 249,000.00 249,000.00 43.66 0.400%
Piper Jaffray Capital Bk, Fl 12-18-14 249,000.00 9-18-15 274 13 249,000.00 249,000.00 39.91 0.450%
Dain Synovus bk 10-31-14 248,000.00 10-30-15 364 61 248,000.00 248,000.00 186.51 0.450%
Piper Jaffray Stearns Bk 12-22-14 249,000.00 11-20-15 333 11 249,000.00 249,000.00 30.02 0.400%
Piper Jaffray Goldman Sachs, NY 12-5-14 152,000.00 11-25-15 355 26 152,000.00 152,000.00 58.30 (14.99) 0.400%
Piper Jaffray TCF Nat'l 12-24-14 249,000.00 12-24-15 365 7 249,000.00 249,000.00 21.49 0.450%
Piper Jaffray First Niagara 12-31-14 249,000.00 12-31-15 365 249,000.00 249,000.00 0.00

TOTAL 17,450,497.00
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City of Anoka - Big Picture 
 

Total city revenues are down about (500,000) or < 1% when 
compared to December 31, 2013.   

  

2014 -  ($4.4) million less in grants (Anoka Station Ramp). 

  $1.3 million more in Enterprise /utility revenue 

  $2.6 million more in miscellaneous & interest 
 revenue 

 

Accrual entries have not been completed for all funds.  
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City of Anoka - Big Picture 

 

Total city expenditures are down ($750,000) when 
compared to December 31, 2013.  

  

 

(year end adjustments are yet to be made for all funds.) 
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Current and historic Sources and Uses  
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GENERAL FUND REVENUES  (December 31) 

 General fund revenues increased by $480,000 
  

  Franchise fees     ($  11,000) 

  License & Permits   $141,000 

  Intergovernmental   $576,000  

  Charges/Miscellaneous   $  97,000 

  Transfers in   ($340,000)      

  Interest     $194,000 

  Property taxes   ($177,000) 
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GENERAL FUND REVENUE COMPARISON  
(in thousands) 
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GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES 

• General fund expenditures are up $522,000 compared to 
2012. 
 

One aspect of the increase is an increase of  transfers to other 
funds of $450,000 

 

The balance of the increase is primarily from increased wages 
& benefits with decreases in contractual services and Fire 
expense for a fire truck last year.   

 

There is a 1% increase in total operating costs in 2014. 
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GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURE 
COMPARISON 

(in thousands) 
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GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES 
(in thousands) 
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SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS 
The City has seven special revenue funds.  They include along with 

current fund balances; 
• Urban Redevelopment - $637,571 
• Round-up - $5,709 
• Police Forfeiture - $23,523 
• Cemetery/Perpetual Care - $514,854 
• Walker Parking Ramp - $14,005  
• City Parking - $832,580 
• Lodging Tax – (MN Metro North Tourism) - $13,084 

 

Revenues for all these funds total $487,015.   

Expenditures total $329,604.   

Revenues in these funds are used to pay for specific expenses 
related to the purpose designated within each fund.   225 of 243



CAPITAL FUNDS  
• The city has seven capital project fund types to provide sources 

for infrastructure and capital improvements, they include along 
with current fund balances; 

• Building Improvement - $63,376 

• State Aid Construction – $3,179,551 

• Street Renewal – ($663,485) 

• Park Dedication – $225,393  

• Park Capital – ($562,234) 

• Aquatic Construction - $115,517 

 

Revenues total (excluding transfers in) - $3,228,445.   

Expenditures total (excluding transfers out)- $7,276,985.  

226 of 243



TAX INCREMENT FUNDS  
• The city has seven Tax Increment fund types to provide sources for investing in 

infrastructure and redevelopment throughout the city, they include along with current 
fund balances; 

• Commuter Rail Transit Village - $245,105  

• Greens of Anoka – ($782,749) 

• Enterprise Park - $3,792,188 

• Historic Rum River - $519,234 

• South Ferry – ($24,944) 

• HRA Central Business - $1,297,655 

• HRA Business Core – ($132,984) 

Revenues for all these funds total - $10,839,000   

Expenditures total - $9,173,000. 

 The majority of existing fund balance will be used to pay debt in 2015.  
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GOVERNMENTAL FUND RESERVES  

The following changes occurred in governmental fund type 
reserves. 

 

• General fund decreased ($936,000) – fire reorganization & 
transfers out 

• Special Revenue funds increased $157,000 – urban 
redevelopment sac revenues  

• Debt service funds decreased ($10,000) 

• Capital Improvement funds decreased ($1.1 million) – street 
and park improvement projects 

•  Tax increment funds decreased by ($160,000) - completed 
ramp and paid debt 
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INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS 

• Data processing has a working capital balance of 
$207,000, up $117,000 from last year.   

