COUNCTIL. PROCEEDINGS
CITY OF CROBBLAKE MINNESOTA
FUBLIC HEARING
ARRIL 27, 1990

The City Council for Crosslake Minnesobta mebt in a special Public
Hearing on Friday, April 27, 1990 in the Councll Chambers of Ciby
Hall. The following Councilmenbers were present: Mayor Kurt E.
Anderson, Lyle M. Arends, Roger A, Burshsm, Diana A. Gallaway and
Charles 0. Miller. Also present waere Will Hoyt, Civil Enginesr
from Landecker and Associates, Inc.; Palt Hoag, City Maintenance
Suparvisor; City Clerk aArlene A, BUuchilte; and approximately 4%
property owners and residents.

Mayor Anderson called this Public Hearing to order saying that
the first item on the agenda would be the Rubbish Maulers
Qrdinance. Mayor Anderson said Lhe City is going Lo either have
Lo enfore or rescind the ordinance and hg does not Tesl that it
ig & workable ordinance because of the Cily’s liability. Mayor
Anderson sald he had a regquest from AL Benson to hold off on a
decigion until the May 14, 1990 regular counoil meeting.

Member Burshem sald that Lf Lt ig a legal issue the City should
gat a legal opinlon from City Attornsy Ganmello Lo see i1 Lhere
ara liabilities Tor Lhe City or not. Mezmbver Arends sald he
thinkg 1t ghould be keplt on the books because 1l was pult there Lo

proteet the peopls of Crosslake.

MOTION NO d4PH-01~90 WAS MADE BY MEMBER MILLER AND SECONDED 8Y
MEMBER GALLAWAY TO HAVE THE CITY ATTORNEY RESEARCH THE
LIABTILITIES THE CITY MIGHT IMCUR BY KEERING THE RUBBISH HAULERS
WRDINANCE ON THE BOOKS AND TO PLACE THIS TOPIC ON THE MAY L4,
1990 REGULAR COUNCIL AGENDA, MOTION PASSED WITH MEMBERS ARENDS,
BURBHEM, GALLAWAY AND MILLER VOTING AYE,

The next item on the agenda wWas bhe White Pine Shores Road Bond
Which is bsing held. Mambar Miller said the Road Commission had
recommended the pravious evening that the Bond be held until the
ditohes ars sesded. Mr. Miller said Lhe rip-rap was put in
aceording to the specilications and Class 5 is being hauled into
Lhe low areas by the conbtractor. MOTION NQ., 4PH1-02-920 WAS MADE
BY MEMBER MILLER AND SECONDED BY MEMBER ARENDS TO RETAIN THE
MONTES UNTIL SUCH TIME THAT THE DITCHES ARE SEEDED. MOTION

PASBED WITH MEMBERS ARENDS, BURBHEM, GALLAWAY AND MILLER VOTING
AYE.

Mayor anderson stated that bthe last Ltsn on the sgenda is Lhe
Rlackltopping of Lakeshore Drive (Sandorest), Rushmoor Boulevard,
Riverwood Lake and Silver Peak Road. Mayvor Anderson turned the
meating over Lo Mr. Will Hoytl.
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Mr. Moyt told the Citizens present that the City received
petitions to have the four roads blacktopped and the Cily has a
policy wharaby any dirt road that is blaock{opped will be 100
peroent asgessed baock to the property ownars. Mr. Moyl stated
Lhat there was approximately B0 psroeent who signed the petitions
Lo have The roads dons., Mr. Hoyli stated thalt unless the petition
fas the sighatures of 100 parcent of the affected proparby
owners, the CLty must hold at least two Public Hearings. Mr.
Hoyt stated that this hearing was called the premininary hearing
would hopefully give Lhe Council snough information bto volte to
sliher go ahead with the project or drop it. I the Council
decided Lo go ahsad with 16 the nexl step would be to get plans
and specificaltion preparaed and then the final step Will be &
hearing With final amounts Lo be assessed against the property
ownars.  Mr. Hoylt stated that the amounts sent Lo the property
ownars With the preliminary noblice were only estimates but the
final amount should be Taily ologe.

M. Moyt explained Lhalt the Clly policy for exigting blackbop
roads ig That bthe City payves 60 paroent and 40 peroant is assessead
Lo the propsriy ownars.

Mr. Hoyt saild the City policy calls for assessing al a per lobt
basls becauge Lhey {feel Lthat that is the wmost Tair way to do it.

