WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL
Meeting Agenda
Wayzata City Hall Community Room, 600 Rice Street
Tuesday, October 19, 2021

5:00 p.m. Dinner Available for Wayzata City Council - Conference Room
•

Click here to join Zoom Mtg

Members of the public may attend this City Council meeting in person, provided they follow all City policies and
protocols related to the pandemic, including wearing masks.
Members of the public may also watch and listen remotely by logging into Zoom and entering Zoom Meeting ID
819 5525 4175 and Passcode 201186, or by viewing the meeting on Channel 8, WCTV, and at the City's website
at www.wayzata.org/WCTV.
Public comment during the Public Forum and/or Public Hearing portions of the meeting may be provided in
person at the meeting, in advance, or by using the Zoom chat feature. All comments must include your full
name and address, and will be taken and/or read at the appropriate time during the meeting.
The City encourages comments or questions about items on the agenda and, when possible, requests that you
submit them in advance by emailing PublicComment@wayzata.org, calling City staff at 952-404-5323, or mailing
Wayzata City Hall at 600 Rice St E, Wayzata, MN 55391 (Attn: Public Comment).
WORKSHOP TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION:
•

Review of Draft Code of Conduct for City Council, Boards, Commissions, Committees, and General Public
(5:30-6:00)

•

Discussion of Updates to 2022-2026 Capital Improvement Plan (6:00-6:45)
7:00 PM - CITY COUNCIL MEETING

1.

Call to Order

2.

Pledge of Allegiance

3.

Roll Call

4.

Approve Agenda

5.

Public Forum (3min/person)
a.

Introduction of Bar & Grill Kitchen Manager Dean Frias

b.

Introduction of Assistant Planner Valerie Quarles

6.

New Agenda Items

7.

Consent Agenda

8.

a.

Approval of City Council Workshop and Regular Meeting Minutes of October 5, 2021

b.

Approval of Check Register

c.

Approval of Municipal Licenses

d.

Receipt of Building Activity Report

e.

Approval of Development Agreement with Pillar Homes Partner Inc. for Rice Street Townhomes at 520, 524,
530, and 534 Rice Street East

f.

Adoption of Resolution 50-2021 Accepting Donations in Memory of Bill Nelson to the Parks & Trails Capital
Improvement Fund

g.

Approval of Professional Services Agreement with U of M Extention for Local Option Sales Tax Analysis

h.

Adoption of Resolution 54-2021 Amending the 2022 Fee Schedule for Boat Slips

Public Hearing
a.

9.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 52-2021 Certifying to the County Auditor Assessments for Unpaid Delinquent
Utility Bill Charges

New Business
a.

Consider Approval of a Professional Services Agreement with Cushing Terrell for Section Foreman House
Rehabilitation Design
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b.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 53-2021 Approving a Variance for Impervious Surface Coverage at 1640
Holdridge Circle

c.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 34-2021 Approving a PUD Amendment and Design Deviation for Moments of
Wayzata at 163 Wayzata Boulevard West

d.

Consider Proposal for 2021-2022 Winter Lighting along Lake Street

10.

City Manager's Report and Discussion Items

11.

Public Forum (as necessary)

12.

Adjournment

Meeting Rules of Conduct:
Turn in white card for public forum and blue card for agenda item
Give name and address
Indicate if representing a group
Limit remarks to 3 minutes

Upcoming Meetings:
City Council - Wednesday, November 3, 2021
Planning Commission - November 1, 2021

Members of the City Council and some staff members may gather at the Wayzata Bar and Grill immediately after the meeting for a purely social event.
All members of the public are welcome.
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 7.a
TITLE: Approval of City Council Workshop and Regular Meeting Minutes of October 5, 2021
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve the City Council Workshop and Regular Meeting Minutes of October 5,
2021
PREPARED BY: Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of the minutes as attached.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
N/A
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
October 5, 2021 Workshop Minutes (draft)
2.
October 5, 2021 CC Minutes (draft)
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WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL
WORKSHOP MEETING MINUTES
October 5, 2021
5:30 p.m. Update of Boat Slip Fees
Mayor Mouton called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. The workshop was held in-person in the
Community Room at City Hall. Council Members present: Plechash, Iverson and MacDonald. Buchanan
was absent. Also present: City Manager Jeff Dahl, Administrative Services Director Aurora Yager,
Community Development Director Emily Goellner and Public Works Director/City Engineer Mike Kelly.
Mr. Dahl stated on September 21st, the City Council approved the 2022 Fee Schedule but did not include
a fee for the boat slips based on a significant amount of feedback from the boat slip holders. The Council
directed staff to research the operational and capital costs of operating the marina and bring it back to a
workshop.
Given that staff is awaiting engineering estimates, survey responses from other municipalities, and are
still compiling historical revenues and expenditures, staff recommended Council proceed with setting the
2022 boat slip fee at the October 19th meeting to ensure that the fee is in place in time to mail renewal
notices at the beginning of November. Staff recommended that Council set the 2022 fee at the same
amount as 2021 as the research is ongoing, however, there was consensus on Council that the fee should
increase at 5% to stay in alignment with all other fee increases. Council also directed staff to continue to
gather information on the operation/maintenance expenses and obtain feedback from boat slip holders
once more information has been determined along with discussion of future capital improvements by the
Parks and Trails Board under the context of the Parks and Trails Master Plan.
5:45 p.m. Review of 2021 Downtown Parking Study
Ms. Goellner provided background that SRF Consulting, Inc. has completed a parking study update for
the Downtown district. In 2019, SRF completed a parking study for the eastern end of Downtown focused
around the Mill Street Ramp. At that time, parking counts were conducted and a business owner survey
regarding parking behaviors was distributed. This year's update expands the study to the entirety of
Downtown after the completion of the Panoway Phase 1. The project area is generally bounded by
Ferndale Road to the west, Wayzata Boulevard to the north, Circle A Drive to the east, and Lake
Minnetonka to the south. The main objectives of this study are to Review the existing parking utilization
within the project area; Document any supply issues that exist; and Plan for potential future parking
management and capacity solutions and opportunities.
After conducting parking counts in summer 2021, SRF found that the peak parking periods are generally
on weekdays and Saturday middays and evenings with peak utilization approximately between 40 and 50
percent for the entire study area. Although parking overall throughout downtown is between 40 to 50
percent utilized during the peak periods, the majority of the public parking facilities are heavily utilized.
Based on these findings, SRF recommends developing a wayfinding and communications plan to help
bring awareness to the available spaces in both the Promenade and within the new 153-stall public surface
lot constructed off Barry Avenue and Lake Street. The attached report includes other notes about future
ramp locations, metered parking, and potential impacts to parking demand in the near future.
Council Member MacDonald discussed exploring closing off Lake Street for pedestrians at times and
Mayor Mouton discussed exploring modifications to the Muni parking lot in order to expand capacity.
Staff discussed the recommendations with Council and the consensus was to update the report with more
implementation steps next year, after the Barry Lake Parking Lot has had a chance to be operational.
Further actions as a result of the parking study will come before the Council at a regular meeting.
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6:00 p.m. Update of Panoway on Wayzata Bay Roadmap to Implementation—Phase II Design,
Funding, and Operations and Maintenance
In February 2021, Council and staff held a workshop where the options and priorities for the next phase
of Panoway were discussed. The discussion was guided by the “Roadmap to Implementation of Panoway
on Wayzata Bay” document. The Roadmap provides reasons for prioritizing the Boardwalk and
Community Docks in the near term, with the majority of coordination, design, permitting, and
construction work anticipated to occur in 2021 through 2023. The Section Foreman House was also
confirmed as another priority for Phase II based on availability of private funding through the Wayzata
Conservancy. Staff was directed to begin moving forward with final design documents, refine project
budgets, and continue to partner with the Conservancy on filling the funding gap. Director Goellner went
through the latest "Supplemental Update" to the Roadmap and listed the nine important milestones
completed since February 2021, summarizing how the community stayed engaged with the project since
February, and went through two exhibits: (A) Recommended Timeline for Priority Projects; and (B)
Updated Project Budgets.
Director Goellner discussed these updates and answered Council questions. The priorities remain the
same as in February 2021 noting two important components that staff has been working which included
an Updated Operations and Maintenance (O+M) Plan; and Draft Scope of Services with Civitas for
Design Development Services. Discussion detailed how each document is being utilized to reach
upcoming milestones in the project.
Consensus on the Council was to continue to move forward with the design and funding of the Section
Foreman House and Boardwalk/Docks with a couple of suggestions 1.) Reaffirmation that their needs to
be plan to have the first 10 years of Maintenance and Operations funded so as not to negatively impact the
tax burden of City property owners and 2.) Be very conservative with the cost estimates in order to
prevent big surprises in the future.
Director Goellner indicated that next steps would be that the Council would consider contracts for
professional services, both for the Section Foreman House and the Boardwalk and Dock, at up and
coming Council meetings.
The workshop meeting was adjourned at 6:45 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,
Kathy Leervig
City Clerk
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WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL
DRAFT - MEETING MINUTES
October 5, 2021
AGENDA ITEM 1. Call to Order.
Mayor Mouton called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Mayor Mouton stated members of
the public may attend the City Council meeting in person, provided they follow all City
policies and protocols related to the pandemic, including wearing masks. She also shared
the multiple options for joining remotely and submitting comments or questions.
AGENDA ITEM 2. Pledge of Allegiance.
AGENDA ITEM 3. Roll Call.
Council Members present: Iverson, MacDonald, and Plechash. Buchanan was absent. Also
present: City Manager Dahl, Community Development Director Goellner, and City
Attorney Schelzel.
AGENDA ITEM 4. Approve Agenda.
Ms. Iverson made a motion, seconded by Mr. Plechash, to approve the agenda, as
presented. The motion carried 4/0.
AGENDA ITEM 5. Public Forum.
a.
Swearing In of Police Chief Marc Schultz
Mr. Dahl introduced Wayzata’s new Police Chief Marc Schultz. He discussed his
background, the Police Department, the community, the promotion process and the
profession.
Mr. Dahl administered the oath of office.
Police Chief Schultz thanked the Council and community for the honor of being
the next Chief of Police for the City of Wayzata. He talked about being part of a great
Department.
Mayor Mouton asked if there were questions from the Council.
Ms. Iverson welcomed Chief Schultz and was glad to see him share the pinning
with his father.
Mr. Plechash also welcomed Chief Schultz and commented that Wayzata was lucky
to have him and he was lucky to have Wayzata.
Ms. MacDonald welcomed him and offered her support.
Mayor Mouton said this was a source of extreme pride for the City. She said the
Police Officers she had gotten to know over the years were good people with good hearts.
She shared her experience with Chief Schultz.
b.

Funding and Advocacy Update of Panoway on Wayzata Bay by the Wayzata
Conservancy
Andrew Mullin, Wayzata Conservancy Chair, provided a leadership update.
Blake Sandvold, Vice Chair, introduced the new board members and shared 2021
accomplishments.
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Mr. Mullin shared a fundraising update, areas of focus for the Conservancy, and
next steps.
c.
PaddleTap
Ryan Jaeger, PaddleTap Founder, talked about PaddleTap’s history, track record, the ask,
the tour, and the tiki boat.
Mayor Mouton said because this was not an official agenda item, the Council could
not entertain any discussion. She asked the Council if it had any questions.
Ms. Iverson thought it needed more attention for consideration.
Ms. MacDonald asked if it was a different concept from the paddle boat. Mr. Jaeger
said same size, but different experience. It would need a permanent slip to park overnight.
Mr. Dahl explained that staff had told PaddleTap that what they were asking was
not an allowed use in the City.
Mayor Mouton confirmed that the City did not allow permanent docking at the
public boat slips. Mr. Dahl said yes. Mayor Mouton said the item needed to be on the
agenda for due consideration.
Mayor Mouton asked if there were any comments on Zoom. Ms. Goellner said there were
not.
AGENDA ITEM 6. New Agenda Items.
Ms. Iverson asked the Council to park and look at the new construction for the medical
building. She said there was an impact to the boardwalk, trees, and privacy.
Mayor Mouton noted that the Council considered all impacts to residents in every
decision that it made including this one.
AGENDA ITEM 7. Consent Agenda.
Mayor Mouton read the items on the consent agenda and asked if any Council member
wished to pull an item for further discussion.
Mr. Plechash, referencing Item 7.e., thanked Kathy Jones for the time she spent on
the Energy and Environment Committee.
Mayor Mouton asked for a motion to approve the Consent Agenda as presented.
Mr. Plechash made a motion, seconded by Ms. MacDonald, to approve the consent agenda:
a.
Approval of City Council Workshop and Regular Meeting Minutes of September
21, 2021
b.
Approval of Check Register
c.
Approval of Municipal Licenses
d.
Adoption of Resolution 46-2021 Adopting the 2022 Wayzata City Council Meeting
Schedule
e.
Acceptance of Resignation of Kathy Jones from the Energy and Environment
Committee
f.
Approval of Encroachment Permit and Adoption of Resolution 49-2021 Approving
the Encroachment Permit at 176 Circle A Drive South
The motion carried 4/0.
AGENDA ITEM 8. New Business.
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a.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 49-2021 Approving the Shoreland Setback
Variance and Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for Chimney Height for a New
Residence at 611 Bushaway Road
Ms. Goellner presented the development application requesting approval of a variance
from the Shoreland Setback requirement and a Conditional Use Permit for the height of
two chimneys to allow for the construction of a new home on the property at 611 Bushaway
Road from the applicants and property owners, David and Cathy Whiting. Ms. Goellner
discussed property zoning, Comprehensive Plan land use, development application
requests, existing conditions, lakeshore setback context, chimney height, public review
process, Planning Commission recommendation, tree preservation, and action requested.
Mayor Mouton asked if there were questions from the Council.
Mr. Plechash asked if the chimney height request was purely aesthetic or if there
was a safety issue. Ms. Goellner said her understanding was that it was architectural not
safety.
Dan DeMeules, Murphy & Co, said the chimney height was partially aesthetic. He
also talked about tree preservation.
Mayor Mouton opened the floor for Council discussion.
Ms. MacDonald said the design was lovely and thought the Planning Commission
did a great job.
Mr. Plechash also supported the request. He was glad they were trying to preserve
trees.
Ms. Iverson thought the chimney height request added value aesthetically. She
supported it as well and thanked the Planning Commission for their work.
Mayor Mouton supported it as well and thought the chimney request was
reasonable.
Mayor Mouton asked for a motion on the draft resolution. Mr. Plechash made a
motion, seconded by Ms. Iverson, to Adopt Resolution No. 49-2021 Approving Shoreland
Setback Variance and Conditional Use Permit for Chimney Height for New Residence at
611 Bushaway Road. The motion carried 5/0.
b.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 48-2021 Approving Special Legislation
Related to Tax Increment Financing District No. 6 and the Panoway on
Wayzata Bay Project
Mr. Dahl presented the draft resolution approving special legislation related to Tax
Increment Financing District No. 6 and the Panoway on Wayzata Bay Project. Mr. Dahl
discussed “What is TIF”, the building blocks, background, and financial implications.
Mayor Mouton asked if there were questions from Council.
Ms. Iverson read something from the Minnesota Department of Revenue stating
that the bill might have an impact on the local tax base and property tax refunds paid by
the state. Mr. Dahl said he would have to look into it. He thought it sounded like a
disclaimer, but could not be sure without proper research.
Mr. Plechash said his understanding was that there was no tax impact to property
owners. He also said that the vote was not to begin construction. It was a vote to accept
what the legislation did for the City’s benefit. He asked what other uses the money could
be used for. Mr. Dahl said staff had completed an analysis on what it could be used for.
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He talked about a parking project that the City had decided not to do. Mr. Plechash said if
it was not used, the City ended up losing it. Mr. Dahl said that was correct.
Ms. MacDonald thanked Mr. Dahl for doing a great job explaining Tax Increment
Financing.
Mayor Mouton commented that a portion of the boardwalk was within the District,
but the City asked for the legislation to be safe. Mr. Dahl agreed. He said one could argue
that the City already met the standard, but it was important to cover all of the bases.
Mayor Mouton opened the floor for Council discussion.
Mr. Plechash was in favor, he said this was one of the Council’s initiatives.
Ms. MacDonald agreed. She said this had been part of the roadmap for a long time
and was quite an achievement.
Ms. Iverson said she was thrilled that the City received the $4 million grant from
the State. She was also thrilled the City was looking at TIF funds to fund the project. She
expressed concerns that the City had opened the gate without knowing where the additional
millions would come from. She thought the Conservancy would not be able to fund the
maintenance like it said based on tax records. She talked about the history of the project
and that the residents did not want tax dollars to pay for it. She said tax dollars had been
used. She thought TIF funds should go to residents and the neighborhoods. Ms. Iverson
asked the Council to promise residents that tax dollars would not be used and believed
residents deserved to know the truth.
Mayor Mouton invited members of the public to speak.
Lindsay Bashioum, 461 Peavey Lane, thanked Mr. Mullin for his hard work. She
talked about public private funding and asked about the yearly cost of maintenance. She
said as a taxpayer, she was uncomfortable not knowing.
Elliott Randolph, 605 Park Street E, thought there was a lot of uncertainty. He said
it was hard to hear that tax dollars funding the project was now a possibility, but turning
down $4 million was hard. He thought the City should take a break and think it through
before spending a significant amount of money.
Barry Petit, 420 Peavey Lane, said he loved TIF money. He thought it was better
for the City to spend it in a goofy way than the County. He said the perception was that
the project would be funded by private funding, but it seemed like the pendulum had gone
the other way.
Andrew Mullin, 315 Barry Avenue N, stated that the Conservancy supported the
resolution and had supported the City in the advocacy at the legislature to make it possible.
He wanted to correct a couple of statements. He said the City had received $550,000 from
the Conservancy to support phase one and the 9/11 project. Second, the numbers on the
screen related to the construction numbers. The full fundraising plan included operations
and maintenance, administration, and other related costs. Third, the Conservancy was not
established until 2016 and it was unfair for a person to insinuate that it had ten years of
fundraising activities. Fourth, operations and maintenance were known and specified in
2014. They were updated and increased in a 57-page document that accounted for
everything down to graffiti clean-up. He recognized that a conversation may be needed to
discuss whether those numbers were acceptable, but maintenance had been considered.
Last, Tax Incremental Financing had been used for other elements of the project. He said
it was false that the Council said taxpayer money would never be used. He was on the
Council and it said it would not raise the levy for construction of the project. He recognized
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that the original pro formas hoped to raise more money from the private sector and the
Conservancy still stood behind raising another $5 million. He added that the Council had
a responsibility to address future maintenance costs and read from the plan the options to
pay for those costs.
Ms. Iverson asked to address the comments as she was called a liar. Mayor Mouton
agreed that there were points of clarification. Mayor Mouton allowed Ms. Iverson to
clarify that she received data from 2016, 2017, and 2019 that were on the IRS website.
2020 taxes had not been filed so the point of difference could have been what was raised
in 2020. She also said she had public records with former Mayor Ken Willcox stating
those. Mayor Mouton interrupted and cautioned against quoting someone who was not
present and said what was written was up to interpretation. She asked if Ms. Iverson had
the official minutes with her. Ms. Iverson did not. Mayor Mouton asked to move on. Ms.
Iverson said the public should be aware that the City would look to raise sales tax.
Dan Johnson, 437 Ferndale Road W, said the project was initially smaller and there
had been project creep. He recalled there was not supposed to be public funding. He said
Wayzata had created a destination for people other than residents. Wayzata was a small
community and was being asked to fund much of the project. He asked where it stopped.
Mayor Mouton asked if there were any online comments. Ms. Goellner said there
were not.
Mayor Mouton made her final comments. She said the project was first discussed
in 2010 and she was the only Council Member present when the Conservancy was created.
The City had broken down the project into parts that were manageable. She struggled when
there was a shift in how the discussions were represented that a majority Council had made.
She said the City was fortunate to be able to establish a TIF District that generated a
tremendous amount of revenue. She said the entire Council was present at the workshop
where it discussed how the money would be spent which was dictated by legislation. She
said to say we should spend it in neighborhoods sounded good, but the Council knew that
was not accurate. Fundraising efforts tended to be more vigorous and successful once a
project started so that people could see the fruits of the labor. She said the Council would
continue to address the operations and maintenance and would not raise the levy to pay for
it. She said this body had made this decision long ago. She added that tonight’s decision
was not moving forward, it was accepting the legislation. She asked Ms. Iverson where
she would spend the $4 million if not on this project.
Ms. Iverson said she understood how TIF funds could be spent. She said that what
she had said previously was the City needed to be investing more in the neighborhoods in
general. She said the City’s interests were skewed. Mayor Mouton recommended she
bring a list with where the TIF funds should be spent and where the City should invest in
the neighborhoods and how much. But she said the conversation was mixing apples and
oranges. Ms. Iverson thanked staff for getting the legislation for TIF District 6. She said
the train had left the station and it did not care where the funding was coming from.
Mayor Mouton asked for a motion on the draft resolution. Mr. Plechash made a
motion, seconded by Ms. MacDonald, to Adopt Resolution No. 48-2021 Approving
Special Legislation Related to Tax Increment Financing District No. 6 and the Panoway on
Wayzata Bay Project.
Mr. Plechash thanked Mr. Mullin for his clarifying comments. He said phase three
was irrelevant to tonight’s discussion.
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Upon roll call vote, the motion carried 3/1 (Iverson).
c.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 47-2021 Condemning the Use of
Discriminatory Covenants and Authorizing Membership in the Just Deeds
Coalition
Ms. Goellner presented the draft resolution condemning the use of discriminatory
covenants and authorizing membership in the Just Deeds Coalition. She discussed racially
restrictive covenants, a map of lots with a racially restrictive covenant, benefits of joining
the Just Deeds Coalition, membership requirements, community volunteers, and action
requested.
Mayor Mouton suggested adding “contributed to” after discriminatory covenants
in the fifth Whereas clause on page no. 2 of the draft resolution. Ms. Goellner agreed with
the amendment. She said there were definitely other practices that also contributed to the
problem - some that were still going on such as steering in the real estate industry.
Mayor Mouton noted that these practices were no longer enforced in the State of
Minnesota, but the City wanted to assist people with the help of Just Deeds to strike the
covenants from their deeds.
Kate Flom, 5387 Ashcroft Road, Minnetonka, said she was a member of the
Unitarian Universalist Church, Minnetonka and was a racial justice facilitator. She was
grateful Wayzata was addressing this issue. She said the church found out about the racial
covenant within the deed during the purchase process and was very uncomfortable with it,
but they were able to work with Just Deeds in 2020 and remove it.
Rebecca Hawthorne, 179 Birch Lane W, said she was the President of the League
of Women Voters for the Wayzata-Plymouth area. She said she was aware of red lining,
but was unaware of the covenants. Then she found out that her own neighborhood had
these covenants. She read the racially restricted verbiage from her own deed. She said she
was present to support this important work and resolution.
Sue Gregor, 420 Far Hill Road, said she represented the Citizens for Racial Equity.
She talked about the educational opportunities they provided and supported joining the
coalition.
Mayor Mouton opened the floor for Council discussion.
Ms. MacDonald thanked staff and Ms. Goellner for their work. She thanked the
community for its support. She wholeheartedly supported the resolution.
Ms. Iverson also thanked Ms. Goellner for her dedication. She fully supported the
resolution. She also thanked those who commented in support.
Mr. Plechash said when he first heard about it, he was shocked. He also thought it
was brilliant for each person to do this on their own rather than doing a blanket resolution.
He shared that when he served in the Unites States Marine Corps there was not race. They
were all just marines. He hoped to see the day when all this was behind the Country.
Mayor Mouton agreed and thought it was important. She said this was a part of
Wayzata’s history and it was important for them to look into what role their predecessors
played. She fully supported the draft resolution with the addition of the wording she
suggested earlier. She also recommended more research into the mention of one of the
City’s parks.
Mayor Mouton asked for a motion on the draft resolution. Ms. MacDonald made
a motion, seconded by Mr. Plechash, to Adopt Resolution No. 47-2021 Condemning the
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Use of Discriminatory Covenants and Authorizing Membership in the Just Deeds
Coalition, as amended above. The motion carried 5/0.
AGENDA ITEM 10. City Manager's Report and Discussion Items.
a.
Upcoming Events/Announcements
Mr. Dahl commended the Police Department, Fire Department, and community partners
for a tremendous Public Safety Day. He also noted Coffee with Chief Schultz on Thursday,
October 7th from 8:00 – 10:00 a.m. at Panoway Plaza and invited everyone to come out and
get to know the new Police Chief.
b.
Council Member Updates/Announcements
None.
AGENDA ITEM 11. Public Forum Continued (if necessary).
There were no comments.
AGENDA ITEM 12. Adjournment.
There being no further business, Mayor Mouton asked for a motion to adjourn. Ms. Iverson
made a motion, seconded by Ms. MacDonald to adjourn. Mayor Mouton adjourned the
meeting at 9:30 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Kathy Leervig
City Clerk
Drafted by Sarah Peterson
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc.
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 7.b
TITLE: Approval of Check Register
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve the Payment of Checks and Electronic Fund Transfers (EFT's) for
September and October 2021
PREPARED BY: Kathy Ovshak, Senior Accountant
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends the approval of checks and EFT's.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
N/A
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Detail Check Register - September & October
2.
Detail EFT Register - September & October
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CITY OF WAYZATA

Detail Check Register©

Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

10100 Old National
09/30/21
121633
E 640-47000-254
E 640-47000-259

AM CRAFT SPIRITS INC
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Freight
Total

09/30/21
121634
E 640-47000-253

$261.40

13037

MISC.BEV

$4.14

13037

FREIGHT

$265.54

ARTISAN BEER COMPANY
Beer For Resale

$151.00

3495208

BEER RESALE

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale

$421.35

3495830

BEER RESALE

E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale
Total

$120.05
$156.50

3497102
3498353

BEER RESALE
BEER RESALE

09/30/21
121635
E 640-47000-251

$848.90

BELLBOY BAR SUPPLY CORP.
Liquor For Resale
$1,361.97

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-252

Liquor For Resale
Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259

Liquor For Resale
Freight

$13.93
$1,214.70
$96.00
$13.95
$550.00
$5.10

0091138400 LIQ RESALE
0091138400 FREIGHT
0091399200 LIQ RESALE
0091399200 WINE
0091399200 FREIGHT
0091429200 LIQ RESALE
0091429200 FREIGHT

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$6.88

0103978800 FREIGHT

E 640-47000-254

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

$60.50

0103978800 MISC.MIX

E 640-47000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$126.50

0103978800 SUPPLIES

$3,449.53

09/30/21
121636
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

09/30/21
121637
E 640-47000-251

BOURGET IMPORTS
Wine For Resale
Freight
Total
BREAKTHRU BEVERAGE MN
Liquor For Resale

$128.00
$1.75

180706
180706

WINE
FREIGHT

$1,454.84

340949190

LIQUOR

$13.05

340949190

FREIGHT
WINE
FREIGHT

$129.75

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight

$152.00
$2.90

340949191
340949191

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$1,544.00

340949192

WINE

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

Freight
Wine For Resale

$13.78
$118.70

340949192
340949193

FREIGHT
WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$1.45

340949193

FREIGHT

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale

$288.00

341036699

LIQUOR

E 640-48000-252
E 640-48000-251

Wine For Resale
Liquor For Resale

$62.80
$233.80

341036699
341121586

WINE
LIQUOR

E 640-48000-252

Wine For Resale

$87.00

341121586

WINE

E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259

Liquor For Resale
Freight

$4,467.26
$26.10

341121630
341121630

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$108.00

341121631

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$1.45

341121631

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight

$4,379.60
$32.14

341121632
341121632

WINE
FREIGHT
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-252

Liquor For Resale
Wine For Resale

Invoice

Comment

$504.00

341121633

$2.90

341121633

($899.85) 408902158
($113.45) 409024892

WINE
FREIGHT
LIQUOR
WINE

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

($244.45) 409024893

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

($217.45) 409024894

WINE

09/30/21
121638
E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-253

$12,018.57

BREAKTHRU BEVERAGE
Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale

$5,048.50
$55.40

341010400
341010401

BEER
BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale

$554.00

341037193

BEER

E 640-47000-253
E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale

$3,560.40
$524.00

341096991
341122358

BEER
BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale
Total

$270.00

341122359

BEER

09/30/21
121639
E 640-47000-253

$10,012.30

CAPITOL BEVERAGE SALES
Beer For Resale

($9.70) 17860058
($99.30) 17860073

BEER

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale

E 640-47000-253
E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale

$1,776.75
$434.00

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale

$2,037.25

2596989

BEER

E 640-47000-254
E 640-47000-253

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Beer For Resale

$97.16
$2,936.53

2596989
2599441

MISC.BEV
BEER

2594144
2596982

BEER
BEER
BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale

$344.00

2599843

BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale
Total

$368.00

2602599

BEER

09/30/21
121640
E 640-48500-210
E 640-48500-217

CINTAS CORPORATION
Operating Supplies (GEN
Uniforms

$152.44
$27.28

4095903064 KITCHEN SUPPLIES
4095903064 KITCHEN UNIFORMS

$152.44

4096626925 KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

E 640-48500-217

Uniforms

E 640-48500-210
E 640-48500-217

Operating Supplies (GEN
Uniforms
Total

09/30/21
121641
E 640-47000-254

09/30/21
121642
E 640-48500-415
E 640-48500-540

COCA-COLA
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total

E 640-48000-401

$27.28

4096626925 KITCHEN UNIFORMS

$152.44
$27.28

4097284517 KITCHEN SUPPLIES
4097284517 KITCHEN UNIFORMS

$539.16

$546.12

3609214794 MISC MIX

$546.12

COZZINI BROS., INC.
Other Equipment Rentals

$44.40

C9923337

KNIFE EXCHANGE

Equipment

$80.65

C9923337

CAN OPENER

Total
09/30/21
121643
E 640-47000-401

$7,884.69

$125.05

CROSSTOWN MECHANICAL INC
Repairs/Maint Buildings

$821.03

90605

A/C REPAIRS

Repairs/Maint Buildings

$821.03

90605

A/C REPAIRS
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount
Total

09/30/21
121644
E 640-47000-253

Invoice

Comment

$1,642.06

DAHLHEIMER DISTRIBUTING CO.
Beer For Resale
$251.00

1459976

BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale

$472.00

1460709

BEER

E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale

$845.80
$522.20

1462924
1466424

BEER
BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale

$660.00

1468121

BEER

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale
Total

($49.00) 717-00020

09/30/21
121645
E 640-48000-415

09/30/21
121646
E 640-47000-254

09/30/21
121647
E 640-48000-404
E 640-48000-404

09/30/21
121648
E 640-47000-253

09/30/21
121649
E 640-47000-253

BEER

$2,702.00

DIRECTV
Other Equipment Rentals
Total

$325.96

GIFTNETWORKS LLC-1
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total

$139.20

$325.96

$139.20

HARNELL REFRIGERATION
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
Total

$807.74

HOHENSTEINS INC.
Beer For Resale
Total

$286.50

$152.26
$655.48

$286.50

050852385X SERVICE

8908

MISC.MDSE.RESALE

2199
2202

BEER COOLER REPAIRS
BEER COOLER REPAIRS

442623

BEER RESALE

JJ TAYLOR DISTRIBUTING OF MN_
Beer For Resale
$2,354.30

3222235

BEER

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale

$2,001.10

3222264

BEER

E 640-47000-253
E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale

$1,814.80
$492.20

3222299
3235109

BEER
BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale

$623.80

3235189

BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale
Total

$419.80

3242472

BEER

$7,706.00

JOHNSON BROS.-ST.PAUL
Wine For Resale
Freight

$1,700.88
$22.68

1862067
1862067

WINE
FREIGHT

$2,253.94

1883934

LIQUOR

$16.38

1883934

FREIGHT

$104.00
$1.26

1883935
1883935

WINE
FREIGHT

09/30/21
121650
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$3,839.10

1891260

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

Freight
Wine For Resale

$47.88
$8,162.76

1891260
1891261

FREIGHT
WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$138.60

1891261

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$240.30

1891284

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-251

Freight
Liquor For Resale

$3.78
$585.65

1891284
1893549

FREIGHT
LIQUOR
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$3.78

1893549

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$1,268.28

1893551

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

Freight
Wine For Resale

$9.27
$4,142.58

1893551
1893552

FREIGHT
WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$55.62

1893552

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259

Liquor For Resale
Freight

$7,560.00
$17.64

1893757
1893757

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$2,251.34

1895836

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$13.89

1895836

FREIGHT

000554264

FOOD

38765
38765

WINE RESALE
FREIGHT

Total
09/30/21
121651
E 640-48500-255

$32,439.61

KARLSBURGER FOODS, INC.
FOODIngredients For Res
Total

$376.40

LIBATION PROJECT
Wine For Resale
Freight

$280.00
$1.50

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$128.00

39145

WINE RESALE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$1.50

39145

FREIGHT

327851
328708

CIGARETTES
CIGARETTES

09/30/21
121652
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Total
09/30/21
121653
E 640-47000-256
E 640-47000-256

09/30/21
121654
E 640-48500-255
E 640-48500-255

09/30/21
121655
E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

09/30/21
121656
E 640-47000-409

M.AMUNDSON LLP
MISC.MDSE.RESALE
MISC.MDSE.RESALE
Total
MAIN STREET BAKERY
FOODIngredients For Res
FOODIngredients For Res
Total
MAVERICK WINE CO.
Liquor For Resale
Wine For Resale
Freight
Total

$376.40

$411.00

$2,069.70
$1,452.32
$3,522.02

$250.00

412081

FOOD RESALE

$180.00

412537

FOOD RESALE

$430.00

$859.92

646552

LIQUOR

$787.92
$12.00

646552
646552

WINE
FREIGHT

$1,659.84

MINNEHAHA BLDG.MAINT.INC.
Maint services & Improv

$54.84

180185974

BLDG.MAINT.