 

• The central garage fund has a working capital balance 
of $374,000, down about ($184,000).  

 

• The insurance fund has a working capital balance of 
$944,000, down about ($99,000).     
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ENTERPRISE FUNDS 

• All enterprise funds are reflecting operating income as of 
December 31, 2014, except for Refuse and Recycling. 

• The Liquor Store experiences net losses after transfers out 
are taken into consideration. 

• The Golf course experiences net losses after depreciation.  

• Only Water, Sewer, Refuse and Recycling experienced 
increases in cash. 

• Electric transferred almost $2 million to other funds and 
purchased capital in excess of $5 million.  

230 of 243



ENERPRISE FUNDS 
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CASH AND INVESTMENTS 

Total cash and investments are down ($5.3 million) 
compared to last year at this time. 

 

The average return on investments for the year ending 
December 2014 is about 1%. 

 

4th quarter investment activity included maturities of  
$11.7 million and purchases of $17.5 million.  The 
purchases were all one year or less to provide funding for 
improvement projects in 2015. 
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QTRLY INVESTMENT ACTIVITY 

4th QTR Sales Activity 

BA’s     $ 5,757,148 

Municipal Bonds         381,087 

CD’s        5,490,000 

Agency’s           150,000 

  TOTAL      $11,778,235 

 

4th QTR Purchase Activity 

BA’s     $ 9,956,398 

Cd’s        7,492,787 

   TOTAL      $17,449,184 
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   TYPE OF INVESTMENTS 

 Certificates of Deposit 

 Agency’s 

 Bankers Acceptance 

 Municipal Bonds 

 Money Market Funds 

  TOTAL    

$ 9,970,074 

$ 9,521,908 

$ 4,868,733 

$ 4,481,447 

$    551,275 

  $29,393,437 
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   MATURITY OF INVESTMENTS 

 2015 

 2016 

 2017 

 2018 

 2019 - 2023 

  TOTAL    

$13,864,201 

$     875,750 

$  2,731,683 

$  2,142,895 

$  9,778,908 

  $29,393,437 

 

All agency’s in years 2019 thru 2023 are callable. 
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OVERALL 
REPORT 

THE CITY OF ANOKA’S 
FINANCIAL HEALTH 

REMAINS SOLID 
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Meeting Date February 17, 2015 
Agenda Section Updates & Reports 
Item Description Tentative Agendas 
Submitted By Amy Oehlers, City Clerk 

 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION  

Attached are the tentative agenda(s) for future meeting(s). 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

None. 

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 

Request Council review and discuss upcoming agenda(s). 

 
 

COUNCIL MEMO FORM 12.2 
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City Council – Regular Meeting 
Monday, March 2, 2015 - 7:00 p.m. 

Council Chambers 
(meeting will be cablecast) 

1. 
 
2. 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
ROLL CALL 
 

3. COUNCIL MINUTES 
3.1 
 

February 17, 2015 Regular Mtg. 
 

4. OPEN FORUM  *The open forum is an opportunity for the public to address the City Council 
concerning items not listed on the agenda.  Please raise your hand to be recognized by the Mayor or 
member officiating the meeting.  Approach the podium and state your full name and address for the 
record.  Rules of Conduct as listed in the public folder provided at the entrance of the Council 
Chambers must be adhered to. 
  

5. PUBLIC HEARING(S) 
  

6. CONSENT AGENDA 
6.1 
6.2 
 

Verified Bills. 
Revising & Setting Council Calendars. 
 

7. REPORTS OF OFFICERS, BOARDS & COMMISSIONS 
7.1 Planning Commission: 

7.1.A 
 
7.1.B 

ORD/Zoning Text Amendment, Chpt 74, Article V, Division 4, Section 74-258,  
M-3 District. (2nd reading) 
ORD/Zoning Text Amendment; Chpt 74, Article I, Section 74-2, Article V, Division 3, 
Section 74-236 and 74-238, Microbreweries and Microdistilleries. (2nd reading) 
 

8. PETITIONS, REQUESTS & COMMUNICATION 
 
9. ORDINANCES & RESOLUTIONS 

9.1 
9.2 
9.3 
9.4 
9.5 

ORD/Sale of 1038 Madison Street to Tollberg Homes. (1st reading) 
ORD/Sale of 1044 Madison Street to Tollberg Homes. (1st reading) 
ORD/Sale of 1045 Jefferson Street to Tollberg Homes. (1st reading) 
ORD/Sale of 1051 Jefferson Street to Tollberg Homes. (1st reading) 
RES/Purchase of Property at 5th Avenue and North Street. 
 