Mr.o Moyt stated that Lakeshore Drive would include paving the
dndtial 2,100 lineal fesl because Lhat was whalt Lhe petitionsrs
Fedguested Lo have paved and s also based upon existing
gdevelopment patterns., The existing road grade, width and gravel

pase are adequalte acoording Lo Mr. MHoyt. The estimated total
project cost ncluding construction, 10% contingencies and 15%
anginearing fee is $25%, 500,00,

Rughmoor Boulevard project wolld include paving Rushmoor
Bowlevard, Rushmoor Road East and Rushmnoor Road West which is
approximately 2,800 lineal feel of road plus & largs oul-de-sao
acoording to Mr. Hoybt., There are no public turnarounds and
additional clearing and grading is reconmended plus some erowmion
Gonlrol measurers  are recommandad with the toltal cost estimated
at $4¢,000., 00,

Tha Riverwood Lang would include paving of 1,200 lineal Teset of
Rivarwood Lans and aboul 300 lineal feet of the North section of
the T &t the end of the road. No public turnarounds exist. The
astimated total project cost would be $26,400.00 aocording to Mr.
Hovt.

Silver Psak Road projeot would include the paving of
approxkinately 1,000 lineal feel and some adgditional ¢learing and
grading would be reconmended plus some erogion conbrol measures
near the end of the road. No public turharounds exist. The Ltotal
astinated cost for thig project would be $16,700.00 according to
M Hov .
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Mr. Moyl stated thal the roads would be considered separately and
the first one to be considered would be Lakashore Drive. Mr.
Hoyt read two leltter in Tavor of the projsot into the reoord.

Two residents present wars also in fTavor of the project. Mi .
Hoyt sald Lhe percentage was probably 60 Lo 70 percent in favor.
MOTION NO.  4PH~03~%90 WAS MADE BY MEMBER BURSBHEM AND SECONDED BY
MEMBER MILLER TOQ APPROVE THE LAKESHORE DRIVE PROJECT. UPON
ROLL~GCALL VOTE IT WAS ARENDE, BURSBHEM, GALLAWAY OND MILLER VOTING
BAYE .

Next was Silver Peak Road. Mr, Hoyl read twe lebter one whioh
stated they had sold their property and the other salid they wars
against having it dons, Ong properly oWner was present with
letters From two of her ngighbors who ware bobh in Tavor as was
she. Ancther resident wag present to ask why the City would not
pay to have the road done and why a dead end road that is well
malntained should have Lo be blackltopped. Mayor Andserson said
Lhat years ago the Clty did pay for the blackiopping but the
policy hag ohanged and ne roads will be blacktopped unless thare
s & majority of properly owners who reduest to have it dons.
ANoLher new property owner was against having the road done.
Mayotr Anderson said at this point there are 10 ves vobes out of
17, Ancther property owner sald he ig in favor and he would also
Tike to sese soms dead snd sign installed to deter traffic from
Qoming down The hill. mocther properlty owner said she 1s being
asgassed for three 1obs and she cannot afford it. Mr. Burshem
askad about deferring some of the oosts of the thres lots. Mr.
Hoyt sald that Lhe estimates are hig best guess a thig point and
the Councll can ohoose Lo defer an assessnent or they oan split

tup between the othar property ownsrs. Mayor ARGerson said he
Woulda 1ike Lo ses tWo of Lhe thres sssessnents deferred until bhe
property ds seld.  Mr. Burshen stated thal that would be decided
At the next hearing. MOTION NO. 4PH-04-90 WAS MADE 8Y MEMBER
BURBHEM AND SECONDED BY MEMBER MILLER TO APPROVE SILVER PEAK ROAD

PROJECT. UPON ROLL CALL VOTE AREND®, BURSHEM, GALLAWAY AND
MILLER VOTED AYE, .

Mo, Hoyt stated that Lhe assessnents can be spread oub over a
number of vears at the oplbioen of ths Council, The interest
currently bsing chargsd on road work is 8 3/4 percent.

The next road for consideration was Riverwood Lane. Mr. Hoyt
read 4 letter from properiy owners opposing the project because
some of Lham wera nobt abulting proparty owners., One lebter was
read G Tavor.  An abutting business owner was present and said
ne waw in favor because The road is dusty and is alwaves &
washboard. A property owner Trom the very end said he wasg
eoriginally in favor but since the paving is nobt 9oing to the end
hé 18 not sure he should pay. Me also ssid he would like Lo have
the road graded once in a while. Member Burshem asked i+ it
would be posgible Lo blacktop it evan if 1t is only 25 fesl wide
on the end and Mayor Anderson sald we could not withoul more
rlght-of-way and the lots were Loo small Lo gebt any more
Fight—of~way. The properly cvWner said he would go along wWith it
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and hope he can gal some grading dong once in a while. Anothar
owner on the South of Lhe T szid it 1g only a trail not a road.
Mayor Anderson sald at this point it was 15 oul of 32 in favor of
the project which ig nol 50 percent or nora. Anobher person
prevent said he was in favor. Mayor Anderson said bthis is
bagically & 50/50 stand off. Mayor Anderson said f Mr. Svedviock
was In favor it would be 18 for the projsot. Discussion snsusd
Fagarding defarred assessousnts for Mr, Svedvick.