E 640-48000-409

Maint services & Improv

$80.64

180187876

BLDG.MAINT.

E 640-47000-409

Maint services & Improv
Total

$54.84

180187877

BLDG.MAINT.

$190.32

25007
25401

BEER
BEER

56431227

OVERHEAD MUSIC

09/30/21
121657
E 640-47000-253
E 640-48000-253

09/30/21
121658
E 640-47000-433

MODIST BREWING CO. LLC
Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale
Total
MOOD MEDIA
Dues, Licensing & Semina

$408.50
$165.00
$573.50

$68.80
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

E 640-48000-433

09/30/21
121659
E 640-47000-252

Vendor Name

Amount

$137.61

NEW FRANCE WINE COMPANY
Wine For Resale

$904.00

177972

WINE RESALE

$12.00
$4,632.83

177972
178579

FREIGHT
WINE RESALE

$46.00

178579

FREIGHT

$180.00

0013033

LIQUOR

$1.26

0013033

FREIGHT

Freight
Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight
Total

$68.81

Comment

Dues, Licensing & Semina
Total

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

09/30/21
121660
E 640-47000-251

Invoice

56431227

OVERHEAD MUSIC

$5,594.83

ORIGIN WINE & SPIRITS
Liquor For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight

$224.00
$1.26

0013034
0013034

WINE
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$84.00

0013236

WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$1.26

0013236

FREIGHT

138991
138991

WINE RESALE
FREIGHT

Total
09/30/21
121661
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

$491.78

PAUSTIS & SONS
Wine For Resale
Freight

$1,633.00
$15.00

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$2,697.50

140411

WINE RESALE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$20.00

140411

FREIGHT

47428202

MISC.BEV

W-118140

BEER

6267642
6267642

LIQUOR
BEER

Total
09/30/21
121662
E 640-47000-254

09/30/21
121663
E 640-47000-253

09/30/21
121664
E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-253

PEPSI COLA
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total

$206.40

PEQUOD DISTRIBUTION
Beer For Resale
Total

$612.00

PHILLIPS WINES & SPIRITS
Liquor For Resale
Beer For Resale

$533.40
$175.38

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight
Total

09/30/21
121665
E 640-48000-409

121666

09/30/21

$4,365.50

$206.40

$612.00

$7.77

6267642

FREIGHT

$1,079.00
$11.87

6267643
6267643

WINE RESALE
FREIGHT

$789.95

6274952

LIQUOR

$8.83

6274952

FREIGHT

$2,096.50
$20.10

6274953
6274953

WINE RESALE
FREIGHT

7167136

SERVICE

$4,722.80

PLUNKETT'S PEST CONTROL
Maint services & Improv
Total

$120.69
$120.69

PRYES BREWING COMPANY LLC
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale

$413.00

W-27306

BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale
Total

$210.00

W-27611

BEER

$4,415.56
$48.68

749698
749698

FOOD
MISC.BEV.
LIQUOR

09/30/21
121667
E 640-48500-255
E 640-48000-254

REINHART FOODSERVICE
FOODIngredients For Res
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

E 640-48000-254
E 640-48000-251

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Liquor For Resale

$623.00

$40.23

749698

$3,968.41

752615

FOOD

$186.65
$61.48

752615
752615

MISC.BEV.
LIQUOR

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

$95.73

754835

FOOD

E 640-48500-255
E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res
FOODIngredients For Res

$4,227.05
$5,118.47

755669
758868

FOOD
FOOD

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$111.56

758868

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-254

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

$93.32

758868

MISC.BEV.

E 640-48000-251
E 640-48500-255

Liquor For Resale
FOODIngredients For Res

$29.91
$4,103.88

758868
761454

LIQUOR
FOOD

$139.51

761454

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

$49.18
$4,340.06

761454
764249

LIQUOR
FOOD

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

E 640-48000-251
E 640-48500-255

Liquor For Resale
FOODIngredients For Res

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$68.78

764249

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-254

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

$48.68

764249

MISC.BEV.

E 640-48500-255
E 640-48500-210

FOODIngredients For Res
Operating Supplies (GEN

$3,992.57
$275.74

767896
767896

FOOD
KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-254

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

E 640-48000-251
E 640-48500-255

Liquor For Resale
FOODIngredients For Res

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-48500-255
E 640-48000-254

FOODIngredients For Res
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale
Total

09/30/21
121668
E 640-47000-252

$235.13

767896

MISC.BEV.

$228.38
$3,682.29

767896
770459

LIQUOR
FOOD

$211.85

770459

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

$53.28

770459

LIQUOR

$4,738.20
$93.32

772849
772849

FOOD
MISC.BEV.

$53.67

772849

LIQUOR

$40,711.57

RUE 38
Wine For Resale

$200.00

11444

WINE

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

Freight
Wine For Resale

$4.50
$304.00

11444
11562

FREIGHT
WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$4.50

11562

FREIGHT

Total
09/30/21
121669
E 640-47000-254
E 640-47000-254
E 640-47000-254

09/30/21
121670
E 640-47000-259

SHAMROCK GROUP
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total
SMALL LOT MN
Freight

$513.00

$142.45

2672127

ICE

$127.58
$110.80

2674463
2678999

ICE
ICE

45633

FREIGHT

$380.83

$4.50

Page 19 of 296

10/13/21 11:12 AM
Page 7

CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

E 640-47000-259

Freight

46081

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$312.12

MN45633

WINE

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

$264.00

MN46081

WINE

$583.62

SOUTHERN GLAZER`S
Liquor For Resale

$841.90

2124254

LIQUOR

$8.96

2124254

FREIGHT

09/30/21
121671
E 640-47000-251

$3.00

Comment

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$1,203.30

2124255

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

Freight
Wine For Resale

$10.35
$4,451.09

2124255
2124256

FREIGHT
WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$47.47

2124256

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259

Liquor For Resale
Freight

$2,388.96
$13.01

2124257
2124257

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

$564.00

5074309

LIQUOR

$6.40

5074309

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight

$1,792.00
$32.00

5074310
5074310

WINE
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$248.00

5074311

WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$2.56

5074311

FREIGHT

42063

BEER

Total
09/30/21
121672
E 640-47000-253

STEEL TOE BREWING
Beer For Resale
Total

$11,610.00

$420.00
$420.00

09/30/21
121673
E 640-47000-254

SUMMER LAKES BEVERAGE LLC
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
$1,035.00
Total
$1,035.00

2970

MISC.BEV

09/30/21
121674
E 640-48500-415
E 640-48500-210

SUNBURST CHEMICALS, INC.
Other Equipment Rentals
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

0016276
0490700

DISHWASHER LEASE
KITCHEN SUPPLIES

$443.25

T.D. ANDERSON INC.
Maint services & Improv
Total

118963

BEER LINE SERVICE

$120.00

40143683

SUPPLIES

09/30/21
121675
E 640-48000-409

09/30/21
121676
E 640-48000-210

09/30/21
121677
E 640-48500-210

TOLL GAS & WELDING SUPPLY
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$106.46
$336.79

$120.00

$59.82
$59.82

TRIMARK
Operating Supplies (GEN

$141.39

2768870

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-210
E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN

$220.32
$108.80

2768870
2771647

BAR SUPPLIES
KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$99.59

2771647

BAR SUPPLIES

$570.10

121678

09/30/21

TRIO SUPPLY COMPANY

Page 20 of 296

10/13/21 11:12 AM
Page 8
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*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

E 640-48000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

($88.09) 698766

BAR SUPPLIES

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$242.02

705239

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-210
E 640-48000-251

Operating Supplies (GEN
Liquor For Resale

$93.72
$89.24

706285
706285

BAR SUPPLIES
LIQUOR

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$1,069.64

706285

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-210
E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN

$135.88
$653.61

708008
708008

BAR SUPPLIES
KITCHEN SUPPLIES
BAR SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$90.35

708756

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$246.93

708756

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-210
E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$62.06
$601.91

710018
710018

BAR SUPPLIES
KITCHEN SUPPLIES

09/21/2021

REFUND - ACH PULLED BY MISTAKE

$3,197.27

09/30/21
121679
G 630-20300

TWIN CITIES PERFORMANCE FERRAR
Deposits Payable
$47.00
Total
$47.00

09/30/21
121680
E 640-48500-255

US FOODS
FOODIngredients For Res

$1,285.09

4598239

FOOD

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

$11.35

4666951

FOOD

E 640-48500-255
E 640-48000-251

FOODIngredients For Res
Liquor For Resale

$914.38
$57.90

4749962
4749962

FOOD
LIQUOR

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

$827.68

4896818

FOOD

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale
Total

$24.95

4896818

LIQUOR

$3,121.35

VINOCOPIA
Liquor For Resale
Freight

$1,370.00
$10.00

0286440
0286440

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

09/30/21
121681
E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$248.13

0287373

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight
Total

$352.00
$12.00

0287373
0287373

WINE
FREIGHT

09/30/21
121682
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

WINE COMPANY
Wine For Resale
Freight

$1,992.13

$964.00

183046

WINE RESALE

$8.25

183046

FREIGHT

$186.67

184010

LIQUOR

$2,924.00
$33.00

184010
184010

WINE RESALE
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight
Total

$4,115.92

WINE MERCHANT
Wine For Resale

$2,128.00

7345794

WINE

$12.60

7345794

FREIGHT
MISC. BEV
WINE

09/30/21
121683
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-254
E 640-48000-252

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Wine For Resale

$177.50
$1,219.07

7346157
7347131

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$1,870.00

7347662

WINE

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

Freight
Wine For Resale

$7.67
$1,028.00

7347662
7347663

FREIGHT
WINE
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

Freight
Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

09/30/21
121684
E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-259

WINEBOW
Freight
Freight
Freight

Invoice

Comment

$8.64

7347663

FREIGHT

$435.80

7348096

WINE

$0.48 7348096
($217.26) 739497
($22.00) 739498

FREIGHT
WINE
WINE

$6,648.50

$1.75

00100201

FREIGHT

$10.50
$7.00

00100202
00101034

FREIGHT
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$384.00

MN00100201 WINE RESALE

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Wine For Resale

$736.00
$573.00

MN00100202 WINE RESALE
MN00101034 WINE RESALE

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

$260.00

MN00101035 WINE RESALE

10/05/21
121685
E 101-42100-404

10/05/21
121686
E 101-41940-210

10/05/21
121687
E 101-41940-321
E 101-42200-323

ACTION FLEET INC.
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
Total

$342.50

AIRTECH
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$168.00

10/05/21
121689
E 101-41500-304

10/05/21
121690
E 101-41940-383

$342.50

$168.00

I4522

PD SQUAD REPAIRS

41882

SUPPLIES

AT&T - FIRSTNET
Telephone

$389.06

PW SERVICE

Radio Units

$319.16

FD SERVICE

Total
10/05/21
121688
E 404-40000-309

$1,972.25

BARTON SAND & GRAVEL CO.
Contractual Services

$708.22

$110.80

Total

$110.80

BEST & FLANAGAN
Legal Fees
Total

$195.00

$195.00

210930

SAND FOR WARMING HOUSE SIDEWALK
REPAIRS

549714-1

GENERAL LEGAL

CENTERPOINT ENERGY
Fuel, oil and natural gas

$476.86

SERVICE

E 610-40000-383

Fuel, oil and natural gas

$164.71

SERVICE

E 640-47000-383
E 640-48000-383

Fuel, oil and natural gas
Fuel, oil and natural gas

$172.41
$689.66

SERVICE
SERVICE

E 101-41940-383

Fuel, oil and natural gas

$0.00

SERVICE

E 101-42200-383

Fuel, oil and natural gas
Total

$0.00

SERVICE

10/05/21
121691
E 408-40000-309

COMMERCIAL ASPHALT CO.
Contractual Services
Total

$1,503.64

$609.84

210930

PD PARKING LOT

$609.84
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Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

10/05/21
121692
E 101-45203-220

10/05/21
121693
G 802-20366

10/05/21
121694
E 101-42200-241
E 101-42200-241

10/05/21
121695
E 404-40000-309
E 101-45200-227

Vendor Name

Amount

DISPLAY SALES
Repair/Maint Supply (GEN
Total

$438.00

ECM PUBLISHERS, INC.
163 WAYZATA BLVD - M
Total

$71.40

FIRE CATT
Safety equip/testings
Safety equip/testings
Total

$438.00

$71.40

$2,206.40
$688.00

Comment

030145

BE PINK LIGHTS

854926

163 WAYZ.BLVD LEGAL NOTICE

10114
10124

EQUIPMENT TESTING
EQUIPMENT TESTING

$2,894.40

GERTENS
Contractual Services

$161.00

580610/6

REPLACEMENT TREE

Plantings

$236.70

67813/30

SPRING BULBS

Total
10/05/21
121696
E 101-42100-210

Invoice

$397.70

GOPHER ACE TRU VALUE
Operating Supplies (GEN

$14.58

8115

SUPPLIES

E 101-43100-240
E 101-45203-220

Small Tools and Minor Eq
Repair/Maint Supply (GEN

$13.99
$7.99

8118
8122

TOOLS
SUPPLIES

E 101-45200-222

Repair & Maint - Equip
Total

$70.79

8137

PARTS

148713

SUPPLIES

719157

STAND UP WORKSTATION - NEW EMPLOYEE

10/05/21
121697
E 101-43100-210

10/05/21
121698
E 101-41500-540

HAMEL BUILDING CENTER
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total
HENDRICKSEN PSG
Equipment
Total

$107.35

$53.10
$53.10

$1,286.65
$1,286.65

10/05/21
121699
G 650-20818

HENNEPIN COUNTY TREASURER
Garbage Tax - Cnty 15.5
$2,896.78
Total
$2,896.78

SEPT.2021

COUNTY REFUSE TAX

10/05/21
121700
E 404-40000-499

HOPKINS WESTWIND CONCERT BAND
Miscellaneous
$600.00
Total
$600.00

2021-4

MUSIC IN THE PARK

10/05/21
121701
E 101-42200-404
E 101-42200-404

KIRVIDA FIRE, INC.
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
Total

9925
9926

FD VEHICLE REPAIRS
FD VEHICLE REPAIRS

10/05/21
121702
E 101-41500-311

121703

10/05/21

LOFFLER COMPANIES, INC.
Data Processing
Total

$388.48
$251.14
$639.62

$11.55

ACCT.WW02 SERVICE FEE

$11.55

MAPLE GROVE, CITY OF
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Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

E 101-42100-434

10/05/21
121704
E 610-49100-499

Vendor Name

Amount

Training and schools
Total
MEDIACOM
Miscellaneous

Invoice

$930.00

Comment

2021-09

$1,620.00
Total

GUN RANGE RENTAL

$930.00

WP SERVICE

$1,620.00

10/05/21
121705
E 101-42400-309

METRO WEST INSPECTION SERVICES
Contractual Services
$2,826.25
Total
$2,826.25

2990

BLDG.INSPECTION SERVICES

10/05/21
121706
E 101-45200-409

MINNETONKA BARGEMAN
Maint services & Improv
Total

4655

SWIM BUOYS REMOVED

10/05/21
121707
E 101-42100-499
E 101-42100-499

MN STATE IAP
Miscellaneous

$20.85

W19080644

PD TRANSLATION SERVICES

Miscellaneous

$59.77

W19120643

PD TRANSLATION SERVICES

13863

SQUAD REPAIRS

5211

LASERFICHE LICENSE

1055

BEACH BASH TICKETS - COUNCIL

PD UNIFORM

Total
10/05/21
121708
E 101-42100-404

10/05/21
121709
E 409-40000-499

MORRIE'S MINNETONKA FORD
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
Total
OPG-3, INC.
Miscellaneous

10/05/21
121711
E 101-42100-217

$80.62

$620.77
$620.77

$1,027.05
Total

10/05/21
121710
E 101-41100-499

$325.00
$325.00

$1,027.05

RB PRODUCTIONS, LLC
Miscellaneous
Total

$500.00

STREICHER'S
Uniforms

$500.00

$159.99

I1525947

E 101-42100-217

Uniforms

$25.00

I1525948

PD UNIFORM

E 101-42100-217

Uniforms

$1,223.92

I1526308

PD UNIFORM

M26772

MTG.MINUTES

10/05/21
121712
E 101-41100-302

10/05/21
121713
E 101-41940-210
E 101-41940-210

10/05/21
121714
E 610-40000-322

Total

$1,408.91

Total

$741.00

TIME SAVER
Consultants

$741.00

TWIN CITY HARDWARE
Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total
UPS STORE
Postage

10/05/21

PSI2068785 SUPPLIES
PSI2071992 SUPPLIES

$49.56

$11.26
Total

121715

$40.10
$9.46

MAILING

$11.26

US BANK
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Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

E 610-49100-621

Fiscal Agent s Fees

$500.00

6267233

PAYING AGENT FEES

E 620-49100-621

Fiscal Agent s Fees
Total

$500.00

6267234

PAYING AGENT FEES

10/05/21
121716
E 101-42100-240

VOGEL, JOSHUA
Small Tools and Minor Eq
Total

$1,000.00

$33.37

PD SUPPLIES

$33.37

10/05/21
121717
E 101-42200-438
E 101-42200-437

WAYZATA FIRE RELIEF ASSOC.
Payment to Fire Relief 2%
$80,110.39
Payments to Organization
$47,000.00
Total
$127,110.39

10/05/21
121718
E 101-45203-381

XCEL ENERGY
Electric Utilities

$3,310.24

SERVICE

E 101-41940-381

Electric Utilities

$6,985.51

SERVICE

E 101-42200-381
E 610-40000-381

Electric Utilities
Electric Utilities

$980.81
$8,271.51

SERVICE
SERVICE

2% STATE AID
CITY BUDGETED CONTRIBUTION

E 640-47000-381

Electric Utilities

$1,881.10

SERVICE

E 640-48000-381

Electric Utilities

$4,389.23

SERVICE

E 620-40000-381
E 101-41940-381

Electric Utilities
Electric Utilities

$2,157.15
$18.45

SERVICE
SERVICE

Total

$27,994.00

10/13/21
121719
E 101-42200-434

ACROSS THE STREET PRODUCTIONS
Training and schools
$1,155.00
Total
$1,155.00

INV09046

FD TRAINING

10/13/21
121720
E 101-41500-301

AEM FINANCIAL SOLUTIONS
Auditing and Acct g Servic
Total

449124

FINANCE DIRECTOR SERVICES

1477

BOILER REPAIRS - CITY HALL

10/13/21
121721
E 101-41940-401

10/13/21
121722
E 101-42100-323

10/13/21
121723
E 610-40000-217

10/13/21
121724
E 101-42100-323

10/13/21
121725
E 101-41500-433

AIRTECH
Repairs/Maint Buildings
Total
AT&T - FIRSTNET
Radio Units
Total
BAGY JO, INC.
Uniforms

$4,000.00
$4,000.00

$12,271.00
$12,271.00

$982.06

$95.00
Total

$95.00

Total

$270.00

BCA
Radio Units

$270.00

BMI
Dues, Licensing & Semina
Total

28728490496 PD SERVICE

$982.06

$368.00

71009

SUMMER CREW HATS

00000674213 ACCESS FEE

41236995

ANNUAL DUES

$368.00
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Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

10/13/21
121726
E 610-49100-621

10/13/21
121727
E 101-41940-383
E 101-41940-383
E 101-42200-383

10/13/21
121728
E 101-45200-216

Vendor Name

Amount

BOND TRUST SERVICES CORP.
Fiscal Agent s Fees
Total
CENTERPOINT ENERGY
Fuel, oil and natural gas
Fuel, oil and natural gas

Invoice

$475.00

Comment

66757

BOND AGENT FEE

$475.00

$10.21
$23.63

SERVICE
SERVICE

$72.38

SERVICE

Fuel, oil and natural gas
Total

$106.22

CENTRAL LANDSCAPE
Chemicals and Chem Pro
Total

$674.00

$674.00

309766

CHEMICALS

10/13/21
121729
E 408-40000-309

CONVERGINT TECHNOLOGIES
Contractual Services
$5,513.21
Total
$5,513.21

10903

PD PARKING LOT

10/13/21
121730
E 101-41940-499

CULLIGAN-BOTTLED WATER
Miscellaneous
Total

2648930

SUPPLIES

10/13/21
121731
E 630-40000-331

10/13/21
121732
E 101-41500-200

10/13/21
121733
E 630-40000-331

10/13/21
121734
E 101-41500-306

10/13/21
121735
G 101-21721

10/13/21
121736
E 610-40000-313
E 620-40000-313

10/13/21
121737
E 610-40000-216

121738

10/13/21

EHLERT, BECKY
Mileage & Expense Accou
Total
EXCEL DOCUMENT MGMT.
Office Supplies (GENERA
Total

$56.07
$56.07

$51.73
$51.73

$1,017.71

$36.95

FSSOLUTIONS
Personnel Expense
Total

$56.38

GOPHER STATE ONE CALL
Permit Fees/Gopher State

45449

ENVELOPES

$1,017.71

FISHER, CHERYL
Mileage & Expense Accou
Total

GOELLNER, EMILY
Flex Plan
Total

3RD QTR.2021 MILEAGE

$36.95

$56.38

3RD QTR.2021 MILEAGE

FL00473694 UNION RANDOM DRUG TESTING

$2,500.00

DEPENDENT CARE REIMB.

$2,500.00

$122.18

1090828

MONTHLY LOCATES

$122.17

1090828

MONTHLY LOCATES

6027767

CHEMICALS

Permit Fees/Gopher State
Total

$244.35

HAWKINS, INC
Chemicals and Chem Pro
Total

$4,064.56

$4,064.56

HENN.CNTY.ACCTG.SERVICES

Page 26 of 296

10/13/21 11:12 AM
Page 14

CITY OF WAYZATA
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Check #

Check Date

E 101-42120-308

Vendor Name

Amount

Prisoner Care

$162.00
Total

10/13/21
121739
E 101-43100-323
E 101-45200-323
E 610-40000-323

Invoice

HENN.CNTY.INFO.TECH.DEPT.
Radio Units

$270.05

1000172423 RADIO LEASE

Radio Units
Radio Units

$270.05
$122.75

1000172423 RADIO LEASE
1000172423 RADIO LEASE

E 620-40000-323

Radio Units

$122.75

Radio Units

$1,951.45

E 409-40000-540

Equipment

10/13/21
121741
E 101-42100-212

$786.89
Total

$3,523.94

HIRSHFIELD'S
Sign Repair Materials
Total

$60.58

HOLIDAY
Motor Fuels

10/13/21
121743
E 101-45200-415

10/13/21
121744
E 630-40000-331

$60.58

INGCO INTERNATIONAL, INC.
Personnel Expense
Total

$100.00

JIMMY`S JOHNNYS
Other Equipment Rentals
Total

$500.00

LIND, JODI
Mileage & Expense Accou
Total

$51.73

$100.00

$500.00

33243021

10/13/21
121746
E 409-40000-540

LOFFLER COMPANIES, INC.
Equipment
Data Processing
Total
MACQUEEN EQUIPMENT
Maint services & Improv
Total

PAINT

PD FUEL

WAYZATA60 EMPLOYEE SURVEY TRANSLATION SERVICES

192366

$51.73

LOCKRIDGE GRINDAL NAUEN PLLP
Consultants
$3,333.33
Total
$3,333.33

10/13/21
121747
E 620-40000-409

1000172423 PW RADIOS

$27.68

10/13/21
121745
E 233-40000-302

E 101-41500-311

1000172423 RADIO LEASE
1000172423 FD RADIO LEASE

$27.68
Total

10/13/21
121742
E 101-41500-306

1000172099 PRISONER PROCESSING

$162.00

E 101-42200-323

10/13/21
121740
E 101-45200-226

Comment

PARKS SERVICE

3RD QTR.2021 MILEAGE

111771

LAKE EFFECT LOBBYIST

$11,257.12

3835855

SERVER

$4,905.00

3840643

NETWORK SUPPORT

P37666

VACTOR HOSE

8/31/2021

LABOR RELATIONS SERVICES

22654659
22654660

FUEL
FUEL

$16,162.12

$5,015.70
$5,015.70

10/13/21
121748
E 101-41500-304

MADDEN, GALANTER, HANSEN, LLP_
Legal Fees
$1,044.00
Total
$1,044.00

10/13/21
121749
E 101-49200-212
E 101-49200-212

MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY
Motor Fuels
Motor Fuels

$1,534.29
$790.45

Page 27 of 296

10/13/21 11:12 AM
Page 15

CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

E 101-49200-212

Vendor Name

Amount

Motor Fuels

$446.56
Total

10/13/21
121750
E 101-41500-433

10/13/21
121751
E 101-42200-404

10/13/21
121752
E 101-41500-200

Invoice

MUNICODE
Dues, Licensing & Semina
Total
NAPA AUTO PARTS-LONG LAKE
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
Total

Comment

22654661

FUEL

00364623

ANNUAL SUPPORT

$2,771.30

$995.00
$995.00

$38.80

3270-521096 FD PARTS

$38.80

OFFICE DEPOT
Office Supplies (GENERA

$455.02

19590271700 SUPPLIES

E 640-47000-200
E 640-47000-200

Office Supplies (GENERA
Office Supplies (GENERA

$37.36
$39.99

19590271700 SUPPLIES
19590488900 SUPPLIES

E 101-41500-200

Office Supplies (GENERA
Total

$53.00

20235218600 SUPPLIES

$585.37

10/13/21
121753
E 101-42100-309

10/13/21
121754
E 101-41940-321

PLYMOUTH, CITY OF
Contractual Services
Total
POPP TELECOM
Telephone
Total

$2,575.09

2021-000000 JJ HILL DAYS COVERAGE

$2,575.09

$130.00

164512

VOICEMAIL SETUP

$130.00

10/13/21
121755
E 101-41940-404

SILENT KNIGHT SECURITY GROUP
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
$144.00
Total
$144.00

00120887

DEPOT MONITORING

10/13/21
121756
E 401-40000-309

SRF CONSULTING GROUP, INC.
Contractual Services
$2,640.40
Total
$2,640.40

14587.00-4

DOWNTOWN PARKING

10/13/21
121757
E 620-40000-331

STANIGER, CASEY
Mileage & Expense Accou
Total

$125.44

STREICHER'S
Uniforms
Uniforms

$100.00
$140.00

I1526771
I1527295

PD UNIFORM
PD UNIFORM

Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$442.61

I1527356

DUTY AMMO

$682.61

10/13/21
121758
E 101-42100-217
E 101-42100-217
E 101-42100-210

10/13/21
121759
E 101-41940-210

$125.44

MILEAGE FOR TRAINING

SUPPLY SOLUTIONS LLC
Operating Supplies (GEN

$251.20

34337

BLDG.SUPPLIES

E 101-43100-210
E 101-43100-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN

$247.28
$65.34

34376
34393

BLDG.SUPPLIES
BLDG.SUPPLIES

E 620-40000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$63.60

34420

BLDG.SUPPLIES

$627.42

121760

10/13/21

TITAN MACHINERY

Page 28 of 296

10/13/21 11:12 AM
Page 16

CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

E 101-43100-409

Vendor Name

Amount

Maint services & Improv
Total

Invoice

$500.75

Comment

16181114-G SKID STEER MAINT.