10. UNFINISHED BUSINESES 
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March 2, 2015  Regular Mtg 

 
 
 
11. NEW BUSINESS 

11.1 Discussion on Transfer of Ownership for Comcast. 
 

12. UPDATES & REPORTS 
12.1  Tentative Agendas. 

 
ADJOURNMENT 
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JOINT CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
CITY OF ANOKA & CITY OF DAYTON 

Monday, March 9, 2015 
 

Location: Green Haven Event Center 
2800 Greenhaven Road, Anoka 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MEETING AGENDA 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

2. INTRODUCTIONS 
 
3. DISCUSSION & UPDATES 

1. MRCCA River Rules 
2. No Wake Zone 
3. River Crossing 
 

4. OTHER ITEMS/COUNCILMEMBERS COMMENTS 
 
5. ADJOURN 

   5:30 p.m.  Social Hour 
   6:00 p.m.  Dinner 
   6:30 p.m.  Meeting 
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City Council - Worksession 
Monday, March 16, 2015 - 5:00 p.m. 

Council Worksession Room 
(meeting will not be cablecast) 

 

1. 
 
2. 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
ROLL CALL 
 

3. COUNCIL BUSINESS and/or DISCUSSION ITEMS 
3.1 
3.2 
3.3 
3.4 
3.5 

Discussion; Entrance Monuments. 
Discussion; Traffic Sign Maintenance Policy. 
Discussion; Hwy 10, Green Haven Parkway. 
Discussion; Citywide SRP & SSIP. 
Discussion; 2016 Levy Options. 
 

4. ADJOURNMENT 
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City Council – Regular Meeting 
Monday, March 16, 2015 - 7:00 p.m. 

Council Chambers 
(meeting will be cablecast) 

 

1. 
 
2. 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
ROLL CALL 
 

3. COUNCIL MINUTES 
3.1 
 

February 23, 2015 Worksession. 
March 2, 2015 Regular Mtg. 
 

4. OPEN FORUM  *The open forum is an opportunity for the public to address the City Council 
concerning items not listed on the agenda.  Please raise your hand to be recognized by the Mayor or 
member officiating the meeting.  Approach the podium and state your full name and address for the 
record.  Rules of Conduct as listed in the public folder provided at the entrance of the Council 
Chambers must be adhered to. 
4  

5. PUBLIC HEARING(S) 
5.1 South Central Business District Tax Increment Financing (TIF) District. 

RES/Approving Modification to Redevelopment Project No. 1, Modification to TIF Plan for 
TIF District No. 2, and Establishment of the South Central Business District Tax Increment 
Financing (TIF) District. 
 

6. CONSENT AGENDA 
6.1 
6.2 
 

Verified Bills. 
Revising & Setting Council Calendars. 
 

7. REPORTS OF OFFICERS, BOARDS & COMMISSIONS 
7.1 Planning Commission: 

7.1.A RES/Conditional Use Permit; 306 W Main St. 
 

8. PETITIONS, REQUESTS & COMMUNICATION 
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March 16, 2015 Regular Mtg 

 
 
9. ORDINANCES & RESOLUTIONS 

9.1 
 
 
9.2 
9.3 
9.4 
9.5 
9.6 
9.7 
9.8 
9.9 
9.10 
9.11 

RES/Approving Modification to Redevelopment Project No. 1, Modification to TIF Plan for TIF 
District No. 2, and Establishment of the South Central Business District Tax Increment Financing 
(TIF) District. (ACTED UPON AFTER PUBLIC HEARING) 
RES/2015 SRP; Monroe St – Approve Bids, Award a Construction Contract. 
RES/2015 SRP; Slab Town – Approve Bids, Award a Construction Contract. 
ORD/Sale of 1038 Madison Street to Tollberg Homes. (2nd reading) 
ORD/Sale of 1044 Madison Street to Tollberg Homes. (2nd reading) 
ORD/Sale of 1045 Jefferson Street to Tollberg Homes. (2nd reading) 
ORD/Sale of 1051 Jefferson Street to Tollberg Homes. (2nd reading) 
RES/Approving a Development Agreement Tollberg Homes. 
RES/Consideration of an LG214 Gambling Premise Permit at Q-Bitez, 3507 Round Lk Blvd. 
RES/Final Plat; Rum River Shores North. 
ORD/Rezoning; Rum River Shores North (2nd reading) 

 
10. UNFINISHED BUSINESES 
 
11. NEW BUSINESS 

  
12. UPDATES & REPORTS 

12.1  Tentative Agendas. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
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