Mr., HoOoyt sald that at a later mesting it oould be decided if Mr.
Bvedvick would be assessed for twoe or threse lots., Mr. Hoyt said
Tor Lhe people who live on Lthe brail the Council could decide Lo
assess Lhem a lesser amounlt that Lhose who abutt the blacktop or
thare could be ne assessmnent for Lhose psople. Mayor Anderson
Fald the brojeolt could be rejected ab the time the bids werse
opaned also but he doss nol wanl Lo ses a Lol of Enginesr’s fee
wh Lhe project and then have it dropped. Member Miller said he
did not fesl confortable with a majority of two to go ahead with
Lhe project. Mayor Anderson suggestied using the sane type of
vobing that was dona for Dream Island.

MOTION NO. 4PH-053-90 WAS MADE BY MEMBER MILLER AND SECOMDED BY
MEMBER ARENDS TO CONTINUE THIS PUBLIC MEARING UNTIL SUCH TIME
THAT THE PROPERTY DWNERD CONMDUST A POLL BY MATL AND GIVE THE
RESBULTS TO THE COUNCIL IN TIME FOR THE JUNE MEETING. & resident
prasent Lold the Council Chat this road i more of an indusbrial
road and does holt stay graded Tor more that a day. Mayor
Andarson suggested ending the blackbtop at the T in the road. ©
resident sald that if people did nol resspond Lo the nobios it

SHOUTT Show they are not against LT, A resident asked if sinple
majority would be Cthe determining factor. Mayor Anderson sald
the rest of Lhe roads approved have been around 60 percent in
Tavor. Member Bursihen said he thinks the City should go ahead
With the project because of The commsrical propsriies on the
Foad.  URPON ROLL CALL VOTE MEMBERS ARENDS AND MILLER VOTED AYE
AND GALLAWAY AND BURSHEM VOTED NAY. MEYOR ANDERSON VOTED AYE
BUT BTATED IT TAKES A 4/5% MAJORITY TD PABS THIS TYPE OF
RESOLUTION. MOTION DID NOT PAES, :

MOTION NO. 4PH~06~90 WAS MADE BY MEMBER BURSMEM AND SECONDED BY
MEMBER GALLAWAY TO APPROVE THE ENTIRE PROJECT AS PRESENTED ON
RIVERWOOD LANE BASBED ON THE FACT THAT APPROXIMATELY 57 PERGENT

OF THE RESIDENTS WERE IN FAVOR OF THE PROJECT. ROLL CALL VOTE WAS
MEMBERS ARENDS AND MILLER NAY AND MEMBERS BURSHEM AND GALLAWAY
AYEL  MOTION DID NOT PASS,

MOTION NO. 4PH-~07-90 WAS MADE BY MAYOR ANDERSBON AND SECONDED BY
MEMBER MILLER TO GO AMEAD WITH THE PROJECT EXACTLY WHAT I8 SHOWN
ON THE MAPRP WITH THE ASSESSMENTS TO BE PAID BY THE EAST/WEST
RESIDENTS AND. THE RESBIDENTS FRONTING ON LOTS 5, &, 7, AND &.
UPON ROLL CAlLL YOTE MEMBERE ARENDS, BURSHEM, GALLAWAY AND MILLER
VOTED AYE.
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Rushmoor Boulevard was Lhe nexlt project bto be congldered,  Mr.

Hoyt read several letters nto the record. One lebter stated
that the property owners wantsd the assessment divided evenly
among Lhe Z3 ownersg which would squate to $2,000 per assessment
{$46,000.00 divided by 23, Mr. Hoyt said the Council could
assess per owner 1T they choose to. Bome residents sald they
felt Lhe petition was misreprasented in thalt persons with Ltwo
lots ware paying the samne ag persons with only one lot. Beveral
residents preasent were opposed to Lhe blackbopping. One resident
said he would ohallangs any signature on the petition based on
how the petition was repressnted. Mayor Andar SON Hald it seans
#8 though Lhere ig & yes majority. Mr. Moyt sald he fTeels A
Little uneasy counting the namnes on the petition as ves because
some Tael the petition was misrepresented. It was bthe consensus
of Lhe Council that it shoeuld De dong on a per lob basis and not
pEr oWnet basis.

MOTION NO. d4PH-08~90 WAS MADE BY MEMBER MILLER AND SBECONDED BY
MEMBER ARENDS TO TABLE THE PROJECT AND IF THE PROPONENTS WANT TOQ
COME IN WITH & NEW PETITION THAT I8 LEGITIMATE IT CAN BE
RECONSTIDERED AT A LATER DATE. UFON ROLL CALL VOTE ARENDS,
BURSHEM, GALLAWAY AND MILLER VOTED AYE. MOTION PASSED.

MOTION NO.4PH-08-90 WAS MADE B8Y MEMBER MILLER AND SECONDED BY
MEMBER BURSHEM TO ADJOURN THIS PUBL.IC HEARING AT 10:03 P.M.

MOTION PASSED WITH MEMBERS ARENDS, HURBHEM, GALLAWAY AND MILLER
VOTING AYE.
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Arlene A, Blohite, City Clerk/Treasurer