$500.75

10/13/21
121761
E 430-40000-309

TRAFFIC MARKING SERVICE, INC.
Contractual Services
$8,377.07
Total
$8,377.07

12060

STREET STRIPING

10/13/21
121762
E 670-40000-210

TWIN CITY SEED CO.
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

50863

SUPPLIES

10/13/21
121763
E 101-41100-493

10/13/21
121764
E 101-41910-302
E 408-40000-302
G 802-20883

UPS STORE
Volunteer program
Total
WSB & ASSOCIATES
Consultants

$317.50
$317.50

$41.60

SUPPLIES

$41.60

$575.00

R-016906-00 PLANNING CONSULTANT

Consultants
15419/15429 WAYZ.BLV

$194.00
$1,027.00

R-016906-00 ZONING STUDY
R-016906-00 15419 WAYZ.BLVD ESCROW PROJECT

G 802-20366

163 WAYZATA BLVD - M

$4,002.00

R-016906-00 163 WAYZ.BVLD ESCROW PROJECT

G 802-20876
G 802-20892

200 Lake - TCF Lake Wes
611 BUSHAWAY RD - W

$5,939.00
$2,017.25

R-016906-00 200 LAKE ESCROW PROJECT
R-016906-00 611 BUSHAWAY ESCROW PROJECT

G 802-20365

253 LAKE STREET-HOYT

$913.00

R-016906-00 253 LAKE ESCROW PROJECT

G 802-20889

803 LAKE ST - THE GOO

$664.00

R-016906-00 803 LAKE ESCROW PROJECT

G 802-20886

520-534 RICE STREET T

$298.50

G 802-20890

294 GROVE - MACONDO

$123.00

R-016906-00 RICE STREET TOWNHOMES ESCROW
PROJECT
R-016906-00 294 GROVE ESCROW PROJECT

G 802-20896
G 802-20893

1022 WAYZATA BLVD 1640 HOLDRIDGE CIRCL
Total

$226.25
$317.50

R-016906-00 1022 WAYZ.BLVD ESCROW PROJECT
R-016906-00 1640 HOLDRIDGE ESCROW PROJECT

10/13/21
121765
E 101-45203-381

XCEL ENERGY
Electric Utilities

$5,929.18
Total

10/13/21
121766
E 101-45200-210

$16,296.50

ZERO WASTE USA
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

SERVICE

$5,929.18

$212.78

440296

DOGGIE WASTE BAGS

$212.78

10/13/21
121767
E 640-47000-253

A&E DISTRIBUTING COMPANY LLC
Beer For Resale
$191.75
Total
$191.75

317

BEER

10/13/21
121768
E 640-47000-254

AM CRAFT SPIRITS INC
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total

13102

MISC.BEV

10/13/21
121769
E 640-47000-253

$125.64
$125.64

ARTISAN BEER COMPANY
Beer For Resale

($45.80) 317289

BEER RESALE

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale

$338.00

3499482

BEER RESALE

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale

$710.40

3499549

BEER RESALE
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

E 640-48000-253

10/13/21
121770
E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-251

Vendor Name

Amount

Beer For Resale
Total
BELLBOY BAR SUPPLY CORP.
Liquor For Resale
Freight
Liquor For Resale

Invoice

$185.00

Comment

3500189

BEER

$1,187.60

$687.50

0091472000 LIQ RESALE

$7.75
$2,686.15

0091472000 FREIGHT
0091524000 LIQ RESALE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$21.70

0091524000 FREIGHT

E 640-47000-254

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

$159.00

0091524000 MISC.MIX

E 640-47000-254
E 640-47000-259

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Freight
Total

$98.00
$3.46

0104018200 MISC.MIX
0104018200 FREIGHT

10/13/21
121771
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

BOURGET IMPORTS
Wine For Resale
Freight
Total

10/13/21
121772
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

BREAKTHRU BEVERAGE MN
Wine For Resale
Freight
Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight

$3,663.56

$450.00

181287

WINE

$3.50

181287

FREIGHT

$453.50

$1,254.54

341183892

WINE

$3.38
$460.00

341183892
341204519

FREIGHT
WINE

$1.45

341204519

FREIGHT

$4,783.62
$1.44

341205100
341205100

WINE
FREIGHT

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale

$235.25

341209863

LIQUOR

E 640-48000-252

Wine For Resale

$174.00

341209863

WINE

E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259

Liquor For Resale
Freight

$6,586.30
$58.60

341209908
341209908

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$14.50

341209909

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight

$383.60
$3.14

341209910
341209910

WINE
FREIGHT

$160.52

341209911

MIX

$7.25

341209911

FREIGHT

341209912
341209912

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-254

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259

Liquor For Resale
Freight

$225.00
$7.25

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale

$461.80

341307359

LIQUOR

E 640-48000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

$78.00

341307359

WINE

341165108
341165109

BEER
BEER

10/13/21
121773
E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-253

BREAKTHRU BEVERAGE
Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale

$14,899.64

$1,456.30
$55.40

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale

$459.00

341306751

BEER

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale
Total

$140.00

341306752

BEER

2596989-1
2602578

BEER
BEER

10/13/21
121774
E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-253

CAPITOL BEVERAGE SALES
Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale

$2,110.70

$200.00
$944.35
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount
Total

10/13/21
121775
E 630-40000-499

Invoice

Comment

$1,144.35

CINTAS CORPORATION
Miscellaneous

$33.93

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$145.48

4097956144 KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48500-217

Uniforms

$27.28

4097956144 KITCHEN UNIFORMS

Total
10/13/21
121776
E 640-48500-415

COZZINI BROS., INC.
Other Equipment Rentals
Total

$206.69

$47.74

DAHLHEIMER DISTRIBUTING CO.
Beer For Resale
$55.00
Beer For Resale
$1,238.00
Total
$1,293.00

10/13/21
121778
E 630-40000-331

HATZ, KIM
Mileage & Expense Accou
Total

$44.34

HEADFLYER BREWING
Beer For Resale
Total

$189.00

HOHENSTEINS INC.
Beer For Resale
Total

$846.50

INBOUND BREWCO
Beer For Resale
Total

$234.00

10/13/21
121780
E 640-47000-253

10/13/21
121781
E 640-47000-253

C9988863

KNIFE EXCHANGE

1466424-1
1470187

BEER
BEER

$47.74

10/13/21
121777
E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-253

10/13/21
121779
E 640-47000-253

4097751248 MV SUPPLIES

$44.34

$189.00

$846.50

$234.00

3RD QTR.2021 MILEAGE

E-3112

BEER

446247

BEER RESALE

11978

BEER

3222330

BEER

10/13/21
121782
E 640-47000-253

JJ TAYLOR DISTRIBUTING OF MN_
Beer For Resale
$492.65
Total
$492.65

10/13/21
121783
E 640-47000-251

JOHNSON BROS.-ST.PAUL
Liquor For Resale

($13.79) 154326

LIQUOR

Liquor For Resale
Freight

$247.10
$2.72

1898415
1898415

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$941.92

1898416

WINE

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-251

Freight
Liquor For Resale

$12.58
$5,902.67

1898416
1901173

FREIGHT
LIQUOR
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight
Total

10/13/21
121784
E 640-48500-255

KARLSBURGER FOODS, INC.
FOODIngredients For Res

$42.52

1901173

$9,842.65

1901174

WINE

$177.60

1901174

FREIGHT

000555308

FOOD

$17,155.97

$244.90
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

10/13/21
121785
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

10/13/21
121786
E 640-47000-253

10/13/21
121787
E 640-47000-256

10/13/21
121788
E 640-48500-255
E 640-48500-255
E 640-48500-255

10/13/21
121789
E 640-47000-251

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

Total

$244.90

LIBATION PROJECT
Wine For Resale

$600.00

39356

WINE RESALE

$7.50

39356

FREIGHT

40501

BEER

329096

CIGARETTES

Freight
Total

$607.50

LUPULIN BREWING
Beer For Resale
Total

$268.20

M.AMUNDSON LLP
MISC.MDSE.RESALE
Total
MAIN STREET BAKERY
FOODIngredients For Res
FOODIngredients For Res
FOODIngredients For Res
Total

$268.20

$1,138.02
$1,138.02

$180.00

413268

FOOD RESALE

$180.00
$197.50

413610
413824

FOOD RESALE
FOOD RESALE

LIQUOR

$557.50

MAVERICK WINE CO.
Liquor For Resale

$1,035.96

649932

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$1,198.08

649932

WINE

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-251

Freight
Liquor For Resale

$19.50
$631.98

649932
649937

FREIGHT
LIQUOR

$3.00

649937

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

10/13/21
121790
E 640-48000-253

MODIST BREWING CO. LLC
Beer For Resale
Total

($133.50) CM57450
$2,755.02

$165.00

NEW FRANCE WINE COMPANY
Wine For Resale
$4,335.32
Freight
$38.00
Total
$4,373.32

10/13/21
121792
E 640-47000-251

PAUSTIS & SONS
Liquor For Resale
Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-259

Beer For Resale
Freight
Total

10/13/21
121793
E 640-47000-253

121794

10/13/21

PEQUOD DISTRIBUTION
Beer For Resale
Total

25755

BEER

178710
178710

WINE RESALE
FREIGHT

$165.00

10/13/21
121791
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

E 640-47000-252

FREIGHT
WINE

$88.00

141189

LIQUOR

$1,229.17

141189

WINE RESALE

$80.00
$10.00

141189
141189

BEER
FREIGHT

W-118456

BEER

$1,407.17

$461.75
$461.75

PHILLIPS WINES & SPIRITS
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$640.75

6278726

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale

$350.76

6278726

BEER

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-252

Freight
Wine For Resale

$15.11
$779.60

6278726
6278727

FREIGHT
WINE RESALE

E 640-47000-254

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

$140.00

6278727

MIX

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$10.07

6278727

FREIGHT

775866
775866

FOOD
KITCHEN SUPPLIES

Total
10/13/21
121795
E 640-48500-255
E 640-48500-210

REINHART FOODSERVICE
FOODIngredients For Res
Operating Supplies (GEN

LIQUOR

$1,936.29

$3,555.14
$257.80

E 640-48000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$16.83

775866

BAR SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-254
E 640-48000-251

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Liquor For Resale

$217.85
$136.20

775866
775866

MISC.BEV.
LIQUOR
FOOD

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

$4,321.59

778838

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$101.46

778838

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-254
E 640-48000-251

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Liquor For Resale

$141.59
$47.09

778838
778838

MISC.BEV.
LIQUOR

$3,918.45

781484

FOOD

$134.91
$94.25

781484
781484

KITCHEN SUPPLIES
MISC.BEV.

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

E 640-48500-210
E 640-48000-254

Operating Supplies (GEN
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale
Total

$16,918.08

SEVEN AUDIO VIDEO, LLC
Furniture and Fixtures
Total

$11,771.84

10/13/21
121796
E 640-49100-560

10/13/21
121797
E 640-47000-254

10/13/21
121798
E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259

$3,939.51

784869

FOOD

$35.41

784869

LIQUOR

2058

MUNI TV'S

2681185

ICE

$11,771.84

SHAMROCK GROUP
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total

$96.29

SOUTHERN GLAZER`S
Liquor For Resale
Freight

$331.50
$2.13

2128884
2128884

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

$1,962.99

2128885

LIQUOR

$13.87

2128885

FREIGHT

$6,568.00
$91.20

2128886
2128886

WINE
FREIGHT

2128887

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Wine For Resale
Freight

$96.29

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$636.90

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-251

Freight
Liquor For Resale

$5.12 2128887
($58.95) CM9295754

FREIGHT
LIQUOR

($40.00) CM9300047

WINE

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259
E 640-47000-259

Freight
Freight

E 640-47000-259

Freight
Total

($150.00) CM9300075 WINE
($1.28) CM9301392
($12.15) CM9301393

FREIGHT
FREIGHT

($2.56) CM9301394

FREIGHT

$9,346.77
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

10/13/21
121799
E 640-47000-210

10/13/21
121800
E 640-48000-253

10/13/21
121801
E 640-48000-210
E 640-48500-210
E 640-48500-210

10/13/21
121802
E 640-48000-409

10/13/21
121803
E 640-48000-210

10/13/21
121804
E 640-48500-210

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

SPEEDPRO IMAGING
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$397.84

STEEL TOE BREWING
Beer For Resale
Total

$165.00

SUNBURST CHEMICALS, INC.
Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total
T.D. ANDERSON INC.
Maint services & Improv
Total
TOLL GAS & WELDING SUPPLY
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$397.84

Comment

7308

STORE SUPPLIES

42413

BEER

$113.94
$532.02

0492139
0492139

BAR SUPPLIES
KITCHEN SUPPLIES

$367.69

0492265

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

118972

BEER LINE SERVICE

10427929

SUPPLIES

$165.00

$1,013.65

$120.00
$120.00

$76.46
$76.46

TRIO SUPPLY COMPANY
Operating Supplies (GEN

$212.62

710798

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

Liquor For Resale
Operating Supplies (GEN

$92.76
$401.03

711663
711905

LIQUOR
BAR SUPPLIES

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$718.82

711905

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-210
E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$45.71
$67.18

712566
712566

BAR SUPPLIES
KITCHEN SUPPLIES

$1,538.12

TRUE BRANDS
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total

908141

MISC MDSE

$21.92

US FOODS
FOODIngredients For Res

$842.70

5041883

FOOD

$36.86

5041883

LIQUOR

$660.22
$57.90

5185084
5185084

FOOD
LIQUOR

E 640-48000-251
E 640-48000-210

10/13/21
121805
E 640-47000-254

10/13/21
121806
E 640-48500-255

$21.92

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-48500-255
E 640-48000-251

FOODIngredients For Res
Liquor For Resale
Total

$1,597.68

VINOCOPIA
Liquor For Resale

10/13/21
121807
E 640-47000-251

$1,382.25

0287856

LIQUOR

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$120.00

0287856

WINE

E 640-47000-254
E 640-47000-259

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Freight
Total

$144.00
$27.00

0287856
0287856

MIX
FREIGHT

184636

LIQUOR

10/13/21
121808
E 640-47000-251

WINE COMPANY
Liquor For Resale

$1,673.25

$275.33
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Batch: 093021PAY,100421PAY,101321PAY,101321PAY-2

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight
Total

10/13/21
121809
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Invoice

Comment

$3,740.00

184636

WINE RESALE

$19.80

184636

FREIGHT

$2,968.00
$8.82

7348588
7348588

WINE
FREIGHT

$118.00

7348589

MISC.BEV

$6.30

7348589

FREIGHT

$460.45
$604.00

7349102
7349127

WINE
WINE

$3.79

7349127

FREIGHT

$4,035.13

WINE MERCHANT
Wine For Resale
Freight

E 640-47000-254

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-48000-252
E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight
Total

$4,169.36

10100 Old National

$580,812.53

Fund Summary
10100 Old National
101 GENERAL FUND

$201,894.03

233 LAKFRONT IMPROVE

$3,333.33

401 PERM IMPROVEMENT
404 PARK AND TRAIL CIP

$2,640.40
$871.80

408 GENERAL CIP

$6,317.05

409 EQUIP REVOLVING
430 STREET CIP

$13,071.06
$8,377.07

610 WATER FUND

$15,446.97

620 SEWER FUND

$8,106.81

630 MOTOR VEHICLE
640 LIQUOR
650 SOLID WASTE
670 STORMWATER
802 ESCROW PROJECTS

$265.68
$301,675.15
$2,896.78
$317.50
$15,598.90
$580,812.53
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Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

10100 Old National
09/29/21
1403 e
G 101-21704

09/29/21
1404 e
G 101-21719

09/29/21
1405 e
G 101-21705

09/29/21
1406 e
G 630-20300

09/29/21
1407 e
G 630-20300

09/30/21
1408 e
G 630-20300

09/30/21
1409 e
G 101-20100

09/30/21
1410 e
G 101-20100

09/30/21
1411 e
G 101-20100
G 101-20100

09/30/21
1412 e
G 101-20100
G 101-20100

10/01/21
1413 e
G 630-20812

10/01/21
1414 e
G 630-20812

1415 e

10/01/21

PERA
PERA

$40,186.05
Total

$40,186.05

ICMA
ICMA Deffered Comp
Total

$2,177.50

NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT
Nationwide Retirement
Total

$2,260.83

$2,177.50

$2,260.83

STATE OF MINNESOTA
Deposits Payable
Total

$336,254.58

STATE OF MINNESOTA
Deposits Payable
Total

$88,046.36

$336,254.58

$88,046.36

PR10/01/2021 - PAYMENT MADE EARLY

PR10/01/2021 - PAYMENT MADE EARLY

PR 10/01/2021 - PAYMENT MADE EARLY

STATE DMV PAYMENT 09/27/2021

STATE DMV PAYMENT 09/28/2021

STATE OF MINNESOTA
Deposits Payable
Total

$122,680.43

OLD NATIONAL BANK
Accounts Payable
Total

$160,264.78

OLD NATIONAL BANK
Accounts Payable
Total

$154,831.77

OLD NATIONAL BANK
Accounts Payable

$45,294.97

PAYROLL TAXES 10/01/2021

$8,835.62

PAYROLL TAXES 10/01/2021

Accounts Payable
Total
OLD NATIONAL BANK
Accounts Payable
Accounts Payable
Total
MN DNR
DNR REG

$122,680.43

$160,264.78

$154,831.77

PAYROLL 09/17/2021

PAYROLL 10/01/2021

$54,130.59

$9,174.12
$326.32

BOTH HSA AND CHILD SUPPORT PR10/01/2021
BOTH HSA AND CHILD SUPPORT PR10/01/2021

$9,500.44

$776.70
Total

$776.70

Total

$228.50

MN DNR
DNR REG

STATE DMV PAYMENT 09/29/2021

$228.50

DNR EFT 10/01/2021

DNR EFT 10/01/2021

STATE OF MINNESOTA
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Check #

Check Date

G 630-20300

10/04/21
1416 e
G 630-20300

10/05/21
1417 e
G 630-20300

10/05/21
1418 e
E 630-40000-433

10/05/21
1419 e
E 630-40000-210

10/05/21
1420 e
E 101-41500-497

10/05/21
1421 e
E 640-48000-497

10/05/21
1422 e
E 640-47000-497

10/07/21
1423 e
G 630-20300

10/07/21
1424 e
G 630-20300

10/08/21
1425 e
G 630-20812

10/08/21
1426 e
G 630-20812

10/08/21
1427 e
G 630-20300

1428 e

10/11/21

Vendor Name

Amount

Deposits Payable
Total

Invoice

$177,458.60

$42,068.50

STATE OF MINNESOTA
Deposits Payable
Total

$417,372.81

$42,068.50

$417,372.81

OLD NATIONAL BANK
Dues, Licensing & Semina
Total

$203.20

OLD NATIONAL BANK
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$65.42

$203.20

$65.42

OLD NATIONAL BANK
Credit Card Fees
Total

$2,274.66

OLD NATIONAL BANK
Credit Card Fees
Total

$8,243.06

OLD NATIONAL BANK
Credit Card Fees
Total

$7,132.48

$2,274.66

$8,243.06

$7,132.48

STATE OF MINNESOTA
Deposits Payable
Total

$150,592.55

STATE OF MINNESOTA
Deposits Payable
Total

$218,334.96

$150,592.55

$218,334.96

$880.42
Total

$880.42

Total

$77.00

MN DNR
DNR REG

$77.00

STATE OF MINNESOTA
Deposits Payable
Total

STATE DMV PAYMENT 09/30/2021

$177,458.60

STATE OF MINNESOTA
Deposits Payable
Total

MN DNR
DNR REG

Comment

$299,161.11

STATE DMV PAYMENT 10/01/2021

STATE DMV PAYMENT 10/04/2021

MV BANK FEES SEPT.2021

MV DEPOSIT SLIP ORDER

CITY HALL CC FEES SEPT.2021

BAR CC FEES SEPT 2021

STORE CC FEES SEPT.2021

STATE DMV PAYMENT 10/05/2021

STATE DMV PAYMENT 10/06/2021

DNR EFT 10/08/2021

DNR EFT 10/08/2021

STATE DMV PAYMENT 10/07/2021

$299,161.11

STATE OF MINNESOTA
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Check #

Check Date

G 630-20300

10/11/21
1429 e
E 101-42200-306
G 101-21714
G 101-21716

10/11/21
1430 e
G 101-20814
G 101-20820

Vendor Name
Deposits Payable
Total

Amount

Invoice

$48,445.46

Comment
STATE DMV PAYMENT 10/08/2021

$48,445.46

SUN LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY
Personnel Expense
$27.60

$1,265.80

MN DEPT. OF REVENUE
Sales Tax - 7.275%

$91.96

SALES TAX PAYMENT OCT.2021

$0.00

SALES TAX PAYMENT OCT.2021

$1,286.59

SALES TAX PAYMENT OCT.2021

$228.01
$931.62

SALES TAX PAYMENT OCT.2021
SALES TAX PAYMENT OCT.2021

Sales Use Tax

$1,196.40
$41.80

OCTOBER 2021

Supplemental Life Insuran
Basic Life Insurance
Total

OCTOBER 2021
OCTOBER 2021

G 610-20814

Sales Tax - 7.275%

R 630-00000-37190
G 640-20814

Other Charge/Revenue
Sales Tax - 7.275%

G 640-20815

Sales Tax - 9.775%

$25,226.13

SALES TAX PAYMENT OCT.2021

G 640-20816
G 640-20817

Sales tax Bar - 7.275%
Sales tax Bar - 9.775%

$12,545.28
$10,641.02

SALES TAX PAYMENT OCT.2021
SALES TAX PAYMENT OCT.2021

$1,824.09

SALES TAX PAYMENT OCT.2021

G 650-20818

Garbage Tax - Cnty 15.5

E 640-48000-341

General Promotions
Total

($5.70)

TAX ON MGR.LIQ.COMPS

$52,769.00

10/11/21
1431 e
G 101-20813
R 101-00000-39400

MN DEPT.OF LABOR & INDUSTRY
Surcharge Payable
$7,789.94
Misc.Revenues
($311.60)
Total
$7,478.34

3RD QTR.2021 BLDG.SURCHARGE PAYMENT
3RD QTR.2021 BLDG.SURCHARGE PAYMENT

10/11/21
1432 e
G 101-21717

DELTA DENTAL OF MINNESOTA
Dental Insurance
$3,335.83
Total
$3,335.83

OCT.2021

10/11/21
1433 e
G 101-21706

HEALTHPARTNERS
Health Insurance

E 101-42100-130

Employer Paid Ins
Total

$80,362.50

OCT.2021

$2,488.00

OCT.2021

$82,850.50

10/11/21
1434 e
G 101-21711

SUN LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY
Long Term Disability Insur
$645.93
Total
$645.93

LTD OCT.2021

10/11/21
1435 e
G 101-21722

FIDELITY SECURITY LIFE
Vision Insurance
Total

VISION INS OCT 2021

10/11/21
1436 e
E 640-48000-497

10/12/21
1437 e
G 630-20300

OLD NATIONAL BANK
Credit Card Fees
Total
STATE OF MINNESOTA
Deposits Payable
Total

$107.37
$107.37

$21.95

AUTHNET CC PAYMENT OCT,2021

$21.95

$202,318.92

STATE DMV PAYMENT 10/11/2021

$202,318.92
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Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

10100 Old National

Invoice

Comment

$2,694,442.40

Fund Summary
10100 Old National
101 GENERAL FUND
610 WATER FUND
630 MOTOR VEHICLE
640 LIQUOR
650 SOLID WASTE

$521,402.35
$1,286.59
$2,105,193.53
$64,735.84
$1,824.09
$2,694,442.40
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MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 7.c
TITLE: Approval of Municipal Licenses
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve the Municipal Licenses
PREPARED BY: Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of the Municipal Licenses as attached.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
N/A
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
List of Municipal Licenses for City Council Approval and Municipal Licenses Which Received
Administrative Approval (informational only).
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10/19/2021
LIST OF MUNICIPAL LICENSES FOR CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL
Recommended for approval, pending staff review for completeness of application materials

WERE APPROVED ADMINISTRATIVELY
Statewide Gas Services DBA: Waconia Comfort

2021 Gas Fitters License
Waconia MN

2021 Tree Removal & Treatment License
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MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 7.d
TITLE: Receipt of Building Activity Report
PROPOSED MOTION: N/A
PREPARED BY: Jason Wagner, Building Official
REVIEWED BY: Emily Goellner, Community Development Director, Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
The attached September 2021 Building Report is for informational purposes only.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
N/A
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
2020 - 2021
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2021
Jan-21

Feb-21

Mar-21

Apr-21

May-21

Jun-21

Jul-21

Aug-21

Sep-21

2021-YTD

BUILDING
NUMBER OF BLDG. PERMITS
PROJECT VALUE

9

11

15

14

25

13

17

15

138

$3,192,683.00 $1,319,900.00

19

$3,213,389.00

$2,916,093.00

$10,116,408.00

$3,394,485.00

$37,807,388.00

$11,009.50

$24,041.75

$16,897.00

$52,016.75

$21,826.00

$216,647.25

$4,967.66

$13,645.26

$10,777.91

$32,819.70

$13,211.91

$130,416.52

$1,337,913.00

$964,800.00

$11,351,717.00

BUILDING PERMIT FEE

$8,620.50

$8,848.75

$52,593.00

$20,794.00

PLAN CHECK FEE

$5,212.19

$4,813.59

$32,909.77

$12,058.53

EXTERIOR
NUMBER OF PERMITS

1

PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE

3

$3,895.00
$

103.25

4

$51,483.00
$

898.50

$552,700.00
$

4,483.50

$

18

5

4

8

3

9

55

$287,513.00

$66,856.00

$89,428.00

$307,641.00

$83,664.91

$198,783.00

$1,641,963.91

3,057.00

$20,803.00

4,801.75

$

1,239.00

$

1,383.75

$

3,651.25

$

1,185.00

$

MECHANICAL
NUMBER OF PERMITS
PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE

12

8

206,482.00

242,992.00

142,301.00

15

903,172.00

11

195,951.00

13

503,265.00

19

570,670.00

25

104,387.00

13

522,112.82

18

$3,391,332.82

134

3,909.64

4,091.34

2,862.02

14,683.44

3,809.52

8,803.19

10,208.58

2,101.74

9,287.09

$59,756.56

PLUMBING
NUMBER OF PERMITS

9

PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE

14

6

8

11

7

11

22

99

$359,103.00

$408,302.49

$76,193.00

$211,505.00

$44,592.00

$178,367.00

$133,841.00

$90,100.00

$357,309.00

$1,859,312.49

$5,958.06

$6,970.25

$1,591.86

$3,750.10

$945.84

$3,360.87

$2,586.40

$1,890.00

$7,172.43

$34,225.81

TOTAL # OF PERMITS

11

31

33

48

54

40

59

53

44

64

426

$23,803.64

$25,622.43

$94,440.15

$56,087.82

$21,971.52

$51,234.82

$44,121.14

$90,013.19

$54,554.43

$461,849.14

BUILDING

52

53

52

57

63

69

45

54

43

488

EXTERIOR

0

0

0

6

15

5

3

6

1

36

HVAC

33

16

28

28

33

27

29

28

25

247

PLUMBING

14

16

22

25

22

37

18

17

25

196

99

85

102

116

133

138

95

105

94

967

0

0

17

5

0

1

0

0

0

23

TOTAL INCOME

INSPECTIONS

OTHER
TOTAL # OF INSPECTIONS

RENTAL
INSPECTIONS

2020
Jan-20

Feb-20

Mar-20

Apr-20

May-20

Jun-20

Jul-20

Aug-20

Sep-20

2020-YTD

BUILDING
NUMBER OF BLDG. PERMITS

12

PROJECT VALUE

12

15

8

$742,400.00

$3,405,270.00

$8,337,359.00

BUILDING PERMIT FEE

$6,419.50

$22,306.75

$37,880.50

$23,124.25

PLAN CHECK FEE

$3,705.85

$12,028.75

$24,163.91

$14,177.25

15

13

$5,072,023.00 $3,889,580.00

19

17

22

133

$980,318.00

$5,209,710.00

$3,135,370.00

$20,186,322.00

$50,958,352.00

$23,577.25

$8,384.75

$31,700.25

$22,653.00

$97,319.00

$273,365.25

$14,306.46

$4,083.55

$18,024.17

$13,970.84

$60,993.05

$165,453.83

EXTERIOR
NUMBER OF PERMITS

0

PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE

1

$0.00
$

-

7

$24,063.00
$

413.00

1

$165,393.00
$

2,363.25

5

$3,000.00
$

88.50

5

$264,831.00
$

3,255.75

7

$27,052.00
$

629.50

3

$589,729.00
$

5,059.25

9

$83,914.00
$

1,250.25

38

$169,235.00
$

2,832.50

$1,327,217.00
$

15,892.00

MECHANICAL
NUMBER OF PERMITS
PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE

16

14

13

10

11

11

7

7

261,066.25

165,938.00

769,445.00

637,475.00

98,370.00

600,369.00

39,500.00

59,869.00

456,020.00 $

18

3,088,052.25

107

5,061.34

3,334.76

12,335.02

9,982.00

1,955.00

9,564.64

797.00

1,197.38

7,534.40 $

51,761.54

PLUMBING
NUMBER OF PERMITS
PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE
TOTAL # OF PERMITS

16

8

19

7

7

9

14

11

18

109

$103,299.00

$29,609.00

$111,053.48

$28,450.00

$62,245.00

$14,860.00

$168,048.00

$70,390.00

$239,070.00

$827,024.48

$2,099.98

$670.18

$2,301.08

$629.00

$1,282.90

$347.70

$3,208.96

$1,510.00

$4,702.40

$16,752.20

44

35

54

26

38

38

47

38

67

387

$17,286.67

$38,753.44

$79,043.76

$48,001.00

$44,377.36

$23,010.14

$58,789.63

$40,581.47

$173,381.35

$523,224.82

BUILDING

61

61

68

33

31

42

44

68

55

463

EXTERIOR

2

1

3

1

0

6

4

6

3

26

HVAC

51

53

53

18

9

18

34

29

18

283

PLUMBING

28

24

22

13

20

11

22

22

17

179

142

139

146

65

60

77

104

125

93

1016

0

0

42

0

0

0

0

0

0

42

TOTAL INCOME

INSPECTIONS

OTHER
TOTAL # OF INSPECTIONS

RENTAL
INSPECTIONS
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MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 7.e
TITLE: Approval of Development Agreement with Pillar Homes Partner Inc. for Rice Street Townhomes at
520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street East
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve Development Agreement with Pillar Homes Partner Inc. for Rice Street
Townhomes at 520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street East
PREPARED BY: Emily Goellner, Community Development Director
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of the Development Agreement with Pillar Homes Partner Inc. at 520, 524, 530, and
534 Rice Street East.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
Typical development fees and escrows are associated with this project. The agreement requires financial
security for public and private improvements. Park dedication fees have already been paid.
BACKGROUND:
Pillar Homes Partner Inc., submitted a development application for the completion of the Rice Street
Townhomes Planned Unit Development (PUD) at 520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street East. On September 21,
the City Council adopted Resolution 44-2021 approving the requests associated with construction of two new
townhome buildings, with two units in each building. The Resolution requires the execution of a development
agreement.
In 2005, the City approved the Property’s rezoning to a PUD District and a PUD General Plan for the Property.
A Development Agreement was entered into by and between the City and the developer of the Original PUD,
Rice Street Brownstones, LLC, in July 2006.
Under the most recent Resolution, the City granted the developer approval of an Amendment to the Original
PUD, under which the completed aspects of the prior project would remain unchanged and intact, but the
plans for buildings 2 and 3 in the General PUD Plan for the original PUD would be replaced with the
developer’s recently approved plans for those buildings. Those plans are attached to this agreement.
The agreement states that any further development or construction of new improvements and any additions or
alterations to existing improvements not expressly approved under this Agreement will require additional
approvals from the City, as required by City ordinances, and in full compliance with any amendments to the
City’s Comprehensive Plan or Code requirements enacted after the date of this Agreement.
The Existing Development Agreement for the prior project, executed by Rice Street Brownstones, LLC and the
City on July 10, 2006, is superseded in all respects for the project and property by this Agreement.
There are not any specific construction deadlines noted in this agreement.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Development Agreement with Pillar Homes for Rice Street Townhomes (Draft 10-14-21)
2.
Exhibit B - List of Plans for Rice Street Townhomes
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Draft – 10/14/21

DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
(520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street East, Wayzata, MN)
THIS DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is made this ____ day of
October, 2021 (the “Effective Date”), by and between the City of Wayzata, a Minnesota municipal
corporation and political subdivision (“City”) and Pillar Homes Partner Inc., a Minnesota
corporation (the “Developer”), regarding the property located at 520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street
East, legally described on Exhibit A attached hereto (the “Property”).
Pursuant to Chapter 933 of the City’s Code and the terms and conditions of Resolution No.
44-2021, adopted by the Wayzata City Council on September 21, 2021 (the “City Resolution”),
copies of which are on file with and can be made available by the City, the parties agree as follows:
1.

Amendment to Planned Unit Development (PUD) General Plan; Background on
Prior Project. In 2005, the City approved the Property’s rezoning to a Planned Unit
Development (PUD) District, and a PUD General Plan for the Property (the “Original
PUD”). A Development Agreement was entered into by and between the City and the
developer of the Original PUD, Rice Street Brownstones, LLC, in July 2006 (the “Existing
Development Agreement”). The Original PUD included plans for three new separate
townhome buildings, with six units total, two in each building. Only one of the three
townhome buildings has been completed as of the Effective Date of this Agreement. The
project called for in the Original PUD is referred to herein as the “Prior Project”.
Under the City Resolution, the City has granted Developer approval of an Amendment to
the Original PUD (the “PUD Amendment”), under which the completed aspects of the
Prior Project would remain unchanged and intact, but the plans for buildings 2 and 3 in the
General PUD plan for the Original PUD would be replaced with the Developer’s plans for
those buildings. The project called for in the PUD Amendment is referred to herein as the
“Project”.

2.

Definition and Amendment of Plans. The Project shall be developed and constructed in
accordance with: (i) the terms of this Agreement; (ii) the City Resolution, the terms of
which Resolution are incorporated by reference in this Agreement as if fully stated herein;
and (iii) the plans and specifications listed on Exhibit B attached hereto (the “Plans”). The
Plans are on file with the City and may be amended from time to time with the prior
approval of the City, provided all such amendments must comply with City Code, including
Chapter 933 on planned unit developments. The parties shall execute an agreement
acknowledging any City-approved amendment to the Plans and record the same with the
appropriate Hennepin County land records office for the Property. Developer
acknowledges that the Plans must comply with all City Code specifications, and must be
reviewed and approved by the City Engineer, City Building Official, and in the case of the
landscaping plans, reviewed by the City Forester, prior to the City’s issuance of a building
permit for the Project.

3.

Intentionally Omitted.
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4.

Intentionally Omitted.

5.

Intentionally Omitted.

6.

Intentionally Omitted.

7.

Intentionally Omitted.

8.

Public Improvements. At its sole expense, Developer shall construct and complete all
the improvements identified on Exhibit C (“Public Improvements”) in accordance with
the Plans before the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for the Project by the City. The
City shall have no responsibility for any costs for or related to the construction of the Public
or Private Improvements or for the cost of any other improvements for or related to the
Project.

9.

Private Improvements. At its sole expense, Developer shall construct and complete all
the improvements identified on Exhibit D (“Private Improvements”) in accordance with
the Plans before the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for the Project by the City. The
City shall have no responsibility for any costs for or related to the construction of the
Private Improvements or for the cost of any other improvements for or related to the
Project.

10.

Maintenance Costs. The Developer shall be responsible for maintenance of Public
Improvements, provided, however, except to the extent of any warranty claims or repairs
or replacements of construction defects, and except as otherwise provided for in this
Agreement, the City will be responsible for the repair, replacement and maintenance of and
own all Public Improvements once inspected, tested, approved and accepted in writing by
the City.

11.

Warranty. As to the Public Improvements, the Developer warrants all such work required
to be performed by it pursuant to this Agreement against poor material and faulty
workmanship for a period of twenty-four (24) months after final completion is certified by
the Developer’s civil engineer. Any repairs or replacements shall be warranted for twentyfour (24) months from the time of construction or installation. The warranties referred to
in this Section shall hereinafter be referred to, collectively, as the “Warranties”.

12.

Security For Public and Private Improvements.
A.

Prior to the issuance of any building permit for the Project, Developer shall deposit
with the City an irrevocable letter of credit or cash deposit (in either case, the
“Security For Public and Private Improvements”) in an amount equal to
$62,693.75, being 125% of the estimated construction costs for all the Public
Improvements and Private Improvements, with such costs being shown on Exhibit
C and Exhibit D. If application for a building permit for the Project is not made
within six (6) months following the date of this Agreement, the City shall have the
right to reasonably adjust the amount of the Security For Public and Private
Improvements if the then current construction cost estimates for the Public
Improvements or Private Improvements have increased from the date hereof. The
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Security For Public and Private Improvements shall secure all the Developer’s
obligations under this Agreement. The Security For Public and Private
Improvements shall be referred to herein, collectively and individually, as the
“Security”.

13.

B.

If a letter of credit is deposited for the Security, the issuer of the Security, and the
form and terms of such Security, shall be subject to the prior approval of the City.
The letter of credit, if applicable, shall be in force until all of the Public
Improvements and Private Improvements have been fully completed, and fully
tested, inspected and accepted by the City, and all warranty periods provided for by
this Agreement have expired. The letter of credit, if applicable, shall be for at least
a one-year term, provided it is automatically renewable for successive one-year
periods from the present or any future expiration dates, unless sixty (60) days prior
to an expiration date, the issuer notifies the City that it elects not to renew for an
additional period. At least thirty (30) days prior to the expiration of any letter of
credit provided under this Section, Developer shall provide the City with a
replacement letter of credit, acceptable to the City, which shall extend at least one
year beyond the expiration date of the letter of credit then in effect, or the City may
immediately draw in full upon the letter of credit then in effect.

C.

The City may draw on the cash deposit or letter of credit, as applicable, provided
under this Section with five (5) business days’ prior written notice to Developer, if
the Developer fails to complete the Public Improvements or Private Improvements
prior to the date on which the City is to issue a certificate of occupancy for the
Project.

D.

With prior written approval from the City, the amount of the Security may be
reduced from time to time as Developer’s obligations with respect to the Public and
Private Improvements are satisfied. The amount of such reduction shall equal no
more than 100% of the originally estimated cost of the particular Public
Improvement or Private Improvements obligation satisfied, as shown on Exhibit C
and Exhibit D; provided however, that after any such reductions the remaining
amount of the Security shall be no less than 125% of the estimated cost to complete
the remaining Public Improvements or Private Improvements, as determined by the
City. Any Security on deposit with the City upon the expiration of all Warranties
shall be released to Developer upon Developer’s written request to the City.

License. The Developer hereby grants the City, its agents, employees, officers and
contractors a license to enter the Property during the development, including construction,
and all times until the City issues a final Certificate of Occupancy for the Project, to
perform all work and inspections applicable thereto and contemplated under this
Agreement and/or under the City Code. If the Developer fails to pay or perform its
obligations under this Agreement with respect to the Public Improvements or Private
Improvements after notice and expiration of any cure period, then the City may enter the
Property and pay or perform such obligations and obtain payment for the expenses therefor
from the proceeds of the Security. Among other expenditures, the City may draw upon the
Security to satisfy the claims of contractors or suppliers which have not been paid or
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satisfied by the Developer with respect to the Public Improvements or Private
Improvements.
14.

15.

Responsibility for Costs.
A.

The Developer shall hold the City and its elected officials, officers and employees
and agents harmless from claims made by Developer and third parties for damages
sustained or costs directly incurred resulting from development of the Project,
construction and operation, except for such damages or costs resulting from the
gross negligence, intentional misconduct or intentional violation of this Agreement
or applicable laws and ordinances by the City. Except as limited by the preceding
sentence, the Developer shall indemnify and hold the City and its elected officials,
officers and employees harmless from all costs, damages or expenses, obligations,
claims or liabilities, including reasonable attorneys’ and other professional or
consulting fees.

B.

The Developer shall reimburse the City for all reasonable costs incurred by the City
in connection with processing the application that resulted in the City Resolution
and the City Ordinance and the preparation and enforcement of this Agreement (and
any amendment thereto), including engineering, building official, planning and
attorneys’ fees, and for the City’s performance of the Developer’s obligations under
this Agreement in the event that Developer fails to commence or complete such
obligations on a timely basis.

C.

The Developer shall pay in full all bills submitted to it by the City for obligations
properly incurred under this Agreement within thirty (30) days after receipt. If the
bills are not paid on time, the City may halt all development work and construction
until the bills are paid in full, and may draw on the Security to discharge such
obligations. Bills not paid within thirty (30) days shall accrue interest at the rate of
twelve percent (12%) per year or the maximum rate allowed by law, whichever is
less.

Events of Default.
A.

B.

Events of Default Defined. The following shall be “Events of Default” under this
Agreement:
(1)

Failure by the Developer to pay when due amounts required to be paid under
any provision of this Agreement.

(2)

Failure by the Developer to observe and substantially perform any
covenant, condition or obligation on its part to be observed or performed
under this Agreement.

Remedies of Default. Whenever any Event of Default occurs and the Developer
fails to cure such default within (i) ten (10) days after notice of a monetary default
by the City; or (ii) twenty (20) days after notice by the City of a non-monetary
default or such longer period as may be reasonably necessary, provided Developer
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has acted promptly and pursued such cure with diligence; or (iii) in the case of an
emergency, such shorter period of time as may be reasonable under all of the
circumstances, then the City may, in addition to any other remedies or rights
available to the City at law or equity and those specifically given the City under
this Agreement or its ordinances, take any one or more of the following actions:
(1)

Perform or hire a third party to perform for the account of the Developer
any obligation of the Developer hereunder. The Developer shall promptly
reimburse the City for any reasonable expense incurred by the City. This
Agreement is a license for the City to act, and it shall not be necessary for
the City to seek a Court order for permission to enter the Property or to act
in accordance with this Agreement. When the City does any work as
allowed herein, the City may, in addition to its other remedies, assess the
cost in whole or in part against the Property and the Property shall be
deemed to have benefited from the work in the reasonable amount expended
by the City to perform such work.

(2)

Withhold approval of any permit with respect to the Property, including
building permits for the Property.

(3)

Require the Developer to discontinue work on the Property until such time
as the Event of Default has been cured.

(4)

Assess against the Property any reasonable costs incurred or damages
suffered by the City due to the breach of this Agreement by Developer, and
the Property shall be deemed to have benefited by such amount.

(5)

Draw on any Security, or the proceeds thereof, to pay to cure the default.

16.

Representations. Developer warrants and represents, for the benefit of the City, that, as of
the date hereof: (i) Developer, or its permitted assign, is the fee owner of the Property and
each has all requisite power and authority to execute and deliver this Agreement, and to
perform all of the obligations required of Developer hereunder; and (ii) each is not required
to obtain any consent or approval of any person or entity as a condition to either entering
into this Agreement, or if any such required consent or approval is required, it has been
obtained (iii) if, as of the recording of this Agreement, any party has a mortgage lien
against the Property with such lien having or purporting to have priority over this
Agreement, such party has executed a Consent and Joinder by Mortgagee, in the form
attached as Exhibit E attached hereto, and any such Consent and Joinder shall be attached
to the recorded/filed original of this Agreement as Exhibit F.

17.

Conformance with Laws. The Developer shall comply with the terms of this Agreement
and all local, state, and federal laws and regulations applicable to the Project and Property.

18.

Miscellaneous.
A.

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the City and the
Developer, and their respective successors and assigns. The Developer may not
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assign this Agreement or any of its rights and/or obligations hereunder, in full or in
part, without prior written consent from the City and any such consent shall be
subject to any new owner or owners of the Property, in writing, assuming the
obligations of the Developer hereunder in a document approved, in writing, by the
City.
B.

This Agreement may not be terminated, amended, revoked or modified without the
written agreement of the then current fee owner(s) of the Project and the City, in a
document which is in recordable form.

C.

Nothing herein contained shall be deemed to be a gift or dedication of all or any
portion of the Property to the general public or for any public use or purpose.

D.

All exhibits and attachments referred to herein and attached hereto shall be deemed
part of this Agreement.

E.

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary herein, this Agreement shall not limit the
City’s rights and powers under applicable law, including without limitation any
rights to maintain public or City-owned property.

F.

There shall be no third party beneficiaries to this Agreement and third parties shall
have no recourse against the City under this Agreement.

G.

If any portion, section, sub-section, sentence, clause, paragraph, or phrase of this
Agreement is for any reason held invalid, such decision shall not affect the validity
of the remaining portions of this Agreement.

H.

The action or inaction of the City shall not constitute a waiver or amendment to the
provisions of this Agreement. To be binding, amendments or waivers shall be in
writing, signed by the parties and approved by written resolution of the City
Council. No building permit or certificate of occupancy shall be issued which
conflicts with the requirements of this Agreement. The City’s failure to promptly
take legal action to enforce this Agreement shall not be a waiver or release.

I.

This Agreement and any amendments thereto shall run with and be enforceable
against the Property, including, without limitation, any common interest
community that may be created with respect to the Property, and shall be recorded
against the title to the Property at the expense of the Developer. Developer shall
provide the City with a recorded copy of this Agreement, and any amendments
thereto, as soon as they are available. No building permits shall be issued for the
Property until (i) evidence of such recording acceptable to the City has been
provided by the Developer, and (ii) Developer has obtained and recorded
agreements by all parties holding an interest in the Property, including but not
limited to mortgage holders, agreeing to be subject to the terms and conditions of
this Agreement.

J.

If the Developer endeavors to create a common interest community with respect to
the Property, it shall disclose this Agreement, together with any amendment thereto,
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in any disclosure statement required under Minnesota Statute Section 515B.4-102
or any other applicable law.
K.

After (i) the Developer has completed all of the Public Improvements required of
it under this Agreement, (ii) the City has inspected, approved and accepted
ownership of all Public Improvements, and (iii) all warranty periods provided for
in this Agreement have expired, then, at the Developer’s request, the City will
execute and deliver to the Developer a Certificate of Completion in recordable form
evidencing performance by Developer of its obligations hereunder with respect to
the Public Improvements, subject to:
(1)

Any representation or warranties which may be in effect subsequent to the
date of completion;

(2)

The obligations of the Developer to retain the Public Improvements in the
form described by the Plans referenced herein;

(3)

Any other obligations which are not specifically identified in such
Certificate as having been performed.

Any obligations imposed by this Agreement not certified as having been satisfied
in such Certificate of Completion, and all warranties and representations of the
Developer, shall remain the ongoing obligation of the Developer and its successors
and assigns. Any owner of the Property, including without limitation any HOA,
shall be subject to all the restrictions and obligations contained herein to the extent
that such restrictions and obligations have not been satisfied by the Certificate.
L.

If the Developer shall consist of more than one party (each a “Developer Party”),
then: (i) the obligations of each Developer Party hereunder are joint and several
with any other Developer Party; (ii) a release of any one (1) or more Developer
Party shall not in any way be deemed a release of or limitation in favor of or for the
benefit of any other Developer Party not so released; and (iii) a separate action
hereunder may be brought and prosecuted against one (1) or more Developer Party.

M.

Each right, power or remedy herein conferred upon either party is cumulative and
in addition to every other right, power or remedy, express or implied, now or
hereafter arising, available to such party at law or in equity, or under any other
agreement, and each and every right, power and remedy herein set forth or
otherwise so existing may be exercised from time to time as often and in such order
as may be deemed expedient to the party having such right, power and remedy and
shall not be a waiver of the right to exercise at any time thereafter any other right,
power or remedy.

N.

The City and Developer are not intended to become partners or joint venturers and
nothing herein shall be construed or applied to constitute the Owner and Developer
as partners or joint venturers.
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19.

O.

Notwithstanding any provision of this Agreement to the contrary, to the full extent
permitted by law, any further development or construction of new improvements
and any additions or alterations to existing improvements not expressly approved
under this Agreement will require additional approvals from the City, as required
by City ordinances, and in full compliance with any amendments to the City’s
Comprehensive Plan or Code requirements enacted after the date of this
Agreement.

P.

This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, all of which executed
counterparts shall together constitute a single document. Signature pages may be
detached from the counterparts and attached to a single copy of this Agreement to
physically form one document.

Q.

The Existing Development Agreement for the Prior Project, executed by Rice Street
Brownstones, LLC and the City on July 10, 2006, is superseded in all respects for
the Project and Property by this Agreement.

Notices. Required notices to the Developer shall be in writing, and shall be either hand
delivered to the Developer, its employees or agents, or mailed to the Developer by certified
or registered mail at the following address:
Pillar Homes Partner Inc.
1700 Niagara Ln. N.
Plymouth, MN 55447
Attention: K.C. Chermak, President
With copies to:
Peter Coyle
Larkin Hoffman
8300 Norman Center Drive
Suite 1000
Minneapolis, MN 55437
Notices to the City shall be in writing and shall be either hand delivered to the City
Manager, or mailed to the City by registered or certified mail in care of the City Manager
at the following address:
Wayzata City Hall
600 East Rice Street
Wayzata, MN 55391
Attention: City Manager
[SIGNATURE PAGES ATTACHED]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have executed this Agreement as of the date
first above written.

DEVELOPER:
Pillar Homes Partner Inc., a Minnesota corporation
By:
Name:
Its:

STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF

)
) ss.
)

This instrument was acknowledged before me on _________________, 2021, by KC
Chermak, the Chief Executive Officer of Pillar Homes Partner Inc., a Minnesota corporation, on
behalf of the corporation.

Notary Public
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[SIGNATURE PAGE TO AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
FOR 520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street East ]
CITY:
City of Wayzata,
A Minnesota municipal corporation
___________________________________
By: Johanna Mouton
Its: Mayor
STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN

)
) ss
)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of
_______________, 2021, by Johanna Mouton, Mayor of the City of Wayzata, a Minnesota
municipal corporation, on behalf of the corporation.

__________________________________
Notary Public
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[SIGNATURE PAGE TO AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
FOR 520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street East ]
CITY:
City of Wayzata,
A Minnesota municipal corporation
____________________________________
By: Jeffrey Dahl
Its: City Manager
STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN

)
) ss
)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of
_______________, 2021, by Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager of the City of Wayzata, a Minnesota
municipal corporation, on behalf of the corporation.

__________________________________
Notary Public

THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY:
Best & Flanagan LLP
60 South Sixth Street, Suite 2700
Minneapolis, MN 55402-4452
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EXHIBIT A
Legal Description and Property Information

520 Rice Street East, Wayzata, MN 55391
Addresses

524 Rice Street East, Wayzata, MN 55391
530 Rice Street East, Wayzata, MN 55391
534 Rice Street East, Wayzata, MN 55391

PIDs

Legal Descriptions

520 Rice St. E:

0611722240101

524 Rice St. E:

0611722240100

530 Rice St. E:

0611722240099

534 Rice St. E:

0611722240098

520 Rice St. E:

Lot 6, Block 1, Rice Street Brownstones Addition

524 Rice St. E:

Lot 5, Block 1, Rice Street Brownstones Addition

530 Rice St. E:

Lot 4, Block 1, Rice Street Brownstones Addition

534 Rice St. E:

Lot 3, Block 1, Rice Street Brownstones Addition

Abstract or
Torrens?

Abstract (All parcels)

Certificate Nos.

N/A
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EXHIBIT B
List of Plans
1. Proposed survey by Sathre-Bergquist, Inc. revised and dated 8/25/2021
2. Narrative by Pillar Homes Partner, Inc.
3. Architectural plans and elevations of 520 and 524 Rice Street East by DFP
Planning and Design revised and dated 8/25/2021
4. Architectural plans and elevations of 530 and 534 Rice Street East by DFP
Planning and Design revised and dated 8/17/2021
5. Landscape Plans by Pillar Homes Partner, Inc.
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EXHIBIT C
Public Improvements
The Public Improvements are as follows:
Public Improvements
Sidewalk
Landscaping - Sod

4 @ $2,100

$8,400.00

4 @ $300

$1,200.00

TOTAL

$9,600.00
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EXHIBIT D
Private Improvements
The Private Improvements are as follows:
Private Improvements
$1,300.00

Rock Filtration Area

520/534 Rice St.

2 @ $650

Aggregate over Fabric

520/524/530/534

$3,300.00

Landscaping

520/524/530/534

$11,855.00

Retaining Walls

520/524/530/534

$24,100.00
TOTAL

$40,555.00
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EXHIBIT E
Form of Consent and Joinder by Mortgagee
(Attached)
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CONSENT AND JOINDER BY MORTGAGEE
(520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street East, Wayzata)
_______________________________________ (the “Mortgagee”), is a mortgagee of all
or a portion of the Property (as defined in the Development Agreement (the “Agreement”) to which
this Consent and Joinder is attached) under a Mortgage filed in the office of the Registrar of Titles
for Hennepin County, Minnesota, as Document No. ____________ and/or recorded with
Recorder’s Office for Hennepin County, Minnesota, as Document No. ____________ (the
“Mortgage”). Mortgagee hereby consents to and joins in the Agreement and agrees that, from and
after any foreclosure of the lien of the Mortgage, the Agreement shall continue in full force and
effect and be binding on any then and future fee owner of the Property; provided that, prior to any
such foreclosure, the Mortgage shall be and remain a lien on the Property until released or satisfied.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Mortgagee has caused this Consent and Joinder to be
executed on the _______ day of ________________, 2021.
_______________________________________

By: ___________________________________
Its: ___________________________________
STATE OF
COUNTY OF

)
) SS.
)

This instrument was acknowledged before me on _________________, 2021, by
_____________________________, the ____________________________________________
of _____________________________, a _____________________________, on behalf of said
_________________________________.
Notary Public

THIS DOCUMENT WAS DRAFTED BY:
Best & Flanagan LLP
60 South Sixth Street, Suite 2700
Minneapolis, MN 55402-4452
Telephone: (612) 339-7121
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EXHIBIT F
Executed Consent and Joinder by Mortgagee(s)
(Attached)
4842-6381-6701, v. 2
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 7.f
TITLE: Adoption of Resolution 50-2021 Accepting Donations in Memory of Bill Nelson to the Parks & Trails
Capital Improvement Fund
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve Resolution 50-2021 Accepting Donations in Memory of Bill Nelson to the
Parks & Trails Capital Improvement Fund
PREPARED BY: Kathy Ovshak, Senior Accountant
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of Resolution 50-2021.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
Staff received an additional $1,401 in donations in Memory of Bill Nelson.
BACKGROUND:
Bill Nelson passed away in July 2021. His family asked that in lieu of flowers, that memorials/ donations be
made in his name to the Parks and Trails fund.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Resolution 50-2021
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CITY OF WAYZATA
RESOLUTION NO. 50-2021
RESOLUTION ACCEPTING DONATIONS IN MEMORY OF BILL NELSON
WHEREAS, Copeland Buhl, Lions Club of Wayzata, Leslie Ostrem and Dean
Kautz have donated the sum of $1,401.00 to the City of Wayzata in Memory of Bill Nelson
and
WHEREAS, These Memorials are dedicated to the Parks and Trails Capital
Improvement Fund; and
WHEREAS, the City wishes to accept these donations to hold until such time as
the funds may be disbursed for the use and benefit of the City and its inhabitants upon
terms and conditions to be approved by the Council pursuant to Section 32 of the City
Charter and Minnesota Statutes, Section 465.03;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata,
Minnesota, that Copeland Buhl, Lions Club of Wayzata, Leslie Ostrem and Dean Kautz
donations are hereby accepted and will be held by the City until such time that the City
establishes and approves a public purpose for which the funds may be disbursed.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Manager is authorized and designated
to complete and sign any applicable IRS form on behalf of the City of Wayzata necessary
to acknowledge the gift made by Copeland Buhl, Lions Club of Wayzata, Leslie Ostrem
and Dean Kautz.
Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 19th day of October 2021.

____________________________________
Johanna Mouton, Mayor
ATTEST:
__________________________________________
Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
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ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION:
Motion for adoption:
Seconded by:
Voted in favor of:
Voted against:
Abstained:
Absent:
Resolution Adopted:
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by
the City Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on
October 19, 2021.
_____________________________________________
Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
SEAL

Page 80 of 296

City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 7.g
TITLE: Approval of Professional Services Agreement with U of M Extention for Local Option Sales Tax
Analysis
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve the Professional Services Agreement with U of M Extension for Local
Option Sales Tax Analysis
PREPARED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
REVIEWED BY: N/A
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of the attached draft agreement.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
This analysis will cost $3,000 and will be paid out of the Administration and Finance Department's consultant
budget, which is currently under budget and can accommodate this request.
BACKGROUND:
At its 2021 Strategic Plan session, the Council added a new strategic initiative to research opportunities to
diversify revenue sources to decrease the City's reliance on property taxes. One tool that the City could
pursue to bring in revenues is through a local option sales tax (LOST). Exploring a LOST was thus recently
added as a legislative priority. LOSTs are allowed through a three-phased approval process:
1. City support via resolution to State Legislature (January 31 deadline)
2. Approval of LOST through State Legislator (Spring/Summer)
3. Referendum by voters to approve LOST (November)
In order to determine if a future LOST would be a useful tool that the City should continue to explore to
diversify it's revenue sources, more data is needed to determine how it could be structured, how much could
be generated, and how much the tax would affect Wayzata residents versus visitors. Staff recently discussed
this topic with other communities who have recently adopted local option sales tax and they recommended
utilizing the U of M Extension, which provides a LOST analysis for $3,000—see attached example report from
the City of Rogers.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
LOST Agreement.Wayzata.2021.10.12
2.
U of M LOST Report
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For Internal Use Only
Depts must provide:
ESAF #
Chart/Field Account
No.
Customer ID #

-

For Internal Use Only
OES must provide:
OES Contract #
Analyst

-

SERVICES AGREEMENT
THIS SERVICES AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) is between the Regents of the
University of Minnesota (the “University”), a Minnesota constitutional corporation, and City of
Wayzata, a local unit of government (the “Company”). This Agreement is entered into by
University through its Extension Center for Community Vitality.
The parties agree as follows:
1.

Description of Services. University shall perform the following services for Company:
The University will conduct a Local Option Sales Tax (LOST) study for the City
of Wayzata. The result will be a report that summarizes the following: a) an
overview of the Wayzata economy from the available data, b) a trend analysis of
taxable sales in Wayzata from 1990 to 2019 or for the years and industry categories
where data is available, c) estimates of tax proceeds generated at different levels of
local option sales tax taxation for the City of Wayzata, and d) an estimate of what
proportion of the local option sales tax proceeds may be paid by permanent, yearround residents vs visitors, travelers and seasonal residents for the City of Wayzata.
Study findings will be presented in a concise report. An Extension educator will be
available for a public presentation and Q&A about the study at the request of the
City of Wayzata per University of Minnesota Covid-19 guidelines.

(“Services”). Reference to Services in this Agreement shall be deemed to include any deliverables
provided to Company in connection with the Services, including without limitation, reports,
results, materials, products, and information.
2.
Compensation. For the Services performed under Section 1, Company shall pay
University three thousand and 00/100 Dollars ($3000.00), plus any sales or use tax if applicable.
2.1

The compensation shall be paid in the following manner:
% upon the signing of this Agreement, with the balance payable as follows
(check one of the boxes below):
monthly, based on work completed; or
upon completion of the Services by University.

2.2

Invoices shall be payable net 30 days from date of invoice and sent to:
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University of Minnesota Extension
Attn: Rick Konkel
433 Coffey Hall
1420 Eckles Avenue
St. Paul, MN 55108-6070
Phone No.: 612-624-5429
Email: firis001@umn.edu
In the event the compensation is not a fixed firm price for the services, but instead is set forth on
an attached schedule and contains published rates, the University reserves the right to modify the
fees set forth thereon effective July 1 of each year of this Agreement.
3.
Term. The term of this Agreement shall commence on 10.12.2021 (“Effective Date”) and
shall expire on 1.28.22 unless terminated earlier as provided in Section 4.
4.
Termination. Either party may terminate this Agreement if the other party (i) fails to
perform any material obligation under this Agreement and (ii) does not correct such failure within
seven (7) days after having received written notice of such failure. Additionally, either party may
terminate this Agreement for its convenience upon thirty (30) days’ prior written notice to the other
party. Upon any termination under this Section 4, Company shall promptly pay University for all
Services rendered and costs incurred up to and including the effective date of termination.
5.
DISCLAIMER OF WARRANTIES. UNIVERSITY MAKES NO WARRANTIES,
EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, AS TO ANY MATTER WHATSOEVER, INCLUDING WITHOUT
LIMITATION, THE CONDITION, ORIGINALITY OR ACCURACY OF THE SERVICES
PERFORMED OR DELIVERABLES PROVIDED UNDER THIS AGREEMENT. UNIVERSITY
EXPRESSLY DISCLAIMS WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY, OR FITNESS FOR A
PARTICULAR PURPOSE.
6.
LIMITATION OF LIABILITY FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT. IN NO EVENT
SHALL EITHER PARTY’S LIABILITY FOR BREACH OF THIS AGREEMENT INCLUDE
DAMAGES FOR WORK STOPPAGE, LOST DATA, OR INDIRECT, SPECIAL OR
CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES (INCLUDING LOST PROFIT), OF ANY KIND. EXCEPT FOR
EACH PARTY’S OBLIGATIONS UNDER SECTIONS 8.1 AND 8.2, EACH PARTY’S
LIABILITY TO THE OTHER FOR BREACH OF THIS AGREEMENT SHALL NOT EXCEED
AN AMOUNT EQUAL TO THE MONETARY CONSIDERATION PAID TO UNIVERSITY
UNDER THIS AGREEMENT.
7.
Use of University Name or Logo. Company agrees not to use the name, logo, or any other
marks (including, but not limited to, colors and music) owned by or associated with University or
the name of any representative of University in any sales promotion work or advertising, or in any
form of publicity, without the prior written permission of University in each instance. However,
Company may use the name of University in a document required to be filed with, or provided to,
any governmental authority or regulatory agency to comply with applicable legal or regulatory
requirements. Company agrees to provide University with a copy of any such document.
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8.

Indemnification.

8.1
Except as provided in Section 8.2, each party shall be responsible for its own acts
and omissions and the results thereof and shall not be responsible for the acts of the other party and
the results thereof. Liability of University is subject to the terms and limitations of the Minnesota Tort
Claims Act, Minnesota Statutes Section 3.736, as amended.
8.2
In the event of (i) use by Company (or any third party acting on behalf of or under
authorization from Company) of the Services or any information, reports, deliverables, materials,
products or other results of University’s work under this Agreement or (ii) Company’s infringement
of a third party’s intellectual property rights or Company’s violation of any law, rule, or regulation in
the provision of any materials to University, then Company shall indemnify, defend, and hold
harmless University, its regents, faculty members, students, employees, agents, contractors, and
authorized volunteer workers against any and all claims, costs, or liabilities, including attorneys’ fees
and court costs at both trial and appellate levels, for any loss, damage, injury, or loss of life (other
than that attributable to willful, wanton or grossly negligent acts or omissions of University) arising
out of such events. The University shall provide Company with prompt written notice of any such
claim and reasonably work with Company in any defense of such claim.
8.3
Each party represents that it has and will continue to have at least the following
levels of insurance during the term of this Agreement: (i) as to University, Workers’ Compensation
in statutory compliance with Minnesota law and General Liability insurance in an amount not less
than $1,000,000 each claim/$3,000,000 each occurrence; and (ii) as to Company, General Liability
insurance in an amount not less than $1,000,000 each occurrence/$2,000,000 annual aggregate.
Certificates of all insurance detailed above shall be furnished to the other party upon request.
9.

Export Controls.

9.1
Company shall not convey export-controlled technical data, technology,
commodities, or software on the U.S. Munitions List, 22 C.F.R. pt. 121, or the Commerce Control
List, 15 C.F.R. pt. 774, to University without the prior written consent of University’s Export
Controls Officer (J. Patrick Briscoe, bris0022@umn.edu, 612-625-3860). University shall have
the right to decline export controlled information or tasks requiring production of such
information. If the Services cannot reasonably be performed without University access to exportcontrolled items, the Agreement may be terminated by either party for convenience in accordance
with Section 4, except that such termination shall occur immediately upon written notice to the other
instead of at the end of the 30-day period set forth in Section 4.
9.2
Company represents that the items being procured (a) are not specifically designed
or modified for military purposes or specifications, and (b) will not be used in connection with the
development or use of any missiles or chemical, biological, or nuclear weapons.
10.

General Provisions.

10.1 Amendment. This Agreement shall be amended only in writing duly executed by
all the parties to this Agreement.
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10.2 Assignment. The parties may not assign any rights or obligations of this Agreement
without the prior written consent of the other party. Any assignment attempted to be made in
violation of this Agreement shall be void.
10.3 Entire Agreement. This Agreement (including all documents attached or
referenced) is intended by the parties as the final and binding expression of their agreement and as
the complete and exclusive statement of its terms. This Agreement cancels, supersedes and revokes
all prior negotiations, representations and agreements between the parties, whether oral or written,
relating to the subject matter of this Agreement, including without limitation, any non-disclosure
agreements. The terms and conditions of any purchase order or similar document submitted by
Company in connection with the services provided under this Agreement shall not be binding upon
University.
10.4 Force Majeure. No party to this Agreement shall be responsible for any delays or
failure to perform any obligation under this Agreement due to acts of God, strikes or other
disturbances, including, without limitation, war, insurrection, embargoes, governmental
restrictions, acts of governments or governmental authorities, and any other cause beyond the
control of such party. During an event of force majeure the parties’ duty to perform obligations
shall be suspended.
10.5 Governing Law and Jurisdiction. The internal laws of the state of Minnesota shall
govern the validity, construction and enforceability of this Agreement, without giving effect to its
conflict of laws principles. All suits, actions, claims and causes of action relating to the
construction, validity, performance and enforcement of this Agreement shall be in the courts of
Hennepin County, Minnesota.
10.6 Independent Contractor. In the performance of their obligations under this
Agreement, the parties shall be independent contractors, and shall have no other legal relationship,
including, without limitation, partners, joint ventures, or employees. Each party’s employees (i)
shall be regarded as the employees of such party and shall not be regarded as the employees of the
other party; (ii) shall be subject to the employment policies and procedures of such party and shall
not be subject to the employment practices and procedures of the other party; and (iii) shall not be
entitled to any employment benefits of the other party. Neither party shall have the right or power
to bind the other party and any attempt to enter into an agreement in violation of this Section 10.6
shall be void. Neither party shall take any actions to bind the other party to an agreement.
10.7. Notices. All notices and other communications that a party is required or elects to
deliver shall be in writing and shall be delivered personally or by a recognized courier service or
by United States Mail (first-class, postage pre-paid, certified return receipt requested) to the other
party at the following addresses. Such notices and other communications shall be deemed made
when delivered; submitted to the courier service; or, with respect to U.S. mail, three days after
mailing.
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If to University:

Attn: Eric King
2001 Plymouth Ave N
Minneapolis MN 55411-3712
Phone No.: 612-310-7952
E-mail Address: kingx953@umn.edu

With a copy to:

University of Minnesota
Office of the General Counsel
Attn: Transactional Law Services Group
360 McNamara Alumni Center
200 Oak Street SE
Minneapolis, MN 55455-2006
E-Mail: contracts@mail.ogc.umn.edu

With a copy to:

University of Minnesota
Office of External Sales
295 West Bank Office Building
11300 South Second Street
Minneapolis, MN 55454
E-Mail: extsales@umn.edu

If to Company:

City of Wayzata
Attn: Jeffrey Dahl
600 Rice St E
Wayzata, MN 55391
Phone No.: 952-404-5309
E-mail Address: jdahl@wayzata.org

10.8 Taxes and Similar Fees. In addition to the payment obligation in Section 2,
Company is responsible for the payment of any and all income, sales, use, consumption, value
added, excise, custom duties or other taxes and similar fees in connection with this Agreement,
levied or required to be withheld from payment(s) to University by any taxing authority or any
other body having jurisdiction under any present or future laws. To the extent that Company is
required to withhold or deduct taxes or similar fees on any payment to be made to University, then
the amount payable shall be increased by the amount that will result in University receiving a net
payment in the amount it would have received absent such withholding or deduction. If University
is required to pay any of such fees and/or taxes or any related penalties or interest, then any such
payments shall be reimbursed to University by Company.
10.9. Breach; Attorneys’ Fees. In the event it fails to perform any of its obligations under
this Agreement, Company shall reimburse University for all University’s costs and expenses
(including reasonable attorneys’ fees, court costs, and costs of investigation) to enforce this
Agreement, regardless of whether a suit or action had been commenced or concluded.
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10.10. Survival. Upon termination or expiration of this Agreement, Sections 2, 5, 6, 7, 8,
9, and 10 shall survive.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have entered into the Agreement as of the dates
indicated below. Each individual signing below represents that they have the authority to bind the
party on whose behalf they are signing.
Regents of the University of Minnesota

City of Wayzata Minnesota

By:

By:

Name:
Title:
Date:

Name: Jeffrey Dahl
Title: City Manager
Date:
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
University of Minnesota Extension recently conducted a study to estimate overall tax proceeds and
the proportion of tax proceeds generated by Rogers residents. The intent of this report is not to
make recommendations to city officials about what actions to take but rather determine the
estimated sales tax proceeds from a local option tax program and what proportion of those dollars
will likely be paid by year-round city residents versus non-residents.
According to the most recent sales and use tax data available from the Minnesota Department of
Revenue (MN Revenue), Rogers businesses reported a total of $1.14 billion in gross sales and $316
million in taxable sales. Extension estimates that non-residents account for 59.4% of taxable sales,
which equates to $188 million out of a total of $316 million in 2015 taxable sales. If a ½ percent
local option sales tax were in place in 2015, Extension estimates that non-residents would have paid
$939,000 of the $1.6 million in tax proceeds.
Extension generated a trade area analysis comparing actual taxable sales, based on Minnesota
Revenue sales tax data 1with a calculated estimated sales amount. This amount was determined by
multiplying the Rogers population by the Minnesota average per capita sales and then adjusting for
income and typical pulling power of similar-sized cities. Doing so provided an estimate of retail and
service purchases made by year-round Rogers residents. For each merchandise group, the estimates
for two types of purchasers—year-round city residents and others—were considered and adjusted
considering the area economy. Assumptions and calculations are shown for major retail and service
categories so decision makers can adjust totals to accommodate local considerations.
Several key factors and features in the Rogers economy helped frame our analysis of the different
merchandise categories:

•

A significant proportion of residents are employed outside the city which facilitates outshopping for retail goods and services (see Figure 1), however an even greater number of
individuals commute into Rogers for work, which facilitates in-shopping.

•

Rogers is situated near large retail concentrations in greater Minneapolis/St. Paul which
compete for shoppers, namely in-between the Albertville and Maple Grove along the
Interstate 94 corridor.

•

Industries other than retail and services are a significant portion of total taxable sales in the
city (32% in 2015). This mix of industries includes construction, manufacturing, wholesale
trade, and agriculture. It is reasonable to assume a sizable portion of sales from these
industries are to customers outside of Rogers, but the proportion is difficult to measure.

•

Rogers convenient location on Interstate 94 and the Cabela’s located there drives nonresident shopping in the city.

1.

MN Sales Tax Statistics. (2015). Minnesota Department of Revenue. Retrieved from
http://www.revenue.state.mn.us/research_stats/Pages/Sales-and-Use-Tax-Statistics-and-Annual-Reports.aspx
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Figure 1: Rogers worker in-flow and out-flow (Source: 2015 U.S. Census Bureau OnTheMap application,
Longitudinal-Employer Household Dynamics Program, http://onthemap.ces.census.gov/)

Figure 2 below shows the estimated percentage breakout—across all merchandise categories—for
the adjusted analysis to more accurately reflect the city’s economic and consumption circumstances.
Based on these findings, we estimate 40.6 percent of all taxable retail and service sales would be
made by permanent city residents, and the remaining 59.4 percent of taxable sales would be by nonresidents.
Figure 2: Estimated taxable sales using an adjusted trade area analysis

Taxable Sales

Percentage

$millions

of Sales

Rogers Residents

$128.5

40.6%

Non-residents

$187.8

59.4%

Totals

$316.3

100%

Extension also estimated the dollars generated by different levels of a local option sales tax and
what year-round residents would pay at each level compared to non-residents. Using the adjusted
trade area analysis, these dollar amounts are shown in Figure 3.
Rogers would have realized as much as $1.58 million in tax proceeds if the full half percent tax were
enacted in 2015. If the city does realize $1.58 million, the proportion of the tax total paid by nonresidents is estimated to be $938,890, and the proportion paid by year-round city residents is
estimated to be $642,542.
Local Option Sales Tax Analysis Rogers, MN
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Figure 3: Estimated tax proceeds and who pays in dollars based on 2015 data

ESTIMATED
TAX PROCEEEDS

Total
Tax
Proceeds

Dollars
Paid By
Rogers
Residents

Average
Paid per
Rogers
Resident

Dollars
Paid By
NonResidents

@ 1/8th of a Percent

$395,358

$160,636

$12.97

$234,722

@ 1/4th of a Percent

$790,716

$321,271

$25.95

$469,445

@ 3/8ths of a Percent

$1,186,074

$481,907

$38.92

$704,167

@ 1/2 of a Percent

$1,581,432

$642,542

$51.90

$938,890

Total Taxable Sales:

$316,286,415

The total taxable sales in the city has increased 32 percent from 2011 to 2015 from $240 million to
$316 million (Figure 4). Retail and service taxable sales have increased 14% during the same
timeframe. Since tax proceeds are calculated as a simple percentage of total taxable sales, the trend
during the past 5 years gives some sense of stability if the tax were enacted.
Figure 4: Total taxable
sales in Rogers (in
millions) from 2011 to
2015 (Source:
Minnesota Department
of Revenue)

$350.0
$300.0
$250.0
$200.0

Proceeds from use
taxes would also be
$150.0
added to the estimated
tax proceeds from sales
$100.0
taxes. Based on 2015
figures, for each one$50.0
eighth of a percent
$enacted, city officials
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
can expect an
estimated additional
$25,200 in use (not sales) tax proceeds derived from city businesses purchasing products from outof-state sources. City officials can also anticipate some additional use tax proceeds, but there is no
way to accurately estimate this number. The amount will result from purchases made by local
businesses in other Minnesota locations.
City of Rogers policymakers are understandably concerned that enacting a sales tax in their
community will cause a loss of consumer purchases to other counties. However, at its highest
potential application of half a percent, a local option sales tax would add 50 cents to a $100
purchase. Records available on the Minnesota Department of Revenue website (Appendix A) show
the tax collected from 23 Minnesota jurisdictions that have enacted some type of local sales or use
tax within the last ten years. The records do not indicate a major purchasing change due to the
additional sales tax, and most of the jurisdictions have shown continued sales growth.
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BACKGROUND AND METHODOLOGY
Community economics educators at University of Minnesota Extension provide applied research and
education to help community and business partners make better informed decisions.
Minnesota has adopted laws enabling cities to enact a local option sales tax dedicated exclusively to
pay for construction and improvement of a civic and community center and recreational facilities.
This report estimates the proportion of tax proceeds generated by year-round Rogers residents
compared to non-residents. The most recently available state sales tax data (2015) from the
Minnesota Department of Revenue (MN Revenue) is used.

Data/Study Limitations
The data, analysis and findings described in this report are specific to the geography, time frame
and project requirements of the City of Rogers. Findings are not transferable to other jurisdictions.
Extension neither approves nor endorses the use or application of findings and other contents in
this report by other jurisdictions.

Trade Area Analysis and Calculations
Extension conducted a trade area analysis of retail and service
sales in select merchandise categories, estimating the amount of
taxable sales subject to sales taxes that were made by local
residents, as well as those made by non-residents. Use tax is
insignificant compared to sales tax proceeds and is calculated
differently.
Extension calculated expected sales for the city in each
merchandise category and compared this calculation to actual
taxable sales, as found in Minnesota Department of Revenue
sales tax statistics for the same category. Actual sales greater
than expected sales indicate the city attracts sales from outside
the city or has sales greater than one would expect from only its
residents. Extension used the difference between potential and
actual sales to set reasonable estimates of spending by residents
and non-residents across all categories. These estimates also
helped inform adjustments for each category.
Expected sales calculations are based on average statewide
spending by merchandise category and the population of the
city, then adjusted by the level of income in Hennepin County
and the typical pulling power of similar-sized cities. Specifically,
expected sales result from city population, state per capita
taxable sales, index of income, and average pull factor for cities
within 20% of Rogers’ population (see sidebar and Appendix B
for definitions).
The section that follows, “Trade Area Analysis by Merchandise
Category,” details the initial and adjusted trade area calculations
for all merchandise categories. The sections labeled “Analysis
with Adjustments” lists the final estimate of sales generated by
non-residents. A rationale for adjustments and conclusions is
also included.

Local Option Sales Tax Analysis Rogers, MN

Expected Sales estimate the dollar
amounts for purchases made by local
residents if local residents spend as much
as the average Minnesota resident.
Expected sales are calculated by the
following formula:
(T ÷ PMn) x PER x (YSC ÷YMn) x Typical
Pull Factor = Expected Sales
T = Total Minnesota taxable sales for a
merchandise category
PMn = Population of Minnesota
(5,485,238)
PER = Population of Rogers (12,381)
YSC = Per capita income of Hennepin
County residents ($66,322)
YMn = Per capita income of Minnesota
resident ($51,139)
Typical Pull Factor = Average per capita
sales for communities within 20% of the
population of for a merchandise
category ÷ per capita sales in MN for
same merchandise category
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TRADE AREA ANALYSIS BY MERCHANDISE CATEGORY

Retail Trade
68% percent of total taxable retail and
service sales
These 110 establishments are engaged in

selling merchandise for personal or household
consumption and rendering services incidental
to the sale of the goods.

($Millions)
Actual taxable sales
Potential sales
= $ variance
= as % of potential

$173.58
$78.43
$95.15
121.3%

Unadjusted Trade Area Analysis
Potential sales to residents
Surplus (local preference and non-residents)
Total
Non-resident share per group

$78.43
$95.15
$173.58
54.8%

Analysis with Adjustments
Residents' $ share
Non-residents' $ share
Total
Non-resident share per group

$52.07
$121.50
173.58
70.0%

Analysis and Recommendations for Retail
Clearly Rogers is pulling in significant retail traffic based on the variance
between potential and actual sales, 121% more sales than expected.
Considering nearly competition which must attract some portion of
Rogers residents (especially with a large share of out-commuters),
Extension increased the non-resident share in retail to 70% from 55%.
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Food Services & Accommodations
13.7% percent of total taxable retail and service
sales
These 37 establishments provide food at full-service or
limited-service establishments and lodging. The group
includes cafeterias, bagel shops, ice cream parlors, snack
bars, food service contractors, caterers, lunch wagons, and
street vendors. It also includes bars, taverns, and nightclubs.
Included are hotels, motels, lodges, bed & breakfasts,
campgrounds, fraternities, boarding houses, and
dormitories
($Millions)
Actual taxable sales
Potential sales
= $ variance
= as % of potential

34.95
$31.13
$3.82
13.7%

Unadjusted Trade Area Analysis
Potential sales to residents
Surplus (local preference and non-residents)
Total
Non-resident share per group

$31.13
3.82
$34.95
10.9%

Analysis with Adjustments
Residents' $ share
Non-residents' $ share
Total
Non-resident share per group

$26.21
$8.74
$34.95
25%

Analysis and Recommendations for Food Services & Accommodations
One difficulty in this analysis is identifying the split between food service
and lodging. Obviously sales at lodging businesses derive mainly from
non-residents. Considering the inclusion of accommodation businesses
and the food service provided to non-resident retail shoppers, Extension
increased the non-resident share in this category to 25% from 11%.
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Repair and Maintenance Services
7.8 percent of total taxable retail and
service sales
The 48 stores group restore machinery,
equipment, and other products. The group
does not include plumbing or electrical
repair services but does encompass auto
repair, cameras, radio, television, computers,
copiers, appliances, lawn mowers,
specialized equipment, small engines,
furniture, shoes, guns, etc.
($Millions)
Actual taxable sales
Potential sales
= $ variance
= as % of potential

$19.81
$6.97
$12.84
184.2%

Unadjusted Trade Area Analysis
Potential sales to residents
Surplus (local preference and non-residents)
Total
Non-resident share per group

$6.97
$12.84
$19.81
64.8%

Analysis with Adjustments
Residents' $ share
Non-residents' $ share
Total
Non-resident share per group

$6.93
$12.88
$19.81
65%

Analysis and Recommendations for Repair and Maintenance Services
The initial trade area analysis identifies a surplus and estimates nonresident spending at 65%. Assuming Rogers as a commuter community,
Extension expects that residents would spent more on car repair than
Minnesota residents as a whole. As such, Extension conservatively
retained the non-resident sales at 65%.
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Non-store Retail and Other Services
($Millions)
Actual taxable sales

$26.98

% of total taxable retail and service sales

10.6%

Analysis with Adjustments

$26.98
$5.40
$26.98
20%

Residents' $ share
Non-residents' $ share
Total
Non-resident share per group

Analysis for Non-store Retail and Other Services
The rest of retail and service sales tend to be local. This group includes healthcare, waste
management, rental/lease services, administrative support, and the performing arts. This mix of
business types is very diverse, yet due to the local nature of the businesses, Extension conservatively
assumes that 80 percent of these sales are local.

Other Categories: Construction, Manufacturing, Wholesale Trade, and Sales
Information Suppressed for Business Confidentiality
The above industries and services generate a modest portion of total taxable sales in Rogers (19%).
This amount will be subject to any new sales taxes, including a local option sales tax.
A diverse mix of businesses fall into these non-retail categories and a portion of sales are within a
suppressed or non-disclosed subcategory. This diversity makes it difficult to understand the
customer mix of these businesses, however Extension broke out each known major subcategory and
assigned assumptions according to their business type:
Subcategory
Manufacturing
Wholesale Trade
Construction
Miscellaneous

2015 Taxable Sales
$12,868,431
$34,353,762
$4,884,541
$6,932,975

Extension estimated that overall 64 percent of sales are to non-residents. Extension assumed that
that 90% of manufacturing sales were to non-resident customers, whereas construction, wholesale
trade, and miscellaneous/undesignated businesses split their sales between resident and nonresident customers.
Residents’ $ share
Non-residents $ share
Total
Non-resident share

Local Option Sales Tax Analysis Rogers, MN

$21.7
$39.3
$61.0
64%
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ESTIMATES OF PROJECTED SALES TAX REVENUE
The table below shows sales tax revenue at one-eighth percent intervals up to half a percent. This is
the highest taxation rate permitted by state law. The table also includes estimates for the tax dollars
likely to be paid by year-round city residents, along with the estimates for tax dollars likely to be
paid by non-residents. These estimates include all merchandise categories, based on the adjusted
trade area analysis.
Figure 5: Estimated Tax Proceeds Based on 2015 Sales Tax Data

ESTIMATED
TAX PROCEEEDS

Total
Tax
Proceeds

Dollars
Paid By
Rogers
Residents

Average
Paid per
Rogers
Resident

Dollars
Paid By
NonResidents

@ 1/8th of a Percent

$395,358

$160,636

$12.97

$234,722

@ 1/4th of a Percent

$790,716

$321,271

$25.95

$469,445

@ 3/8ths of a Percent

$1,186,074

$481,907

$38.92

$704,167

@ 1/2 of a Percent

$1,581,432

$642,542

$51.90

$938,890

Total Taxable Sales:

$316,286,415

The total sales figure of $316 million is based on 2015 Minnesota Department of Revenue data.
There is a use tax component to this local option tax program. Consequently, two other likely
sources of tax proceeds can be added to the estimated tax proceeds listed above:
1.

2.

For each one-eighth of a percent enacted, city officials can expect an estimated additional
$25,200 in use (not sales) tax proceeds derived from city businesses purchasing products
from out-of-state sources. (This is based on the 6.875 percent use tax rate applied to out-ofstate purchases).
City officials can also anticipate additional use (not sales) tax proceeds, but there is no way
to accurately estimate this number. The amount, however, will be from purchases made by
local businesses in other Minnesota locations.

IMPACTS OF LOCAL OPTION SALES TAX

The two primary impacts of concern to local decision makers when considering a local option sales
tax include the impact on sales of local businesses and the cost burden on resident households.

Cost burden on resident households
Extension estimates that each Rogers resident will spend an average of $25.95 if the city institutes
quarter of a percent local option sales tax. According to American Community Survey (US Census,
2016), Rogers’ 12,381 residents live in 4,111 households or 3.01 people per household. Therefore
the estimated household tax burden would stand at $78.15 per households.
Putting these into the context of current tax burden, the Minnesota households spend an average of
$1,114 per household according to 2015 tax incidence study from the Minnesota Department of
Local Option Sales Tax Analysis Rogers, MN
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Revenue. The amount paid in state sales taxes varies significantly according to household income,
ranging from $430 for the lowest 10% by household income to $2,776 for the highest (see Figure 6).
Considering that the median household income in the City of Rogers stands at $109,023 according
to the American Community Survey (US Census, 2016), the relative increase in the sales tax burden
is less than the state overall where the average household income is $75,208.
Figure 6: Tax burden of all Minnesota taxes by household income (Source: MN Department of Revenue,
2015 Tax Incidence Study)
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Impact on sales of local businesses
City of Rogers policymakers are understandably concerned that enacting a local sales tax will result
in a loss of consumer purchases to neighboring communities that have not adopted the tax. At its
highest potential application of half a percent, however, a local option sales tax would add 50 cents
to a $100 purchase.
The Minnesota Department of Revenue (shown below) records the tax collected from 23 Minnesota
jurisdictions that have enacted a local sales or use tax within the last 10 years. Most of these cities
show continued sales growth.
A more specific comparison that includes three Minnesota cities that have adopted a .5 percent local
option sales tax is also offered below (see Figures 7, 8, 9, and 10). It is important to note that the tax
does not add much to a consumer’s purchase and the 0.25 percent sales tax under consideration in
Rogers would an even smaller impact.
Decision-makers should decide on the best allowable method to raise revenue. One option is raising
property taxes, which is not directly related to a household’s current income and raises the financial
burden of low-income or retired homeowners. Sales taxes raise revenues based on household
expenditures, which excludes the basic necessities of food and clothing. In addition, a sales tax
raises revenues from non-residents who shop in Rogers. Policymakers should carefully consider each
of the above factors before making a decision about enacting a local sales tax.
Figure 7: Taxable retail and service sales by comparable communities began collecting a local option
sales tax between 1999-2006
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Figure 8: Data table for comparable communities, taxable retail and service sales (in millions)
Town Name
Albert Lea
Baxter
Bemidji
New Ulm
Worthington

2015
Population
18,356
8,065
11,917
13,594
11,283

Year LOST
2006

90

95

00
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Local Option Sales Tax Analysis Rogers, MN

13

Page 102 of 296

Figure 9: Taxable retail and service sales by comparable communities that began collecting a local
option sales tax between 2011- 2012
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Figure 10: Data table for comparable communities, taxable retail and service sales (in millions)
Town Name
Brainerd
Cloquet
Fergus Falls
Hermantown
Hutchinson
Marshall

2015
Pop
13,178
11,201
13,471
7,448
13,080
12,735

Year LOST

90
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00

05

09

10

11

12

13

14

15

2011

$302

$479

$623

$458

$362

$324

$311

$330
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$338

$341

2011

$93

$124

$175

$244
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$273

$290

$303

$296

$308

$284

2011

$192

$263

$386

$523

$467
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$568
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1996 increase
2012
2011
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$471

$609

$374

$425

$409

$389

$415

$424

2011
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APPENDIX A cont.
Minnesota Local Sales & Use Tax
Total Collections
CY 2005-2013
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APPENDIX B: DEFINITIONS OF TERMS
Gross Sales
Gross sales include taxable sales and exempt businesses with sales and use tax permits. This is the
most inclusive indicator of business activity for the reporting jurisdictions, but it can be misleading
when used in comparisons. At times, non-taxable commodity items (e.g., gasoline) can have large
price variations, creating huge swings in gross sales.
Taxable Sales
Taxable sales are those sales subject to sales tax. Taxable sales exclude exempt items, items sold for
resale, items sold for exempt purposes, and items sold to exempt organizations. For the purpose of
this study, taxable sales were the focus of the analysis. For more information on what is taxed in
Minnesota, see the "Minnesota Sales and Use Tax Instruction Booklet" available at
http://www.revenue.state.mn.us/Forms_and_Instructions/sales_tax_booklet.pdf
Taxable Retail and Service Sales
In this study and other retail trade analyses conducted by University of Minnesota Extension, the
term “taxable retail and service sales” refers to the North American Industry Classification System
(NAICS) numbers of 441 to 454 (retail) and 511 to 812 (most service industries) released by the
Minnesota Department of Revenue for a geographic area.
Current and Constant Dollar Sales
Current dollar (or “nominal dollar”) sales are those reported by the state. No adjustment has been
made for price inflation. In general, this measure of sales is not satisfactory for comparisons over
long periods of time since it does not account for changes in population, inflation, or the state's
economy. Constant dollar (or “real dollar”) sales reflect changes in price inflation by adjusting
current dollar sales according to the Consumer Price Index (CPI). Constant dollar sales indicate the
real sales level with respect to a base year. This is a more realistic method of evaluating sales over
time than current dollar comparisons, but it still does not take into consideration changes in
population or the state’s economy.
Number of Businesses
The number of sales and use tax permit holders who filed one or more tax returns for the year.
Index of Income
This index provides a relative measure of income, calculated by dividing local per capita income by
state per capita income. The base is 1.00. For example, a 1.20 index of income indicates that per
capita income in the area is 20 percent above the state average.
Potential Sales
Potential sales are an estimate of the amount of money spent on retail goods and services by
residents of a county. It is the product of county population, state per capita sales, and the index of
income. Potential sales for counties is similar to expected sales for cities. Potential sales, however,
do not utilize a measure of average pulling power (like the typical pull factor used in the expected
sales equation). Since a county is a relatively large region where retail business takes place, counties
are compared without adjustments for trade area size.
Actual Sales
For this study, the Minnesota Department of Revenue’s 2015 sales data for Sherburne County
provides the actual sales numbers used.
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Variance between Actual and Potential Sales
The variance between actual and expected sales is the difference in sales from the “norm” (i.e., the
amount above or below the standard established by the expected sales formula). When actual sales
exceed expected sales, the county has a “surplus” of retail sales. When actual sales fall short of
expected sales, the county has a retail sales “leakage.” Discrepancies between expected and actual
sales occur for a variety of reasons. For this study, we use potential sales per merchandise group to
create a first-cut estimate of residents’ purchase activities.

Cautions
Gross Sales
Gross sales are a comprehensive measure of business activity, but it should be noted the numbers in
this report are self-reported. Furthermore, gross sales are not audited by the State of Minnesota. It is
believed gross sales figures are generally reliable, but there is the possibility of distortions,
especially in smaller cities where misreporting may have occurred.
Misclassification
Holders of sales and use tax permits select the North American Industry Classification System
(NAICS) category that best fits their business. Regardless of who makes this classification, errors are
occasionally made. Also, sometimes a business will start out as one type but evolve over time to a
considerably different type. Misclassifications can distort sales among business categories,
especially in smaller cities. For example, a furniture store that is classified as a general merchandise
store will under-report sales in the furniture store category and over-report sales in the general
merchandise category.
Suppressed Data
The sales data for merchandise categories that have less than four reporting firms are not reported.
This is a measure taken by most states to protect the confidentiality of sales tax permit holders.
Sales for suppressed retail categories are placed into the miscellaneous retail category (NAICS 999)
and included in total sales but not total sales of a typical retail trade analysis. For this report,
however, all taxable sales—including NAICS 999—are part of calculating the amount of special taxes
collected.
Consolidated Reporting
Vendors with more than one location in Minnesota have the option of filing a separate return for
each location or filing one consolidated return for all locations. The consolidated return shows sales
made, tax due, and location by city and county for each business. Data for consolidated filers are
combined with data for single-location filers to produce the figures in this report. Occasionally,
consolidated reports may not be properly deconstructed, and all sales for a company may be
reported for one town or city. Whenever misreporting is discovered, the Minnesota Department of
Revenue is contacted to clarify the situation.
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 7.h
TITLE: Adoption of Resolution 54-2021 Amending the 2022 Fee Schedule for Boat Slips
PROPOSED MOTION: To Adopt Resolution 54-2021 Amending the 2022 Fee Schedule Regarding Boat
Slips
PREPARED BY: Aurora Yager, Administrative Services Director
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution 54-2021 Amending the 2022 Fee Schedule as presented.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
The following amendments to the 2022 Fee Schedule include:

Municipal Boat Slip - Outer Lagoon
Municipal Boat Slip - Inner Lagoon

2021
$2,160
$1,890

2022
$2,268
$1,985

% Change
5%
5%

BACKGROUND:
At the September 7, 2021 City Council meeting, the City adopted the 2022 Fee Schedule which generally
reflected an overall increase of 5% but did not approve any changes to the fee for boat slips. At the October
5th workshop, the Council directed staff to move forward with a fee increase of 5% for boat slips. In order to
establish the updated boat slip fees, a resolution amending the 2022 Fee Schedule is needed.
City staff, along with engagement from the Parks and Trails Board and boat slip holders, will lead a process of
gathering data over the next few months in order to have a fee recommendation for 2023.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Resolution 54-2021 Amending Municipal Fees for 2022
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RESOLUTION NO. 54-2021
RESOLUTION AMENDING MUNICIPAL FEES FOR 2022
WHEREAS, the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota has adopted a Code of Ordinances, and
WHEREAS, the Code of Ordinance provides that fees are adopted by reference and are as
established by City Council Resolution; and
WHEREAS, it is the desire of the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota to amend such municipal
fees for 2022 to include the following:
2021
2022
Municipal Boat Slips - Outer lagoon
$ 2,160.00
$ 2,268.00
Municipal Boat Slips - Inner lagoon
$ 1,890.00
$ 1,985.00
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota that the
amended fees above for 2022 are approved.
Adopted by the City Council of the City of Wayzata this 19th day of October, 2021.

Mayor Johanna Mouton
ATTEST:

City Manager Jeffrey Dahl
ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION:
Motion for adoption:
Seconded by:
Voted in favor of:
Voted against:
Abstained:
Absent:
Resolution:
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by the City
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on October 19,
2021.
__________________________________
Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
SEAL
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 8.a
TITLE: Consider Adoption of Resolution 52-2021 Certifying to the County Auditor Assessments for Unpaid
Delinquent Utility Bill Charges
PROPOSED MOTION: To Adopt Resolution No. 52-2021 Certifying to the County Auditor Assessments for
Unpaid Delinquent Utility Bill Charges
PREPARED BY: Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
After the Public Hearing at which all interested persons have had the opportunity to be heard on this matter,
staff recommends approval of Resolution 52-2021.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
The assessments will offset the costs of the services provided. In addition, a service fee of $50 will be applied
to each account and shall bear an interest rate of six and one-half percent (6.5%).
BACKGROUND:
The attached list of delinquent utility bill charges are more than thirty days past due and have remained unpaid
despite attempts at collection. In order to ensure the City has enough time to get the assessment roll to the
County for taxes payable in 2022, action must be made this time of year by resolution.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Resolution 52-2021
2.
Delinquency List
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RESOLUTION NO. 52-2021
RESOLUTION CERTIFYING TO THE COUNTY AUDITOR ASSESSMENTS FOR
UNPAID DELINQUENT UTILITY BILL CHARGES
WHEREAS, the attached list of delinquent utility bill charges, unpaid false alarm charges and
administrative citations have heretofore been levied pursuant to applicable ordinances of the City of
Wayzata; and
WHEREAS, the attached list charges are more than thirty days past due and have remained
unpaid despite attempts at collection.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota, that the
attached list is made apart hereof and that the fees and charges contained therein are made a lien
and assessment upon the premises served and benefiting by such services.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager is hereby directed to certify the attached
assessments, which includes a $50.00 service fee per account, to the Auditor of Hennepin County
for extension on the tax rolls against the designated premises in the same manner as real estate
taxes, for collection by the County Treasurer and payment upon collection to the City of Wayzata, at
an interest rate of six and one-half percent (6.5%).
Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 19th day of October 2021.

ATTEST:

____________________________________
Johanna Mouton, Mayor

__________________________________________
Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION:
Motion for adoption:
Seconded by:
Voted in favor of:
Voted against:
Abstained:
Absent:
Resolution:
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by the City
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on October 19, 2021.
_____________________________________________
Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
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2021 Unpaid
Delinquent Bills
Balance
Admin Fee Total Bal Due
$ 1,498.65 $
50.00 $ 1,548.65
$
691.89 $
50.00 $
741.89
$
432.53 $
50.00 $
482.53
$
841.82 $
50.00 $
891.82
$
356.23 $
50.00 $
406.23
$
845.82 $
50.00 $
895.82
$
523.50 $
50.00 $
573.50
$
705.13 $
50.00 $
755.13
$ 1,908.01 $
50.00 $ 1,958.01
$
956.13 $
50.00 $ 1,006.13
$ 2,375.60 $
50.00 $ 2,425.60
$ 3,279.39 $
50.00 $ 3,329.39
$ 1,053.75 $
50.00 $ 1,103.75
$
251.96 $
50.00 $
301.96
$ 2,337.86 $
50.00 $ 2,387.86
$ 18,058.27 $
750.00 $ 18,808.27

PIDS
05-117-22-13-0018
05-117-22-33-0022
05-117-22-42-0018
05-117-22-22-0069
05-117-22-22-0072
06-117-22-13-0011
06-117-22-12-0001
05-117-22-22-0092
05-117-22-22-0117
01-117-23-11-0002
01-117-23-14-0025
12-117-23-12-0032
06-117-22-21-0012
06-117-22-21-0012
31-118-22-43-0039

Serv Addr
167 GLEAHAVEN RD
305/307 RENO ST
1500 HOLDRIDGE CIR
1120 HOLLYBROOK DR
1127 HOLLYBROOK DR
638 GARDNER ST E
598/600 BEAVER DAM ST E
306 PONDRIDGE CIR
420 PONDRIDGE CIR
163 WAYZATA BLVD W
199 LAKEVIEW LA S
308 FERNDALE RD W
367 RIDGEVIEW DR E
367 RIDGEVIEW DR E
450 FAR HILL RD

Reason
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Property Clean Up
Utility Bill
Utility Bill

Levy #
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
21149
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 9.a
TITLE: Consider Approval of a Professional Services Agreement with Cushing Terrell for Section Foreman
House Rehabilitation Design
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve a Professional Services Agreement with Cushing Terrell for Section
Foreman House Rehabilitation Design
PREPARED BY: Emily Goellner, Community Development Director
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of the Professional Services Agreement with Cushing Terrell.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
The Section Foreman House project, including the attached agreement with Cushing Terrell, is planned to be
funded through the City but completely reimbursed by the Wayzata Conservancy and/or other sources outside
City funds. The cost for basic services in the agreement total $103,715 with additional supplemental services
available if deemed necessary.
BACKGROUND:
On August 10, the City Council reviewed the current status of the proposed rehabilitation of the Section
Foreman House as a lakefront learning center and community space. Shortly thereafter, the City issued a
Request for Proposals for design services. Seven qualified consultants submitted proposals. They were
reviewed by a Selection Committee, which included:








City Council: Cathy Iverson and Alex Plechash
Heritage Preservation Board: Judy Starkey
Wayzata Conservancy: Nate Leding and Blake Sandvold
Wayzata Historical Society: Aaron Person and Sue Sorrentino
City staff: Jeff Dahl, Emily Goellner, Nick Kieser, and Val Quarles
New History: Quentin Collette and Peter Brown
Assembly MN: Beth Pfeifer and Annie Van Avery

The Committee selected three firms to interview. After conducting interviews and thoughtful deliberation, the
Committee agreed to move forward with Cushing Terrell (see the proposal submitted on September 1
attached).
The attached agreement for professional architectural and engineering services is the result of several weeks
of scope and cost refinement. As the project progresses, staff will work with project leaders and partners to
determine if any of the potential supplemental services listed in the agreement should be utilized.
If approved, the programming and pre-design phase will begin immediately. Construction is expected to begin
in summer 2022 pending all permitting and funding are secured. A detailed schedule is provided in the
attached agreement.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Section Foreman House Cushing Terrell Agreement and Attachment A - 10-14-2021
2.
Cushing Terrell Section Foreman House Design Proposal Submitted 9-1-2021
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CITY OF WAYZATA
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) is made effective
________________, 2021 (“Effective Date”) by and between the City of Wayzata, Minnesota (the
“City”) and CTA Inc dba Cushing Terrell with offices at 226 North Washington Avenue, Suite
200, Minneapolis, MN 55401 (“Consultant”) for the professional services and related deliverables
described herein, and contains the terms and conditions applicable to all of Consultant’s services
and associated deliverables for the City.
In consideration of the mutual promises and covenants contained in this Agreement, and for other
good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is acknowledged, the parties
agree as follows:
I.
SCOPE OF SERVICES AND DELIVERABLES
Consultant will provide the professional services and deliverables (collectively, the “Services”)
that are described in Consultant’s October 14, 2021 “Proposal for Professional Services”, attached
hereto as Attachment A (the “Statement of Work”), according to the project team, project scope,
services descriptions, deliverables, timeline, and other terms therein, and in accordance with best
practices and industry standards.
II.

PROJECT REPRESENTATIVES
A.
B.

City’s main point of contact shall be the City of Wayzata Community Development
Director, Emily Goellner.
Contractor’s main point of contact for the Services shall be Rebecca Muchow, AIA.

III.
COMPENSATION AND BILLING
As consideration for the provision of the Services and all costs associated therewith, the City agrees
to pay the Consultant on a lump sum basis. Other direct project expenses will be billed at costs in
accordance with the Statement of Work. Notwithstanding the foregoing, payment for the Services
shall not exceed Consultant’s estimates of a total of one hundred three thousand seven hundred
fifteen dollars ($103,715) for the Basic Services, as outlined in the Statement of Work. Additional
Supplemental Services are outlined in Attachment A.
Consultant will invoice the City upon completion of the phases for the Services provided in
accordance with Agreement, and include with such invoices detailed descriptions of the Services
provided by the Contractor to the City. City shall pay Consultant for all undisputed invoices within
thirty (30) days of receipt of such invoices.
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IV.
CHANGE OF SCOPE OF SERVICES
City may request, and Consultant may suggest, changes or additions to the Services. In such event,
City and Consultant will work together on the details of such changes (including any adjustments
to Contractor’s compensation and the specifications, timeline and deliverables described in
Attachment A), and if agreed upon in writing by both City and Consultant, such changes shall be
an amendment to this Agreement.
V.
INSURANCE
Contractor, at its expense, shall procure and maintain in force for the duration of this Agreement
the following minimum insurance coverages:
A.
General Liability. Consultant agrees to maintain commercial general liability
insurance in a minimum amount of $1,000,000 per occurrence; $2,000,000 annual
aggregate. The policy shall cover liability arising from premises, operations, products
completed operations, personal injury, advertising injury, and contractually assumed
liability. City shall be endorsed as additional insured.
B.
Automobile Liability. If Consultant operates a motor vehicle in performing the
Services under this Agreement, Consultant shall maintain commercial automobile liability
insurance, including owned, hired, and non-owned automobiles, with a minimum liability
limit of $1,000,000 combined single limit.
C.
Professional (Errors and Omissions) Liability Insurance. Consultant will
maintain professional liability insurance for all claims Contractor may become legally
obligated to pay resulting from any actual or alleged negligent act, error, or omission
related to Consultant’s professional services required under this Agreement. Contractor is
required to carry the following minimum limits: $1,000,000 per occurrence; $2,000,000
annual aggregate. The retroactive or prior acts date of such coverage shall not be after the
Effective Date, and Consultant shall maintain such insurance for a period of at least three
(3) years following completion of the Services. If such insurance is discontinued, extended
reporting period coverage must be obtained by Consultant to fulfill this requirement.
D.
Workers’ Compensation. Consultant agrees to provide workers’ compensation
insurance for all its employees in accordance with the statutory requirements of the State
of Minnesota. Consultant shall also carry employers’ liability coverage with minimum
limits as follows: (i) $500,000 – Bodily Injury by Disease per employee; (ii) $500,000 –
Bodily Injury by Disease aggregate; and (iii) $500,000 – Bodily Injury by Accident.
Consultant shall, prior to commencing the Services, deliver to the City a Certificate of Insurance
as evidence that the above coverages are in full force and effect. The insurance requirements may
be met through any combination of primary and umbrella/excess insurance. Consultant’s policies
shall be the primary insurance to any other valid and collectible insurance available to City with
respect to any claim arising out of Consultant’s performance under this Agreement. Consultant’s
policies and Certificate of Insurance shall contain a provision that coverage afforded under the
policies shall not be cancelled without at least thirty (30) days advanced written notice to the City.
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VI.
INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR RELATIONSHIP
City and Consultant agree that Consultant is an “independent contractor” and not an employee of
City. Contractor shall be solely and entirely responsible for its acts and for the acts of its
employees, agents, and subcontractors in connection with the Services. Consultant shall be
responsible for the compensation and benefits of Consultant’s employees and for payment of all
federal, state and local taxes payable with respect to any amounts paid to Consultant under this
Agreement. No payroll or employment taxes of any kind shall be withheld or paid by City with
respect to payments to Consultant, including but not limited to, FICA, FUTA, federal and state
personal income tax, state disability insurance tax and state unemployment tax. Consultant shall
not be entitled to any benefits from City, including, without limitation, insurance benefits, sick and
vacation leave, workers’ compensation benefits, unemployment compensation, disability,
severance pay, or retirement benefits.
VII. TERMINATION
This Agreement shall continue in effect until terminated by either party upon such party giving the
other no less than 30 days prior written notice of termination. Termination of this Agreement for
any reason shall not affect any provision of this Agreement that by its nature is intended to survive
termination.
VIII. OTHER TERMS
A.
Entire Agreement; Amendments. This Agreement and the attachments
referenced herein represent the entire agreement between Contractor and City. Any terms
in attachments which conflict with the main body of this Agreement shall be limited,
controlled and superseded by the terms in the main body of this Agreement. This
Agreement supersedes any prior or contemporaneous representations or agreements, either
written or oral. No amendment or modification of the terms of this Agreement, except as
may be expressly authorized herein, may be made and will not be effective unless agreed
upon in writing by City and Contractor.
B.
Assignability. The rights and obligations of Consultant under this Agreement shall
not be assignable or transferable without the prior written approval of the City.
C.
Compliance of all Laws; Ability to Perform; Representations. Consultant shall
comply with all applicable federal, state, and local laws, rules, regulations, codes,
ordinances and orders. Consultant has in effect and will maintain in effect all permits,
licenses, and other authorizations necessary for the performance of the Services. Consultant
is not aware of any fact or circumstance which would prevent Consultant from performing
in accordance with this Agreement. Consultant represents and warrants that Consultant has
the requisite training, skills, and experience necessary to provide the Services contemplated
by this Agreement, and that the Services will be performed using personnel, equipment,
and material qualified and suitable to perform the Services requested. Consultant shall be
solely responsible for its negligent acts, errors and omissions while performing Services
under this Agreement. Consultant will perform the Services with reasonable care and skill,
in a diligent and professional manner and in accordance with accepted professional
practices and industry standards.

3
Page 115 of 296

D.
Assurances and Indemnification. Consultant assures the City, and represents and
warrants, that the information it has provided in its Statement of Work is accurate and not
misleading in any material respect. Consultant shall defend and indemnify City, its
employees, officials, and agents, against all claims, demands and actions, and all related
costs and expenses (including reasonable attorneys’ fees) for injury, death, disability or
illness of any person, or damage to property, arising out of the negligent performance of
the Services or any breach of any representation or term of this Agreement by Consultant.
E.
Payment of Others. Consultant shall pay all of Consultant’s employees, agents,
and subcontractors furnishing services, labor, equipment, or materials incidental to the
performance of Consultant’s obligations under this Agreement.
F.
Rights in Deliverables. All deliverables associated with the Services, and all data,
information, ideas, designs, plans and creative works associated therewith, shall be the
exclusive property of City, including all intellectual property rights therein. City and
Consultant agree that such are works made for hire for City, and to the extent they do not
qualify as such, Consultant hereby assigns all rights therein to City.
G.
Consultant’s Obligations Upon Termination. Upon the expiration or termination
of this Agreement, Consultant shall furnish City with all deliverables and work in progress
associated with the Services as of the effective date of termination. City shall have the
unfettered right and freedom to use all such deliverables and work in progress as it sees fit,
and to hire third parties to complete all outstanding Services as of the effective date of
termination.
H.
Headings. The headings in this Agreement are intended solely for convenience of
reference and shall be given no effect in the construction or interpretation of this
Agreement.
I.
Notices. All notices or communications relating to this Agreement shall be in
writing and shall be deemed given upon hand delivery or deposit in the United States mail,
return receipt requested, and addressed as follows:
To the City:
Wayzata City Hall
600 East Rice Street
Wayzata, MN 55391
Attention: City Manager

To Consultant:
CTA Inc dba Cushing Terrell
226 North Washington Ave,
Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55401
Attention: Rebecca Muchow

J.
Governing Law; Jurisdiction; Data Practices Act. This Agreement shall be
construed in accordance with governed by the laws of the State of Minnesota. The parties
agree to submit to the jurisdiction of the courts of the State of Minnesota, and that any
litigation regarding this Agreement will be brought in the state or federal courts that lie in
Hennepin County, Minnesota. Consultant agrees to abide by the applicable provisions of
the Minnesota Government Data Practice Act, Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 13. Consultant
understands that all of the data created, collected, received, stored, used, maintained, or
4
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disseminated by Consultant in performing those functions that the City would perform is
subject to the requirements of Chapter 13, and Consultant must comply with those
requirements as if it were a government entity. This does not create a duty on the part of
Consultant to provide the public with access to public data if the public data is available
from the City, except as required by the terms of this Agreement.
K.
Waiver. The waiver by either party of any breach or failure to comply with any
provision of this Agreement by the other party shall not be construed as or constitute a
continuing waiver of such provision or a waiver of any other breach of or failure to comply
with any other provision of this Agreement.
L.
Savings Clause. If any court finds any portion of this Agreement to be contrary to
law, invalid, or unenforceable, the remainder of this Agreement will remain in full force
and effect.
M.
Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in multiple counterparts, each of
which shall be deemed an original, but all of which together shall constitute one and the
same document.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the Effective Date.
CITY:

CONSULTANT:

City of Wayzata, a Minnesota Municipal
corporation

CTA Inc dba Cushing Terrell

By: __________________________
Johanna Mouton, Mayor

By: __________________________
Rebecca Muchow, Architect

By: __________________________
Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager

5
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ATTACHMENT A
October 14, 2021
Emily Goellner

Community Development Director

City of Wayzata

600 Rice Street East

Wayzata, MN 55391

egoellner@wayzata.org
Re: Professional Design Services for City of Wayzata Section Foreman House
Ms. Goellner:
Cushing Terrell is pleased to provide this architectural and engineering services proposal for the

rehabilitation of the Section Foreman House located along Lake Minnetonka in Wayzata, MN. We are
excited and pleased at the opportunity to work with you on this project.

The attached proposal provides a description of Cushing Terrell’s understanding of the project scope and

discusses the scope of services Cushing Terrell will provide. It also lists our proposed team, which accounts
for the disciplines and expertise required for a project of this nature.

Please review the proposed services and fees attached. Do not hesitate to call or email if you have any

questions about the content therein. If you find this proposal meets your expectations, we have included the
completed City of Wayzata’s Professional Services Agreement for your review and signature.
Thank you for this opportunity.
Sincerely,
CUSHING TERRELL

Rebecca Muchow, AIA

Project Manager/Architect/Point-of-Contact
cc: Cushing Terrell File – SectionForemanHouse
Attachments:

Proposal
Project Schedule
City of Wayzata Professional Services Agreement

cushingterrell.com
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ATTACHMENT A

Proposal for Professional Services for City of Wayzata Section Foreman
House

SCOPE OF PROJECT
The City of Wayzata is seeking professional design services for the rehabilitation of the historic Section

Foreman House located in the Wayzata, MN on the shores of Lake Minnetonka. The project will include the
following:
•
•
•
•

Learning Center and support operations
Rehabilitation of the existing building
Potential outdoor learning area
Landscaping upgrades as necessary to support programming and linkage to future EcoPark and
boardwalk

You have proposed a construction budget of approximately $250,000 – 300,000 including escalation and
contingency. This amount covers only the construction contract and excludes professional service fees.

SCOPE OF SERVICES
Cushing Terrell will manage this project from our Minneapolis office. Our professional team will be led by the
following key team members:

Principal-in-Charge: Corey Johnson, AIA

Project Manager/Architect: Rebecca Muchow, AIA

Historic Preservation Specialist/Project Architect: Sarah Berwald, AIA

Architect/Engineer
Cushing Terrell
226 North Washington Ave, Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55401
612-284-5697
Cushing Terrell’s professional service offerings will include both basic and supplemental services as

described below. Cushing Terrell will provide all services, except those provided by our consultants which
include landscape architecture, and civil, structural, mechanical, electrical, plumbing engineering.

cushingterrell.com
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3
A detailed description of the professional services will be described in the accompanying Professional
Services Agreement.

Basic Services
Basic services for this project consist of architecture, landscape architecture, civil, structural, mechanical,

electrical, and plumbing engineering services and detailed cost-estimating. The project will progress through

several phases including programming, schematic design, design development, construction documentation,
bidding, and construction administration.

Supplemental Services
In addition to the basic services outlined above Cushing Terrell will provide the following supplemental
services:
•
•
•
•

Environmental Graphic Design/History Story Boards
Photo-realistic Renderings
Videography

Additional Design Presentations/Entitlement Support

Cushing Terrell offers other services that have not been included in the scope of services for this project but
may benefit the overall success of the project upon delivery and into the future. These services can be

provided at the Owner’s request, either to be incorporated into the Professional Services Agreement or as an
additional service after the contract is executed.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Preliminary Design

•

Measured Drawings

•

Fire Protection Engineering

•

Interior Design

Conformed Construction Documents
On-site Project Representation

•
•

Post-occupancy Evaluation

Coordination of Owner’s Consultants
Telecommunications/Data Design
Commissioning

Sustainable Project Services

As-designed Record Drawings

As-constructed Record Drawings

Assumptions
This proposal is based upon Cushing Terrell’s understanding of the following assumptions:
•
•

City of Wayzata will provide soil borings at the site to identify subterranean conditions if requested

by the project Structural Engineer.

City of Wayzata will provide access to the project site and adjacent buildings as needed for potential
utility connections.

cushingterrell.com
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•

City of Wayzata will provide any previous measured drawings, as-builts, surveys, conditions

•

City of Wayzata will lead the entitlement process as Owners of the project property with support

•

City of Wayzata has provided guidance from the City Forester and contract Arborist regarding

•

•

•
•

assessments, historic structures reports, building energy audits, and environmental reports.
from Cushing Terrell.

conduction of a tree survey and assessment of type and condition of tree species to inform the
project Landscape Architect.

The design team is assuming there is opportunity to provide a water line from the north which can

branch off from the lift station if a fire hydrant and water line is necessary for fire suppression/access
purposes.

Civil utility upgrades limited to new water service and sanitary service lines no further than 100 feet away

from the building, storm sewer utilities are excluded. Electrical service deemed acceptable, with ability to
provide additional from adjacent transformer.

Power currently is via overhead lines to the building and assumed to remain overhead and not be
buried as part of the project.

The design team is assuming bringing the building into current energy code requirements as needed
and guided by the IBC Existing Building Code for historic properties and the National Park Service

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties weatherization

guidance. Currently, regarding the IBC classification, the building would be considered either a Level
1 or Level 2 alteration, where upon the entire building does not require compliance with the energy
requirements of the International Energy Conservation Code, though the specific alterations shall
•

conform.

The design team is assuming no pursuit of third-party energy or sustainability standards are desired
at this time.

COMPENSATION PROPOSAL
Basic Services
Programming
Schematic Design
Design Development
Construction Documents
Bidding
Construction Administration
Total Basic Services

$9,442
$16,655
$23,771
$28,623
$5,221
$20,003
$103,715

Supplemental Services
**Environmental Graphic Design/History Story Boards
Photo-realistic Renderings

Hourly + Expenses
$1,500/rendering

cushingterrell.com
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Supplemental Services (Continued)
*Videography
w/ Rendering Still (1-3 minute clip)
Animated video clip (cost increase based on # clips, detail level)
Animation w/ no existing footage
Narration by CT
Additional Design Presentations/Entitlement Support
Fire Suppression Engineering (includes additional Civil Engineering suppo

$1,500/included still
$2,500 (starting)
$3,500 (starting)
Hourly + Expenses
Hourly + Expenses
$15,900 budget

The breakdown illustrates estimated fees based on the estimated construction and scope of work for the

project. These fees are subject to change if the scope of the project or cost of construction changes. Hourly
work will be billed at Cushing Terrell’s standard hourly rates for the year in which the time is expended.
Additional refinement of each of the supplemental services can be provided upon further discussion of
intent.

SPECIFIC EXCLUSIONS
Any additional tasks not identified in the above scope of work. Including significant Owner design revisions
after the completion and approval of the Schematic Design Phase, as well as, unforeseen conditions, AHJ
and/or City Requirements that would necessitate major design revisions.
REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES
Reimbursable expenses include travel (airfare, auto rental, mileage/fuel, lodging, and meals), printing,

copying, permitting fees, and postage. We estimate this to be approximately 10% of the consultant fees.
Legal fees incurred as a result of modifying a standard AIA contract or using Owner provided agreements
will be billed as a reimbursable expense to the project.

On a monthly basis, Cushing Terrell shall invoice Professional Fees and Reimbursable Expenses incurred

during the previous month. Invoices shall be payable thirty (30) days from date of invoice. If any amounts
remain unpaid more than sixty (60) days, Cushing Terrell has the right to suspend services.
PROJECT SCHEDULE
The proposed project schedule is as shown below. This schedule, with any modifications, will be incorporated
into the Professional Services Agreement contract executed by the parties.
A. Programming/Pre-Design (10-26-21 to 11-19-21= 4 weeks)

a. Kick-Off Meeting – Review Owner Project Requirements/Expectations and Needs
b. Site Visit to Survey and Document Existing Conditions

cushingterrell.com
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c.
d.
e.
f.

Collect all Resource Documents: surveys, reports, CAD files
Begin rezoning application
Establish Guiding Principles and Finalize Program
Establish Project Management and Communication Protocols

B. Schematic Design Phase (11-22-21 to 12-31-21 = 6 weeks)

a. Create (2-3) Options for design of project, including floor plans, elevations and 2-D and 3-D
imagery.
b. (3) Zoom Meetings to Review
c. Includes preliminary room layouts
d. Preliminary Code/Accessibility Review
e. Finalize SD Plans and Elevations
f. Entitlement Support Documents as needed
g. Preliminary cost-estimate
h. Wayfinding locations determined

C. Design Development Phase (1-03-22 to 3-04-22 = 9 weeks)

a. Deliverable documents will include site plan, building plans, elevations, sections and layout of
mechanical and electrical systems
b. 3-D Imagery refined
c. Outline specification describing materials, finishes and building systems.
d. (4) Zoom Meetings
e. Entitlement Support Documents as needed
f. Preliminary cost-estimate updated
g. SHPO preliminary review if needed

D. Construction Document Phase (3-07-22 to 4-29-22 = 8 weeks)
a. Issue 50% Set for coordination and Owner’s Review

b. Issue 95% Set for coordination and Owner’s Review

c.

(1) page-turn Zoom meeting

d. Final cost-estimate

e. 3-D Imagery refined

E. Bidding Phase (5-02-22 to 5-27-22 = 4 weeks) + City Approval Period (5-30-22 to 7-01-22 = 5
weeks)
a. Prepare and issue addendum as required.
b. Review bids and assist Owner with selection of General Contractor

c.

Provide documents as needed for City Commission Approval Meeting

F. Construction Administration Phase (7-05-22 to 2-27-23 =35 weeks/9mos)
cushingterrell.com
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a. Attend General Contractor/Site Meetings – assume 9 month construction schedule with
weekly meetings
b. Review of Submittals, Shop Drawings and RFI responses
c. Punch list.
This proposal is based upon prompt Owner review of and response to the submittals as shown above. The
Owner acknowledges that Owner-generated changes in the schedule of the project may result in

modifications of the associated professional fees.

This proposal is valid for 90 (ninety) days from date of issue.

cushingterrell.com
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City of Wayzata
PROPOSAL FOR ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN SERVICES

Rehabilitation of the Historic Section Foreman House
Wayzata, MN
September 1, 2021

COMPANY AND LEAD CONTACT

Rebecca Muchow, Project Manager
Cushing Terrell
226 North Washington Avenue | Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55401
612.213.2188
rebeccamuchow@cushingterrell.com
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September 1, 2021
Emily Goellner
Community Development Director | City of Wayzata
egoellner@wayzata.org

Re: Architectural Design Services – Section Foreman House Historic Rehabilitation | Wayzata, MN
Dear Ms. Goellner;
Having watched the development of the Panoway project in the recent past, Cushing Terrell is excited and proud to respond to your Request for Proposal for
the Rehabilitation of the Historic Section Foreman House. Cushing Terrell is a full-service architecture and engineering firm that has provided a wide range of
building services for over 83 years. Our comprehensive approach allows us to provide the City of Wayzata with a high level of service and unbeatable value.
We base our approach to the City of Wayzata Section Foreman House on the lessons learned through our years of experience in working across markets of
historic preservation, education, and residential projects. Our local experienced and integrated team allows us to respond to the needs of this high-profile
and genuinely dynamic project collaboratively and efficiently. We love the challenge of transforming aging buildings to convey their relevant and significant
historical value to the public.
At Cushing Terrell, we feel the following sets us apart:
·
·
·
·

We believe integrated,

We are a reliable and stable multi-disciplinary firm whose history and future are grounded in our community.
We focus on listening and interaction to provide a built result exceeding your expectations in a timely and efficient manner.
We are committed to the team approach.
We create and foster a fun, collaborative, and immersive design experience—just as rewarding as seeing the final solution completed.

Cushing Terrell has the resources, creativity, and commitment needed to provide you with responsive and cost-effective designs. Our Minneapolis office invests
in our community’s growth and livelihood, and we understand the importance of your project.

holistic design achieves

We look forward to demonstrating these capabilities and making your project a success. We live, work, and play here and believe that your success is our
success. We are ready to hit the ground running and begin working with you. Thank you for the opportunity!

better results every time.

Sincerely,

Cushing Terrell

Rebecca Muchow, AIA
Project Manager | Architect | Associate
rebeccamuchow@cushingterrell.com
cushingterrell.com

*The proposed fees included are valid for at least 90 days from the required submittal date.
226 North Washington Avenue, Suite 200

| Minneapolis, MN 55401 |

612.284.5697
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B USIN E SS O RG ANI Z ATI O N A ND H I STORY
Our Story

Principals

Our Services

We might be old, but we’ve aged gracefully. Back in 1938,
founders Cushing and Terrell believed integrating architecture,
engineering, and design opened the doors for deepened
relationships and enhanced creativity—and that hasn’t
changed. Generations of collaborative practice have proven
the benefit of working shoulder-to-shoulder to yield broader
viewpoints and better design solutions.

Alan Bronec | Missoula

Karen Magone | Billings

Anthony Houtz | Great Falls

Karl DeCock | Billings

Brad Sperry | Billings

As a team of more than 425 design professionals across 13
offices, we champion diversity, equity, and integrity in all
forms—this means placing people at the center of our practice.
Cushing Terrell teams develop progressive designs for a
wide range of projects in the seven market sectors we serve,
including commercial, education, government, healthcare,
infrastructure, residential, and retail. We value working as true
partners with our clients to create holistic design solutions
and high-performance buildings through preconstruction
and construction activities. Successful buildings require the
expertise of many professionals. The owners, end-users,
and clients are just as integral to the process. We pioneer
environments—by learning and listening from the beginning
and throughout the entire planning and design process.

Architecture

Historic Preservation

Engineering

Interior Design / Furnishings
Land Planning

Laura Dougherty | Denver

Electrical · Mechanical
Structural · Refrigeration
Civil · Plumbing

Chris Aageson | Seattle

Martin Byrnes | Great Falls

Building Commissioning

Life Cycle Costing

Corey Johnson | Boise

Mike O’Leary | Seattle

Construction Administration

Dave Mitchell | Kalispell

Nick Doherty | Missoula

Energy Modeling &
Conservation

Roofing / Building Enclosure
Consulting

David Koel | Kalispell

Nicole Dovel-Moore | Boise

Fran Quiram | Kalispell

Rick DeMarinis | Helena

Greg Matthews | Billings

Rob Arthur | Missoula

James Foster | Austin

Shannon Christensen | Billings

Jason Butler | Boise

Shawn Murray | Billings

Jim Armer | Boise

Sheri Blattel | Austin

Jim Beal | Billings

Tim Miller | Boise

Kara Eberle | Seattle

Wayne Freeman | Bozeman

Landscape Architecture

Facility Management

Security / Access Control
Design

Fire Protection

Space Planning

Graphic Design / Multimedia
Design / Wayfinding

Sustainable Design / LEED®
Value Engineering

Our Offices
COLORADO | IDAHO | LOUISIANA | MINNESOTA
MONTANA | TEXAS | WASHINGTON
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T E A M I DE N T I F I CATI O N
Organizational Chart

Design Team
We propose a team of selected professionals uniquely suited
to this project’s need for talent and expertise. We intend to
engage a range of designers, architects, and engineers to
inform the best holistic, integrated design solutions. Our
table detailing team members’ work on different aspects of
the project, including associated hours and fees, is covered in
Section 5 Fee Quotation.

City of Wayzata

Workload and Capacity

Corey Johnson, AIA, LEED AP BD+C
Educational Planner
Cushing Terrell

Rebecca Muchow, AIA, LEED AP

Sarah Berwald, AIA

Historic Preservation Specialist
Cushing Terrell

Thomas J. Lincoln, PE

Sr. Project Manager / Civil Engineer
Kimley-Horn

Bradley Severson, PE, SE
Structural Engineer
Kimley-Horn

Chris Emond

Project Manager
Cushing Terrell

Sr. Project Manager
Nor-Son

Willow Nichols, PE, LEED AP

Electrical Engineer /
Lighting and Fire Alarm Designer
Victus

Som Boualaphanh, PE, LEED AP BD+C
Mechanical and Plumbing Engineer /
Fire Suppression Designer
Victus

Mitchell Cookas, PLA
Landscape Architect
Kimley-Horn

Cushing Terrell’s proposed team typically has varying work
volumes under contract for a wide range of project types
and sizes. However, we understand the staffing requirements
for this effort, and our proposed team will be available to
meet your intended schedule. We completed numerous
projects successfully by selecting competent team managers
and members, using well-tested project management and
communications tools, and prioritizing work segments.
This process develops planning projects efficiently while
maintaining high levels of quality control. The team assigned to
your project will be available to commit the necessary skills and
talents to your project, ensuring we meet your time, budget,
and quality expectations.
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Rebecca Muchow, AIA, LEED AP

Corey Johnson, AIA, LEED AP BD+C

Sarah Berwald, AIA

PROJECT MANAGER / MAIN POINT OF CONTACT

EDUCATIONAL PLANNER

HISTORIC PRESERVATION ARCHITECT

Rebecca has over 17 years of experience designing various building
types through all phases of design and construction. She has worked
on ground-up to major renovations across several knowledge markets
with a special love for adaptive reuse projects. Her strengths are
ideation and connecting with clients to provide an engaging design
process from start to finish.

Corey Johnson is Cushing Terrell’s Education Design Studio director.
With over 25 years of experience, his passion is educational design.
His talents and skills have been honed and focused on leadership,
strategic planning, sustainable practices, educational programming,
planning, and design. Corey’s ambition is to create compelling,
innovative, and collaboratively charged education and
learning environments.

Sarah Berwald is a licensed architect with an immense appreciation
for historic structures and has been a practitioner of Preservation
Architecture in Minnesota, Montana and Texas. She is also a
registered architect and a professional member of the American
Institute of Architects.

Education
Bachelor of Architecture, North Dakota State University

Education
Master of Architecture, Montana State University

Relevant Experience

Bachelor of Architecture, Montana State University

African Economic Development Adaptive Reuse Project; St. Paul, MN

Education
Master of Architecture, Montana State University
Bachelor of Economics, University of Michigan
Relevant Experience
Old Faithful Haynes Photo Shop, Renovation & Addition;
Yellowstone National Park, WY

White Bear Lake Residence Renovation Study; White Bear Lake, MN

Relevant Experience

Historic Minard Hall Renovation & Addition; Fargo, ND*

St. Ignatius Elementary School; Meridian, ID

Historic St. Johns Block Adaptive Reuse Project; Grand Forks, ND*

Pahranagat Visitor Contact Center; Pahranagat NWR, NV

John H. Wood Courthouse & Spears Training Center Interior
Assessments; San Antonio, TX

Johnsrud 4H Education Center; Washburn, ND*

Montana State University Romney; Bozeman, MT

USFWS Seney Phase II Visitor Center Design; Seney, MI

*Project experience prior to joining Cushing Terrell

Lewis & Clark Interpretive Center; Great Falls, MT

National Park Log Buildings; Grand Teton National Park, WY

Treasure Valley Community College, CTE Center; Ontario, OR

MSU, Roof Replacement for Historic Structures; Bozeman, MT

Bozeman High School, Renovation; Bozeman, MT

Homer E. Sargent House Assessment; Detroit Lakes, MN
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Thomas J. Lincoln, PE

Mitchell Cookas, PLA

Bradley Severson, PE, SE

SR. PROJECT MANAGER / CIVIL ENGINEER

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT

STRUCTURAL ENGINEER

Thomas has 35 years of experience serving a variety of public and
private sector clients in the Minneapolis-St. Paul area and throughout
the Midwest. He works on a broad range of civil engineering
projects, responsible for master planning, entitlements, construction
documents, permitting, and construction administration services.
His primary development areas include master planning, retail,
commercial, industrial, multifamily residential, urban in-fill, and
brownfield redevelopment projects.

Mitchell brings 14 years of experience in site planning, civil
engineering, landscape architecture, water resources, and community
engagement. He has collaborated on various public parks, historic,
waterfront, education, housing, redevelopment projects, including
multiple projects within the City of Wayzata. Mitchell specializes in
sustainable site design, innovative stormwater management, and
placemaking to help create many benefits for your community.

Brad has more than 28 years of specialized experience in structural
engineering and has designed a broad range of projects, including
office buildings, retail, multifamily, industrial, government,
institutional, and historic rehabilitation projects. Building construction
types include structural steel, mild reinforced and post-tensioned
concrete, masonry, wood, and steel studs.
Education

Education
Education

Bachelor of Science, Structural Engineering, University of Minnesota

Master of Landscape Architecture, University of Minnesota-Twin Cities

Bachelor of Civil Engineering, University of Minnesota

Bachelor of Science, Civil Engineering, University of Minnesota

Bachelor of Environmental Design, University of Minnesota-Twin Cities

Relevant Experience

Relevant Experience

University of Minnesota, St. Anthony Falls Lab (SAFL) Renovation;
Minneapolis, MN

Leeds Public House, Historic Rehab; Michigan City, IN

Panoway, Wayzata Bay Master Planning & Concept Design;
Wayzata, MN*

Schmidt Artist Lofts, Historic Rehab; St. Paul, MN*

RBC Gateway Tower Mixed-Use Development; Minneapolis, MN

Unitarian Universalist Church of Minnetonka; Wayzata, MN*

Bloomington Central Station Redevelopment; Bloomington, MN

Private Residence; Wayzata, MN*

Dundee Nursery Redevelopment, Parkera & Twin Cities
Orthopedic; Plymouth, MN

River Tree School Expansion; Crystal, MN

Nordhaus & Odin Redevelopment, Superior Plating

Relevant Experience

International Institute of Minnesota Addition; St. Paul, MN
*Completed prior to joining Kimley-Horn

A-Mill Artist Lofts, Historic Rehab; Minneapolis, MN*
Goodhue Public Schools Addition/Remodel; Goodhue, MN
YMCA Camp Kici Yapi; Lakeville, MN
Williston Recreation Center Addition; Minnetonka, MN*
*Completed prior to joining Kimley-Horn
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Som Boualaphanh, PE, LEED AP BD+C

Willow Nichols, PE, LEED AP

Chris Emond

MECHANICAL & PLUMBING ENGINEER /
FIRE SUPPRESSION DESIGNER

ELECTRICAL ENGINEER/LIGHTING &
FIRE ALARM DESIGNER

SR. PROJECT MANAGER

Som has designed HVAC, piping, plumbing, and fire suppression
systems for more than two decades for many public, healthcare, and
commercial buildings. He applies his design expertise to facilities in
the Twin Cities, including the Hennepin County Medical Examiner
Facility, the Hindu Temple of Minnesota, Minneapolis City Hall, the
University of Minnesota, and dozens of other local businesses and
organizations.

Willow has 15 years of experience designing electrical distribution,
lighting, and lighting control systems for various public, government,
and educational facilities around the U.S. She is a Class A Master
Electrician in Minnesota and puts her practical construction knowledge
to use by identifying common-sense solutions that are maintainable and
reliable. With nine LEED-certified and seven Minnesota B3 projects in
her portfolio, Willow is continually seeking ways to improve the quality
of our built environment for all its occupants.

Education
Bachelor of Science, Mechanical Engineering, University of Minnesota

Education

Masters of Computer Science, University of Saint Thomas

Bachelor of Science, Electrical Engineering, University of Kansas
Masters Business Admin, University of Minnesota (anticipated 2022)

Relevant Experience
Minneapolis City Hall HVAC/Life-Safety Upgrades; Minneapolis, MN

Relevant Experience

Minnesota Capitol Complex, Cold Weather Protective Measures;
Saint Paul, MN

MN Dept. of Natural Resources, Glendalough State Park Trail
Center; Battle Lake, MN

Discovery Center Maintenance Building & Camper Cabins, Camp
Teko; Long Lake, MN

Discovery Center Maintenance Building, & Camper Cabins, Camp
Teko; Long Lake, MN

Legacy Academy Addition & Remodel; Andover, MN

University of Minnesota Walter Library “The Toaster” Innovation
Hub; Minneapolis, MN

Chris has over 16 years of construction management experience
on large projects around the U.S. and is an effective leader, being
recognized for bringing teams together to collaborate ideas and
form creative solutions. His strong work ethic, leadership skills, and
understanding of the industry have rendered him highly successful
jobs. Chris generates loyalty with his clients, subcontractors,
suppliers, and field staff through clear, consistent communication.
Education
Bachelor of Arts, Political Science and Internal Relations,
Saint John’s University
Relevant Experience
Montevideo Learning Center; Montevideo, MN
Yeshiva of Minneapolis School, Addition; St. Louis Park, MN
Hopkins Athletic and Concession Stand; Hopkins, MN
Mound/Westonka High School, Remodel; Minnetrista, MN
Artis Senior Living; Woodbury, MN
Qualitech Office Renovation, Phase 1-4; Chaska, MN
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A PPR OAC H A N D WO R K PL A N
Project Understanding
We will work with you to create a learning center integral
with the planned EcoPark experience using a 2,400 sq. ft.
historic residence rooted in railway history as the catalyst to
celebrate, educate and provide interpretive opportunities to
the community surrounding Wayzata’s development.
Goals & Objectives
1. Analyze. Review previous efforts to provide a vision, outline
the structure’s condition, and assist in decision-making.
Comply with necessary regulatory approvals and follow
recommendations by the various stakeholders.
2. Stabilize. Address the building conditions and create
consensus on allocating funds to carry the facility into future
decades with guidance from the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.
3. Maximize. Create a vibrant learning center that provides
access to educational programming using the existing
building and site as a living classroom. Tell the story of the
railroad’s role in the development of the City of Wayzata
4. Strategize. Integrate the historic structure and program
aspirations with the EcoPark master plan and experience.
Use consensus decision-making processes through a
combination of hybrid meetings and workshops.
Cushing Terrell understands the project funding is sourced
through public-private partnerships and possibly grants with a
construction budget of $250,000 to $300,000. Design work

is to commence fall of 2021 with winter bidding, spring 2022
construction start, and substantial completion anticipated for
the end of 2022.

Work Plan
We will provide full architectural and engineering services
using traditional design services (SD through CA) to implement
the design successfully. The primary task of the City is to
collaboratively work with our team to refine goals and objectives
for the duration of the project. We will identify and prioritize all
needs and implement a holistic approach with you.
Kick-off and Schematic Design
· Schedule a kick-off meeting to review existing efforts,
documents, surveys, and goals.
· Develop guidelines for communication between team
members and the transfer of project information between
the various team members and stakeholders identified by the
owner group.
· Finalize the program and utilize 3-dimensional models/
walk-throughs to familiarize the client with the proposed
design(s). Use this time for changes and consideration
to ensure the proposed design meets your operational
and budget needs. The client will select a final design for
continuation into the next phase.
· Develop a detailed schedule followed from concept to final
project completion to meet all City of Wayzata milestones

to complete the project by the substantial completion date.
Complete comprehensive construction cost estimates and
project budgets for each phase.
Design Development Documents
The DD phase is the beginning of the construction document,
which will include specifications and drawings. We will
continue our regular meetings with the client to verify the
design is progressing per their expectations and providing
answers to more detailed questions as they arise.
Construction Documents and Bidding
The CD phase completes the contract documents, including
construction documents (specifications/drawings) and
procurement (bid) documentation. We will coordinate with the
City of Wayzata to meet their needs and procedures. Typically,
this phase does not require a lot of coordination with the client,
given it is building on the approved DD documents, and we
have already answered all crucial questions.
Construction Administration
Construction Administration Services will include a review
of Shop Drawings, RFIs, Scheduled Site Visits, Punch list,
and Certificate of Substantial Completion approval. Cushing
Terrell will attend weekly scheduled project status meetings to
monitor/coordinate and observe work in progress, based on a
schedule developed with you and the awarded contractor.
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Project Understanding
Milestone

Concerns and Challenges
Date

Work Processes for Efficient Completion

Design Kick-Off

10/12/21

Assess. Meet with stakeholders and review building, site survey, and base drawings. We
utilize digital engagement tools to assist in the collaboration and priority setting. A summary
document is created and signed off to move into the next phase. Then we formulate guiding
principles and establish project management protocols at this stage to guide us throughout
the project.

Schematic Design/
Design Development

10/18/21 12/3/21

Design options, review, and approvals. We implement 2-D and 3-D imagery and again
utilize digital engagement tools for commentary/feedback and questions. We regroup as
needed while development continues and create a summary packet to sign-off before moving to the next phase.

Construction
Documents

12/4/21 1/28/22

Specification and Drawings for bidding. As we further define drawings and details for bidding preparation, we will establish page-turn/review milestone dates with you to effectively
communicate and move towards a permit and bid issue set.

Bid Advertisement

1/28/22

We will guide bid advertising and announcement to the construction community as preferred
by your stakeholders.

Bid Award and
Negotiation

1/29/22 2/28/22

We will be prepared a response to Bid RFIs and track appropriately utilizing internal tools. Additionally, we will use internal tools to assist you with Bid review, award, and negotiation.

City Council Approval
and Contract Award

3/1/22 3/31/22

Our team will meet with you to properly prepare any necessary documents as required to
present to the City for contract award.

Notice to Proceed/
Construction Start

4/1/22

Our team is available to assist in a construction kick-off meeting to review Construction Administration schedules, procedures, and milestones.

Substantial
Completion

12/1/22

We will be available to provide coordination and punch-list walk-throughs with field reports
to guide a successful substantial completion.

Closeout

3/1/23

Punch-walk review and final field report.

Each project comes with challenges, and our agile team will
work with you in navigating them. Below are a few of the
challenges and concerns we currently anticipate.
· Rezoning and timeframes associated with this process.
· The Lake Effect: durability, future maintenance (water, weather,
and wear) of materials.
· Access and views from Lake Street to the building, wayfinding.
· Connection to the Depot – visually and storytelling of the
railroad influence without redundancy.
· Integration and in keeping with the Eco Park master plan and
working with a separate team involved with phased work.
· Creating a “living classroom” at a “static building” with limited
demolition and impact to room layout.
· Weaving in learning about water resources and the EcoPark with
railroad history.
· Addressing how much of the site is genuinely part of this
project and able to be included within budget constraints.
· The seamless integration of technology into the design of
flexible and adaptable spaces to meet the diverse needs of the
program—thought given to easy access to future technology
upgrades.
· Include sustainable solutions that foster healthy spaces for
learning, teaching, and working.
· Anticipation of potential tear down of 1963 addition for a
possible indoor/outdoor learning area.
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PR O JE C T E X A M PL E S AND S UPPL E MENTAL INFORMATION
Enhanced Qualities/Services
Cushing Terrell’s Award-Winning
Historic Preservation Services
Cushing Terrell provides a full spectrum of historic
preservation services, from HABS/HAER documentation to
full-scale restorations. Our extensive knowledge of historical
construction, styles, materials, and symbolism is informed by
our strong investigative and analytical skills. We balance these
technical strengths with a true passion for the history of a place
and its sensitive translation in the present day. As such, we
appreciate all periods of architectural design, as evidenced
by our work ranging from the original Governor’s mansion in
Helena to the mid-century modern, as well as our work at the
Mammoth Clinic and Canyon Village Lodge in Yellowstone
National Park. Cushing Terrell is always guided by the Secretary
of the Interior’s Standards and our desire to do no harm.
Our comprehensive approach includes archival research,
in-depth building examination and analysis, and discussion of
the owner’s needs, incorporating them into a larger complete
package that provides a project well-fitted to the owner’s
program. Cushing Terrell has received awards for preservation
projects throughout Montana and the Rocky Mountain West,
such as the Governor’s Best Restoration Award of 2011 and
2013, the Yellowstone County Historic Preservation Board’s
Best Practices Award in 2013 and 2017, and the National Trust’s
Preservation Honor Award for the SIERR Building at McKinstry
Station in Spokane, WA.

Sustainability | Click here to learn more
Leading the Charge (and the Change)
Cushing Terrell’s Green Advocacy Council works to advance
holistic environmental sustainability, serving as a collective
knowledge and resource base for our firm and clients. The
GAC facilitates integrating sustainable design and business
practices into our projects and company culture through
advocacy and education. This service group’s expertise
includes LEED, Green Globes, and WELL certification, with
areas of focus comprising healthy materials, embodied carbon,
energy modeling, energy efficiency strategies, post-occupancy
evaluation and research, biophilic design, Net Zero initiatives,
on-site generation, and so much more. As a trusted advisor
to some of our largest clients, our team has worked closely
with Google and Dell to develop and pioneer their internal
corporate sustainable design programs.
Taking Responsibility
Cushing Terrell recognizes the impact development has on
our world, which compels us to be responsible stewards for
the environment, reducing our footprint and our clients. We
reinforce this commitment to sustainable operations through:
· Firm-wide Sustainable Design Initiative aligns with the AIA
Framework for Design Excellence and applies to all projects.
· Renewable energy credit purchase to offset
operations footprint.
· Partner in the Material Bank carbon-neutral sampling program.

· Green Advocacy Council to ensure that we embed sustainable
thought, action, and education in our culture and work.
· Sustainable Policy Champions who support sustainability at
the local level and host “green” design solution charrettes.
As part of the Environmental Protection Agency’s Green Power
Partnership, Cushing Terrell invests in Renewable Energy
Certificates (RECs) for 100% of our operational power needs —
accounting for all 13 offices and every remote team member.
We walk the walk and thrive on opportunities to challenge
convention. In 2019, our Boise office became the first building
in the U.S. to be certified in the LEED v4.1 Operations and
Maintenance: Commercial Interiors rating system. It’s the
twenty-fifth project to be certified in this system globally and
the sixth to get Platinum.
Local Staff, Local Resources
Our project leadership and the majority of our team are in our
Minneapolis office. They will coordinate all critical decisions
with your team from the beginning of the design, construction,
and warranty period, which is equally important. Our design
professionals can address all aspects of this effort while
capitalizing on local resources from project management to
production to construction administration. The depth of our
local resources, breadth of experience, and level of dedication
to service will translate into a seamless and innovative
design process.

Page 135 of 296

In addition, we are partnering with Kimley-Horn to provide civil
and structural engineering and landscape architectural services
for this project. Kimley-Horn has extensive historic preservation
experience, and they will provide you with the knowledge and
expertise of a local firm backed by the resources of a national
firm. We are also teaming with Victus Engineering and will
provide MEP and light services for this project. Another key
consultant we have partnered with is Nor-Son to handle the
cost estimating portion of this project.
Kimley-Horn
Kimley-Horn is a national planning and design consulting firm
specializing in comprehensive development services. They
have a diverse spectrum of private and public-sector clients
across many disciplines from more than 95 offices nationwide.
Their multidisciplinary development services cover a full
range of consulting services, including civil and structural
engineering, due diligence, entitlements, environmental,
landscape architecture, master planning, parking, permitting,
and traffic. In Minnesota, Kimley-Horn has completed
various services for numerous projects throughout the state
successfully. Kimley-Horn knows local processes, relevant
approaches, and typical challenges to avoid steep learning
curves and common mistakes. This knowledge, combined with
their relationships and experience with local agencies, often
leads to quicker approvals—keeping their clients’ projects on
track, if not ahead of schedule.

Victus Engineering
Victus Engineering is a local Minneapolis Small/MinorityOwned Business Enterprise (S/MBE) firm. Teamwork, technical
excellence, and continuous improvement are the core
values that have driven its rapid growth. They demonstrate
these values on all their projects by applying a repeatable,
established process of initiating, planning, executing,
monitoring, and closing every project. Clear communication
and delivering on promises drive the firm’s commitment
to teamwork. Embracing state-of-the-art design tools and
applying a proven quality control process to projects ensures
technical excellence. Finally, a commitment to always place
clients’ success above profits motivates Victus to refine its
methods by seeking feedback continually.
Nor-Son
Founded in 1978, Nor-Son is a nationally recognized
construction services firm specializing in creating warm,
welcoming, and well-built environments in the education,
home, hospitality, healthcare, and commercial sectors. NorSon’s tradition of personal attention, supported by today’s
technology, allows for a client-focused culture reflected
in each project. They deliver environments of distinctive
character, precision craftsmanship, and incomparable
quality—competitively. Nor-Son’s environment provides for the
emotional, physical, and financial well-being of its owners and
occupants. For over 40 years, they have been a trusted name
and maintains the highest standards in integrated construction
services, collaboration, and client communication.

References
Montana Heritage Center
Bob Warfle
Montana Dept. of Administration
406.444.3104
rwarfle@mt.gov

Romney Hall Renovations
Walter Banziger, AIA LEED AP
Montana State University
406.994.7457
wbanziger@montana.edu

St. Ignatius Catholic School
Karen Mahoney
Holy Apostles Catholic Church
208.888.4759
kmahoney@tmbrmtn.com

Google Austin
Michael Mize, Owners Representative
CBRE
512.699.2374
mike.mize@cbre.com
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Relevant Project Experience
Community Connections
The school connects its internal and external communities with
places for gathering, socializing, eating, celebrating, presenting,
and displaying. A learning center can support social interactions
and connections with the neighborhood and educational and
business partners in the commons, hub, multi-purpose rooms,
and performance spaces.

Top Left: Old Faithful Visitor Education Center | Yellowstone National Park
Top Right: Montana Heritage Center | Helena, MT
Bottom Left: Lewis & Clark National Historic Trail Interpretive Center |
Great Falls, MT
Bottom Right: Google | Austin, TX
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Relevant Project Experience
Learning Landscapes
Cushing Terrell believes that the connection between indoor
and outdoor spaces is a critical component of creative learning.
Outdoor learning and exploration can take many forms,
allowing students to study nature in its natural environment. This
journey includes interactive walks, go wild with messy science
experiments, discovering green thumb through gardening,
witness sustainable strategies in use, and have the freedom and
space to be kids. Quick, flexible connections can utilize a beautiful
day and create usable breakout spaces indoors to the outdoors.

Top Left: Tippet Rise School House | Fishtail, MT
Top Right: Pahranagat Visitor Center | Alamo, NV
Bottom Left: Scentsy Inc. | Meridian, ID
Bottom & Middle Right: St. Ignatius K-8 School | Meridian, ID
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Passing Glimpse by Robert Frost
To Ridgely Torrence
On Last Looking into His ‘Hesperides’
I often see flowers from a passing car
That are gone before I can tell what they are
I want to get out of the train and go back
To see what they were beside the track.
I name all the flowers I am sure they weren’t;
Not fireweed loving where woods have burntNot bluebells gracing a tunnel mouthNot lupine living on sand and drouth.
Was something brushed across my mind
That no one on earth will ever find?
Heaven gives it glimpses only to those
Not in position to look too close.

The effort to recapture the lakefront and make it
more meaningful and accessible to our residents
sparked the plan to make the Section Foreman’s
House into a center for learning about the ecology
of the lake.

Ken Willcox
Wayzata Mayor

Context can come in many forms. The historical, ethnographical,
and ecological contexts are all layers that can make a communitycentric project meaningful. Our team is excited to work with you
to distill the context. What learning center inspiration can be
pulled from understanding the City’s settlement history with its
sawmill, hotel, and small shops? How can our team develop a
design that evokes a sense of wonder and curiosity in visitors by
recalling the railway’s influence on this gateway to Lake
Minnetonka? What sort of passing glimpses can we create to
speak to the ecology and commanding beauty of the lakefront?
From pre-settlement to 1854 platting to depot closing in 1971 and
beyond, the City of Wayzata has an exciting story to tell with the
over 100-year-old Section Foreman House. We are ready to work
with you to bring it out of obscurity.

Top Right: Wayzata Early Settlement
Bottom Left: Wayzata Depot
Bottom Middle: Section Foreman House
Bottom Right: Wayzata Depot

Page 139 of 296

City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 9.b
TITLE: Consider Adoption of Resolution 53-2021 Approving a Variance for Impervious Surface Coverage at
1640 Holdridge Circle
PROPOSED MOTION: To Adopt Resolution 53-2021 Approving a Variance for Impervious Surface
Coverage at 1640 Holdridge Circle
PREPARED BY: Eric Zweber, Planning Consultant, Emily Goellner, Community Development Director
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
The Planning Commission recommends adoption of Resolution 53-2021 Approving a Variance for Impervious
Surface Coverage at 1640 Holdridge Circle.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
Typical development fees and escrows will be associated with this project.
BACKGROUND:
The applicant and property owner, Reed Lewis, has submitted a development application requesting approval
of a variance from the maximum impervious surface requirement of 25% within the R-1 District to allow for the
paving of a driveway on the property located at 1640 Holdridge Circle.
On September 1, 2021, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing and considered the application
for the impervious surface variance. No testimony was provided during the public hearing. Following the public
hearing on October 4, the Planning Commission approved a PC Report and Recommendation approving the
variance by a unanimous vote (6-0).
Attached is the corresponding planning report and draft resolution.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Draft Resolution 53-2021 Approving a Variance for Impervious Surface at 1640 Holdridge Circle
2.
PC Report and Recommendation for 1640 Holdridge Circle
3.
September 1 2021 PC Staff Report and Attachments for 1640 Holdridge Circle
4.
Excerpt of September 1 2021 PC Minutes
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Resolution No. 53-2021

Page 1

RESOLUTION NO. 53-2021

RESOLUTION APPROVING VARIANCE FOR IMPERVIOUS SURFACE COVERAGE
AT 1640 HOLDRIDGE CIRCLE
WHEREAS, Reed Lewis has submitted a development application dated July 28,
2021 (the “Application”) for approval of a variance from the impervious surface
requirement within the R- 1 District to allow for the paving of a section of unpaved
driveway (the “Project”) on the property located at 1640 Holdridge Circle (the “Property”,
legally described on Attachment A of this Resolution); and
WHEREAS, the Wayzata Planning Commission, pursuant to the Zoning
Ordinance, held a public hearing on the Application on September 1, 2021, and adopted
a Report and Recommendation to the City Council to approve the requested variance
on October 4, 2021, a copy of which is attached to this Resolution as Attachment B (the
“PC Report and Recommendation”).
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata,
Minnesota as follows:
A.
Based on the Application materials, additional materials submitted by the
Applicant, staff reports, public comment and information presented at the public hearing,
the standards of the Wayzata Zoning Ordinance, and the findings and recommendations
of the PC Report and Recommendation, all of which are incorporated by reference in
this Resolution, the City Council of the City of Wayzata hereby finds, confirms and
memorializes that the Application and requested variance meets all of the applicable
standards and requirements of Wayzata’s Zoning Ordinance.
B.
Based on the foregoing, the variance from the impervious surface
requirement requested in the Application is hereby APPROVED, subject to the following
conditions:
1.

The Applicant must secure all necessary building permits for
construction, and follow all laws and regulations applicable to the
Project, including building codes, environmental and land use
regulations, and City Code and policies applicable to days and
times of work, and construction management.

2.

The Applicant must build and complete the Project in conformance,
in all material respects, with the plans depicted in the Application,
including the updated plans for stormwater management and
mitigation.
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CITY OF WAYZATA
3.

Resolution No. 53-2021

Page 2

All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert,
legal, and planning fees, incurred in connection with the Application
must be fully reimbursed by the Applicant.

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 19th day of October 2021.

Johanna Mouton, Mayor

ATTEST:

Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager

ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION:
Motion for adoption:
Seconded by:
Voted in favor of:
Voted against:
Abstained:
Absent:
Resolution adopted.
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by
the City Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on
October 19, 2021.

__________________________________
Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
SEAL
Attachment A
Legal Description of Property
Attachment B
PC Report and Recommendation
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Resolution No. 53-2021
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Attachment A
Legal Description of Property
Address

1640 Holdridge Circle, Wayzata MN 55391

PID

05-117-22-42-0028

Legal Description

Lot 1, Block 1, Holdridge Woods.

Abstract or
Torrens?

Torrens

Certificate No.

1329520

Page 143 of 296

CITY OF WAYZATA

Resolution No. 53-2021
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Attachment B
PC Report and Recommendation
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION
October 4, 2021

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL
OF VARIANCE FOR IMPERVIOUS SURFACE COVERAGE
AT 1640 HOLDRIDGE CIRCLE

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION
Approval* of Impervious Surface Coverage Variance to allow for paved driveway
* subject to certain conditions noted in Section 4 of this Report

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
Section 1.

BACKGROUND

1.1

Project. The applicant and property owner, Reed Lewis, (the “Applicant”) has
submitted a development application (the “Application”) requesting approval of a
variance from the impervious surface requirement within the R- 1 District to allow for
the paving of a section of unpaved driveway (the “Project”) on the property located at
1640 Holdridge Circle (the “Property”). The proposed paving would increase the
impervious surface area on the Property from 24.56% of the Property to 26.69%.

1.2

Application Request. The Application is for approval of a variance from the 25%
impervious surface coverage limit in the R-1/Low Density Single Family Residential
Zoning District to allow for an impervious surface coverage of up to 27% of the
Property (the “Impervious Surface Variance”).

1.3

Property. The street address, property identification number, and owner of the
Property are:
1640 Holdridge Circle

1.4

05-117-22-42-0028

Reed Lewis

Land Use.
The Property is zoned R-1/Low Density Single Family Residential
District, and guided One Acre Single Family under the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan.
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1.5

PC Report and Recommendation

Page 2

Notice and Public Hearing. Notice of a public hearing on the Application was
published in the Lakeshore Weekly News on August 19, 2021. A copy of the notice
was mailed to all property owners located with 500 feet of the Property on August 19,
2021. The public hearing on the Application was held at the September 1, 2021
Planning Commission meeting.

Section 2.

STANDARDS

2.1

Impervious Surface Coverage Limit. The maximum impervious surface coverage
permitted in the R-1/Low Density Single Family Residential District is twenty-five
percent (25%) of the lot. Section 952.07A.

2.2

Variance. The applicable criteria for granting a variance from the standards of the
Zoning Ordinance under Sec. 905.1.C. are:
A.

Variances shall only be permitted when they are:
(i) in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the Zoning Ordinance;
and
(ii) consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

B.

Variances may be granted when the Applicant for the variance establishes that
there are practical difficulties in complying with the Zoning Ordinance.

C.

“Practical difficulties,” as used in connection with the granting of a variance,
means that:
(i) the property owner’s proposal for the property is reasonable but not
permitted by the Zoning Ordinance;
(ii) the plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property,
and not created by the landowner; and
(iii) the variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality.

D.

Economic considerations alone do not constitute practical difficulties. Practical
difficulties include, but are not limited to, inadequate access to direct sunlight
for solar energy systems.

E.

The City Council shall not permit as a variance any use that is not allowed
under the Zoning Ordinance for property in the zoning district where the
affected person’s land is located, except the City Council may permit as a
variance the temporary use of a one family dwelling as a two family dwelling.

F.

An application for a variance shall set forth reasons that the variance is justified
under the criteria of this section in order to make reasonable use of the land,
structure or building.

Section 3.

FINDINGS
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Based on the Application materials, staff reports, public comment presented at the public
hearing, and Wayzata’s Zoning Ordinance, the Planning Commission of the City of
Wayzata makes the following findings of fact:
3.1

Impervious Surface Variance.
A.

The Impervious Surface Variance requested is (i) in harmony with the general
purposes and intent of the Zoning Ordinance in that it would be used in
connection with a residential use that is consistent with existing aesthetics,
styles, design and layout of the residences and driveways of the surrounding
residential neighborhood, and (ii) consistent with the Comprehensive Plan’s
guidance for the area.

B.

The Applicant, in the narrative of its Application and its public comments before
the Planning Commission has established that there are practical difficulties in
complying with the strict standards of the Zoning Ordinance as they relate to
the impervious surface coverage limit, safely maintaining and clearing the
driveway, and the impact of the shared portion of driveway that serves both
the Property and an adjacent property.

C.

A finding of “Practical difficulties” is supported by the following:
(i)

(ii)
(iii)

The Applicant’s proposal for the Property is reasonable in that it would
not change the character and layout of the Property or surrounding
neighborhood by paving an unpaved portion of the driveway which, with
the shared portion of driveway, is driving the need for the Impervious
Surface Variance.
The plight of the Applicant is due to the unique character of the Property
and the shared driveway on it, and was not created by the Applicant.
The Impervious Surface Variance would not alter the essential
character of the locality.

D.

The practical difficulties necessitating the Impervious Surface Variance are not
economic in nature but rather are driven by the shared driveway on the
Property and a desire for a safer, and an easier to maintain and clear, driveway
surface.

E.

The proposed use for the Property is permitted within the R-1/Low Density
Single Family Residential District.

F.

The conditions for granting approval of the Impervious Surface Variance listed
below in Section 4 of this Report should be considered by City Council.
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Section 4.
4.1

PC Report and Recommendation
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The Applicant has provided the reasons that the Impervious Surface Variance
is justified under applicable criteria in order to make reasonable use of the
land, structures and buildings on the Property.
RECOMMENDATION

Planning Commission Recommendation. Based on the findings in section 3 of this
Report, the Planning Commission recommends approval of the Impervious Surface
Variance requested in the Application, subject to the following conditions:
A.

The Applicant must secure all necessary permits for construction, and follow
all laws and regulations applicable to the Project, including building codes,
environmental and land use regulations, and City Code and policies applicable
to days and times of work, and construction management.

B.

The Applicant must build and complete the Project in conformance, in all
material respects, with the plans depicted in the Application, including the
updated plans for stormwater management and mitigation.

C.

All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert, legal, and
planning fees incurred must be fully reimbursed by the Applicant.
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Adopted by the Wayzata Planning Commission this 4th day of October 2021.

Attachments:
Attachment A: Legal Description of Property
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Attachment A
Legal Description and Property Information
Address

1640 Holdridge Circle, Wayzata MN 55391

PID

05-117-22-42-0028

Legal Description

Lot 1, Block 1, Holdridge Woods.

Abstract or
Torrens?

Torrens

Certificate No.

1329520
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Staff Report
Wayzata Planning Commission
September 1, 2021
Project Name:

1640 Holdridge Circle

Requests:

Variance for Impervious Surface over 25%

Applicant/Owner:

Reed Lewis

Addresses of Request:

1640 Holdridge Circle

Prepared by:

Eric Zweber, Consulting Planner

“60 Day” Deadline:

September 26, 2021

Development Application
Introduction
The applicant and property owner, Reed Lewis, has submitted a development application
requesting approval of a variance from the impervious surface requirement within the R1 District (§ 952.07 A.), to allow for the paving of a driveway on the property located at
1640 Holdridge Circle.
Property Information
The property identification number and owner of the property are as follows:
Address
1640 Holdridge Circle

PID
05-117-22-42-0028

Owner
Reed Lewis

The current zoning and comprehensive plan land use designation for the property are as
follows:

Current Zoning:

639 Bushaway Rd
R-1/Low Density Single Family Residential District

Comprehensive Plan Designation:

One Acre Single Family
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Project Location
The property is located on the south side of Holdridge Circle:
Map 1: Project Location

Source: Hennepin County

Application Requests
As part of the submitted development application, the applicant is requesting approval of
the following item:
A. Impervious Surface Variance: City Code § 952.07 A. states that the impervious
surface of developments within the R-1 Zoning District shall not exceed 25% of
the lot area. The existing property contains 24.56% impervious surface. The
house, proposed driveway surfacing, and other impervious surfaces would total
26.69%, which is a 2.13% increase from the existing development. The
applicant has provided their practical difficulty and other variance justification
in the narrative attached to this staff report.
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Public Hearing Notice
Notice of the public hearing on the Application was published in the Lakeshore Weekly
News on August 19, 2021. The public hearing notice was also mailed to all property
owners located within 500 feet of the subject property on August 19, 2021.
Background Information
The existing house at 1640 Holdridge Circle was constructed in 2011. The property
shares a driveway with the neighbor to the west (1630 Holdridge Circle). The subject
property had a circular driveway connection constructed originally of grass, that was then
reconstructed with pervious pavement at a later date. The applicant is proposing to
resurface this driveway connection area with bituminous pavement.
The existing site contains a single-family home with an attached garage, pool, hot tub,
retaining walls, and a paved patio. The site is 42,567 square feet in area, allowing for
10,641 square feet of impervious surface coverage where there is currently 10,453
square feet existing.
Proposed Changes to 1640 Holdridge Circle
The proposed changes to the property include resurfacing the existing circular driveway
extension with bituminous pavement. The proposed pavement is 906 square feet in area,
which increases the total site impervious surface to 11,359 square feet, which is 712
square feet (1.69%) over the allowable 25%.
Analysis of Application
City staff has reviewed the pertinent information and City Code requirements for the
proposed project, and provides the following analysis and information:
Comprehensive Plan
The Comprehensive Plan land use designation for the subject property is One Acre Single
Family (0.5 to 1 unit per acre). The Comprehensive Plan includes the following description
for the One Acre Single Family designation: One Acre Single Family represents
residential development on lot sizes of 1 to 2 acres. This designation is located near the
Estate Single Family uses, removed from the historic community core. Single-family
homes are the primary use within this category, however, accessory dwelling units are
also allowed.
Zoning
The property is zoned R-1 District. The following table outlines the Zoning Ordinance
standards:
Regulation
Lot Coverage
Impervious
Surface
(max.)

R-1 District
15 %

Existing
8.93 %

Proposed
8.93 %

25 %

24.56 %

26.69 %
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1640 Holdridge Circle
Page 4 of 5
Regulation
Principle
Structure
Setbacks (min.)
Lot Area
(min.)
Lot Width
Lot Depth

R-1 District
Front: 45 ft
Rear: 50 ft
Side: 20 ft

Existing

Proposed
Front: 45.0 ft
Rear: 73.5 ft
Side: 59.1 ft

40,000 sq. ft.

42,567 sq. ft.

150 ft
150 ft

226.82 ft
180.99 ft

Impervious Surface
The applicant has supplied the justification for their variance request which is attached to
this staff report. The narrative includes that the shared driveway with the neighbor to the
west accommodates for much of the properties impervious surface coverage. The area
of the shared driveway connecting 1630 Holdridge Circle with the Holdridge Circle rightof-way is about 1,800 square feet, which pro-rates to about 900 square feet for each lot.
Standards of Planning Commission Review of Application Requests
The variance request is a quasi-judicial review and decision, meaning that the Planning
Commission acts similar to a judge in a courtroom and applies the relevant rules of the
Zoning Ordinance to this particular property and proposed development.
The Planning Commission should recommend approval of the impervious surface
requests by the applicant if the Commission determines that they meet all of the Zoning
Ordinance requirements in City Code § 905.01 C (see following page).
Primary Questions to Consider
• Is there a practical difficulty unique to the property with this variance request?
• Are there practical alternative options available that prevent or decrease the extent
of the variance request?
• Will this variance request alter the essential locality of the locality?
Action Steps
After considering the items outlined in this report, holding the public hearing on the
application, and discussing the requests of the Application, the Planning Commission
should direct staff to prepare a draft Planning Commission Report and Recommendation,
with appropriate findings, reflecting a recommendation on the application, for review and
adoption at the next Planning Commission meeting.
Attachments
Application (4 pages)
Applicant’s Narrative (2 pages)
As Built Survey (1 page)
Proposed Survey (1 page)
Shared Driveway Diagram (1 page)
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1640 Holdridge Circle
Page 5 of 5
Applicable Code Provisions for Review
Staff has analyzed the facts provided by the applicant in comparison with the criteria for
approval. While several criteria appear to be met, staff has highlighted in bold the
criteria that may require additional discussion with the Planning Commission.
Zoning Ordinance Variances (§ 905.01 C.) (Applicable to impervious surface over 25%)
The criteria for granting a variance includes the following conditions governing
considerations of variance requests.
1. Variances shall only be permitted when they are:
a) In harmony with the general purposes and intent of this Ordinance; and
b) Consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.
2. Variances may be granted when the Applicant for the variance establishes that
there are practical difficulties in complying with this Ordinance.
3. "Practical difficulties," as used in connection with the granting of a
variance, means that:
a) The property owner's proposal for the property is reasonable but not
permitted by this Ordinance;
b) The plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the
property, and not created by the landowner; and
c) The variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the
locality.
4. Economic considerations alone do not constitute practical difficulties. Practical
difficulties include, but are not limited to, inadequate access to direct sunlight
for solar energy systems.
5. Variances shall be granted for earth sheltered construction as defined in Minn.
Stats. § 216C.06, Subd. 14, when in harmony with this Ordinance.
6. The City Council shall not permit as a variance any use that is not allowed
under this Ordinance for property in the zoning district where the affected
person's land is located, except the City Council may permit as a variance the
temporary use of a one family dwelling as a two family dwelling.
7. The City Council may impose conditions in the granting of variances. A
condition must be directly related to and must bear a rough
proportionality to the impact created by the variance.
8. An application for a variance shall set forth reasons that the variance is justified
under the criteria of this section in order to make reasonable use of the land,
structure or building.

Page 155 of 296

Page 156 of 296

Page 157 of 296

Page 158 of 296

40

40

HOLDRIDGE CIRCLE

CAPPED PIPE
CAP #22414

SPIKE
3/4" IRON PIN

N88°55'03"E 226.82

76.67

10

10

150.15
DRAINAGE AND UTILITY EASEMENT PER HOLDRIDGE WOODS

10

D UTILITY EASE
DRAINAGE AN

0.5' WIDE STONE
PAVERS ALONG
EDGE OF PERMEABLE
PAVEMENT

OUSE

ING H

DRAINAGE AND UTILITY EASEMENT PER HOLDRIDGE WOODS

WEST LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 HOLDRIDGE WOODS

N00°51'19"E 180.99

EXIST

58.8

2.20
S04°04'25"E 18

LD
MENT PER HO

46.3

RIDGE WOODS

0.5' WIDE STONE
PAVERS ALONG
EDGE OF PERMEABLE
PAVEMENT

LEGEND
HYDRANT
GATE VALVE
X

FENCE LINE
IRRIGATION VALVE

RETAINING WALL

BITUMINOUS SURFACE

HOT TUB
(NOT INCLUDED IN IMPERVIOUS
CALCULATIONS)

POOL

S
VIOU
IMPER
DED IN NS)
U
L
C
IO
IN
ULAT
(NOT
CALC

CONCRETE SURFACE
PAVER SURFACE

RETAINING WALL
ING
RETAIN

FOUND MONUMENT (SEE LABEL)

WALL

DENOTES PERMEABLE PAVEMENT
(NOT INCLUDED IN EXISTING IMPERVIOUS
CALCULATIONS)
ALSO DENOTES PROPOSED AREA TO BE PAVED
AREA = 906 SQ. FT.

10

X

N:\0032856.00\DWG\0032856.00V-SURV.DWG

DISTURBED PIPE
CAP ILLEGIBLE
2.0' N.E. OF CORNER

10

DRAINAGE AND UTILITY EASEMENT PER HOLDRIDGE WOODS

10

CAPPED PIPE
CAP #22414

S89°10'06"W 242.45

EXISTING IMPERVIOUS CALCULATIONS
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

GENERAL NOTES

Lot 1, Block 1, HOLDRIDGE WOODS, Hennepin County, Minnesota.

1.

This Survey was performed without the benefit of a title commitment. No search for
easement of restrictions recorded or unrecorded, if any, was mad by the Surveyor.

HOUSE/GARAGE = 4,769 SQ. FT.
CONCRETE = 109 SQ. FT.
PAVERS = 2,054 SQ. FT.
BITUMINOUS = 3,521 SQ. FT.

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS PLAN WAS PREPARED BY ME
OR UNDER MY DIRECT SUPERVISION AND THAT I AM A
DULY LICENSED LAND SURVEYOR UNDER THE LAWS OF THE
STATE OF MINNESOTA

EXISTING IMPERVIOUS = 10,453 SQ. FT.
TOTAL PARCEL AREA = 42,567 SQ. FT.
PERCENT IMPERVIOUS = 24.56%

PROPOSED IMPERVIOUS CALCULATIONS

2.
3.

DESIGNED:

.

CHECKED:

CRF

DRAWN:

NAS

FIELD CREW:

.

FIELD WORK DATE:

.

INITIAL ISSUE:
REVISIONS:

7/19/2021

The west line of Lot 1, Block 1, HOLDRIDGE WOODS is assumed to bear

HOUSE/GARAGE = 4,769 SQ. FT.
CONCRETE = 109 SQ. FT.
PAVERS = 2,054 SQ. FT.
BITUMINOUS = 3,521 SQ. FT.
PROPOSED PAVEMENT = 906 SQ. FT.

PROPOSED TOTAL IMPERVIOUS = 11,359 SQ. FT.
TOTAL PARCEL AREA = 42,567 SQ. FT.

20'

40'

Christopher R. Foley
DATE:

PERCENT IMPERVIOUS = 26.69%

7/19/21

55343

LICENSE NO.

SHEET NUMBER:
PREPARED FOR:

7/19/2021 - CLIENT COMMENTS (NAS)
7/23/2021 - SIGN SURVEY (NAS)

0'

Reed and Jacki Lewis

1640 Holdridge Circle
Wayzata, MN

Phone
Fax
TolFree

(320) 253-9495
(320) 358-2001
(800) 270-9495

3701 12th Street North, Suite 206
St. Cloud, MN 56303

Certificate
of Survey
PROJECT NUMBER: 0032856.00

1

OF

1
DATE:

7/19/2021
Page 159 of 296

Page 160 of 296

PC09012021- 2

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45

zoning districts should be permitted. Commissioner Douglas stated if keeping of chickens were
to be extended to smaller lot sizes, then neighbors might want to have input.
Hearing no other comments or questions, Acting Chair Parkhill asked for a motion to approve the
Consent Agenda as presented.
Commissioner Sorenson made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Douglas, to approve the
Consent Agenda as presented. The motion carried unanimously.
AGENDA ITEM 5. Old Business Items
None.
AGENDA ITEM 6. Public Hearing Items
a) Development Application for a Variance to Allow an Impervious Surface at 1640
Holdridge Circle
Director Goellner introduced Planning Consultant Zweber.
Planning Consultant Zweber gave an overview of the Applicant’s request for a Variance from the
maximum impervious surface area of 25% within the R-1 District to allow for the paving of a
driveway on the property located at 1640 Holdridge Circle. He discussed the current zoning,
Comprehensive Plan land use designation, property location, the Applicant’s request, background
information and proposed changes, staff’s analysis of the application, and next steps.
Acting Chair Parkhill asked if the Commission had any questions for Staff.
Commissioner Sorenson asked about the history of how the City had dealt with shared driveway
situations in the past. Director Goellner said staff has learned over time about the implications of
allowing shared driveways. It tends to reduce impervious surface overall; however, it can lead to
tighter development patterns and issues with the shared space. The City typically prefers
independent driveways, but this shared driveway was approved many years ago.
Commissioner Stockton asked why the shared impervious surface was not split between the two
homes. Acting Chair Parkhill also asked if the impervious surface was lower next door. Planning
Consultant Zweber explained the reason the impervious surface was not split was because of the
definitions within the ordinance. All impervious surfaces are counted on the lots in which they
are located. He said he did not have access to the numbers for the impervious surface coverage of
the property to the west.
Commissioner Schwalbe asked if the two lots’ impervious surfaces were counted together would
they be over the 25% allowance. Planning Consultant Zweber said he was not sure. The City
Code would allow each to go up to the 25% impervious surface.
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Commissioner Severson asked if this was not a shared driveway, would it impact tonight’s
discussion. Planning Consultant Zweber said the property had a looped driveway which did not
have to be looped, so they have made choices. He noted that part of the Planning Commission’s
consideration was to decide whether there was a practical difficulty to support the variance
requested. City Attorney Schelzel added that one of the criteria for a variance was the
consideration of whether the request was reasonable. The Planning Commission could find that
the request was reasonable because of the shared driveway.
There being no further questions for staff, Acting Chair Parkhill invited the Applicant to address
the Commission.
Reed Lewis, 1640 Holdridge Circle, Applicant, explained the proposed area to be paved was 906
square feet which would change the total impervious surface to 26.9% of the lot. The said the
practical difficulty was because the existing pavement had not held up structurally. He said they
had also tried grass with a structural mat, but it did not last.
Acting Chair Parkhill asked if the Commission had any questions for Staff or the Applicant.
There being no additional questions from the Commission for the applicant, Acting Chair Parkhill
opened the public hearing on the application at 6:50 pm.
Planning Consultant Zweber stated no comments on the Application had been received online.
There being no one else wishing to comment on the application in person or online, Acting Chair
Parkhill closed the public hearing at 6:51 pm.
Acting Chair Parkhill asked for the Commission to share their thoughts and feedback on the
application.
Commissioner Schwalbe said it seemed that the applicant had made at least two attempts to make
a workable driveway with access to the front door. She said it was a very small percentage increase
in impervious surface and not a concern to her.
Commissioner Sorensen thought the request was reasonable because of the shared driveway
situation. He also noted it would not change the physical characteristics.
Commissioner Douglas agreed.
Commissioner Stockton added that the applicant had tried to work with the current impervious
surface and if there was not a shared driveway, they would have to take down additional trees to
add a driveway.
Commissioner Severson agreed and had no additional comments.
Acting Chair Parkhill also agreed and said not taking down any trees was always a bonus.
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There being no further discussion, Acting Chair Parkhill asked for a motion on the application.
Commissioner Douglas made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Schwalbe, to direct staff to
prepare a draft Planning Commission Report and Recommendation with appropriate findings
reflecting a recommendation for approval for a Variance from the maximum impervious surface
area of 25% within the R-1 District to allow for the paving of a driveway on property located at
1640 Holdridge Circle for review and adoption at the next Planning Commission meeting. The
motion carried unanimously.
b) Development Application for a Planned Unit Development (PUD) Amendment at
520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street East
Director Goellner gave an overview of the Applicant’s request for a Planned Unit Development
(PUD) amendment to construct two new townhome buildings, with two units in each building,
completing the development of the Rice Street Townhomes on 520, 524, 530, and 534 Rice Street
East. It was noted these properties are part of a three-building townhome PUD originally approved
in 2006, and only one of the three planned townhome buildings has been constructed. She
discussed the current zoning, Comprehensive Plan land use designation, property location,
background, and the Applicant’s request.
Planning Consultant Zweber discussed the site plan, front elevations, comparison with previous
2021 application, front yard setback, height staggering, and additional changes.
Director Goellner also shared public comments, request and questions for consideration, and action
steps.
Acting Chair Parkhill asked if the Commission had any questions for Staff.
Commissioner Douglas asked if the landscape plan was complete. She thought it was missing the
list of materials. Planning Consultant Zweber said the final plans would include complete
landscaping plans.
There being no further questions for staff, Acting Chair Parkhill invited the Applicant to address
the Commission.
K.C. Chermak, Owner Pillar Homes, thanked staff for their time and effort. He said this unique
situation had come a long way and was a result of a lot of work based on the 2005 PUD. He said
it had been a difficult process to work through, but he was excited with how it all worked out.
Acting Chair Parkhill asked if the Commission had any questions for Staff or the Applicant.
Acting Chair Parkhill asked if all ten items noted in the letter from Mr. Tony Straszewski were
included in the current plan. Mr. Chermak said yes, they were in the plans as requrested or
improved upon. Acting Chair Parkhill asked staff to conform. Planning Consultant Zweber
pointed out that the top floor did not have a functioning deck.

Page 163 of 296

City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 9.c
TITLE: Consider Adoption of Resolution 34-2021 Approving a PUD Amendment and Design Deviation for
Moments of Wayzata at 163 Wayzata Boulevard West
PROPOSED MOTION: To Adopt Resolution 34-2021 Approving a PUD Amendment and Design Deviation
for Moments of Wayzata at 163 Wayzata Boulevard West
PREPARED BY: Eric Zweber, Planning Consultant, Emily Goellner, Community Development Director
REVIEWED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
The Planning Commission recommends adoption of Resolution 34-2021 Approving a PUD Amendment and
Design Deviation for Moments of Wayzata at 163 Wayzata Boulevard West.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
Typical development fees and escrows would be associated with this project. These would be addressed in
greater detail within a development agreement if the project is approved.
BACKGROUND:
At its August 24, 2021 meeting, the City Council reviewed the development request for Moments of Wayzata
and, following testimony from the applicant and residents, directed staff to prepare a resolution denying the
application request.
On August 31, TMSC of Wayzata LLC submitted a modified application that removed the 13,313 sf addition
and proposed several other revisions.
On September 7, the City Council considered the resolution denying the application and the request from the
applicant to accept the revised application removing the 13,313 sf addition. Ultimately, the City Council
requested that the Planning Commission consider the modified plans, conduct a public hearing, and following
the public testimony, provide a recommendation to the City Council.
On October 4, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing and reviewed the revised plan. During
the public hearing, the majority of the testimony was regarding the September 23 neighborhood meeting that
the applicant had conducted. The applicant had committed to sign the parking stalls directly south of the portecochere for visitor parking only, installing arbor vitae along the south side of the parking lot, and adjusting the
landscaping between Wayzata Boulevard and Babcock Lane to better screen residents from headlight glare.
The plans attached to the October 4 staff report did not address these commitments. Following the public
hearing, the Planning Commission unanimously approved a PC Report and Recommendation approving the
Planned Unit Development (PUD) Amendment and Design Deviation (with conditions that the plans be revised
to address the issues discussed) by a unanimous vote (6-0). The minutes from the October 4 Planning
Commission meeting are not yet available, but the meeting can be viewed on WCTV.
Since the October 4 Planning Commission meeting, the applicant has provided revised plans and a new
exterior material sample board. The four items addressed within the revised plans are:
1. Install signs to limit the 9 stalls south of the porte-cochere and east of the parking lot landscape
peninsula for visitor parking
2. Install 65 arbor vitae along the south side of the parking lot
3. Adjust the locations of the proposed coniferous trees between Wayzata Boulevard and Babcock Lane
to fill in the gaps between the existing landscaping
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4. Increased the height of the walls of the mechanical enclosure to 11 feet to ensure that the total height
of the mechanical equipment is screened
There is one issue remaining with the four revisions. Within the motion to approve the PC Report and
Recommendation, the Planning Commission required that 10 stalls directly south of the porte-cochere be
signed for visitor parking. The revised plans show only the 9 stalls located east of the landscape peninsula
being signed for visitor parking. The applicant is requesting that the City Council approve the 9 stalls instead
of requiring a single stall west of the landscape peninsula be signed for visitor parking, which may cause
confusion for drivers.
The revised plans addressing these four issues are attached to this memorandum and the exterior materials
sample board is available for review at City Hall before the meeting and will be brought to the meeting.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Draft Resolution 34-2021 Approving PUD Amendment and Design Deviation for 163 Wayzata Blvd
2.
PC Report and Recommendation for 163 Wayzata Boulevard
3.
October 4 PC Staff Report
4.
October 4 Narrative, Amended Application, and Public Comments by September 30 without Plans and
Renderings
5.
October 7 Revised Plans and Renderings
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DRAFT RESOLUTION NO. 34-2021

RESOLUTION APPROVING PUD AMENDMENT AND DESIGN DEVIATION
AT 163 WAYZATA BLVD W

WHEREAS, Burt Elmer, on behalf of the property owner, TMSC of Wayzata LLC,
(the “Applicant”) has submitted an application dated June 29, 2021 and modified on
August 31, 2021 and October 7, 2021 (the “Application”) for (i) a Planned Unit
Development (PUD) Amendment (the “PUD Amendment”); and (ii) a Deviation from the
Design Standards (the “Design Deviation”) for renovation of a senior living and memory
care facility (previously operated as Meridian Manor), and related improvements, (the
“Project”) for the property at 163 Wayzata Boulevard West and legally described on
Attachment A (the “Property”); and
WHEREAS, the Wayzata Planning Commission, pursuant to the Zoning
Ordinance, and at the direction of City Council, held public hearings on the Application,
made findings of fact on each of the land use requests in the Application, and delivered
a Report and Recommendation to the City Council, recommending approval of the
Application with certain conditions, a copy of which is attached to this Resolution as
Attachment B (the “PC Report and Recommendation”).
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata,
Minnesota as follows:
A.
Based on the Application, additional materials submitted by the Applicant,
staff reports, public comment and information presented at the City Council Meetings
and public hearings, the standards of the Wayzata Zoning Ordinance, and the
deliberations of the Planning Commission, all of which are incorporated by reference in
this Resolution, the City Council of the City of Wayzata hereby finds, confirms and
memorializes that the PUD Amendment and Design Deviation requested Application
meet all of the applicable standards and requirements of Wayzata’s Zoning Ordinance.
B.
Based on the foregoing, the PUD Amendment and Design Deviation
requested in the Application are hereby APPROVED, subject to the following conditions
of approval:
1.

The Applicant must secure all necessary building permits for construction
of the Project on the Property, and follow all laws and regulations
applicable to the construction and operation of the facilities on the
Property, including: (i) building codes and land use regulations, (ii) City
Code and policies applicable to days and times of work, and construction
management; and (iii) federal and state law and regulations, and licensing
requirements.
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2.

Stormwater Facilities, Grading, Drainage, and Erosion Plans for the
Project the must be approved by the City Engineer prior to the submission
of building permits and submitted to the City for review.

3.

The Applicant must build, complete and operate the Project in
conformance, in all material respects, with the PUD Amendment.

4.

The Applicant must enter into a new or amended PUD Development
Agreement with the City, with terms and in a form acceptable to the City
Attorney, that incorporates the approvals and conditions of this Resolution,
and maintains all other conditions of previous approvals for the existing
PUD for the Property that are not superseded by the approvals this
Resolution.

5.

All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert, legal,
and planning fees incurred must be fully reimbursed by the Applicant.

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 19th day of October 2021.

Johanna Mouton, Mayor

ATTEST:

Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager

ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION:
Motion for adoption:
Seconded by:
Voted in favor of:
Voted against:
Abstained:
Absent:
Resolution adopted.
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I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by
the City Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on
October 19, 2021.

__________________________________
Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
SEAL
Attachment A
Legal Description of Property
Attachment B
PC Report and Recommendation
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Attachment A:
Property Information

Address

PID

Owner

Abstract or Torrens?
Both

163 Wayzata Blvd W
Wayzata, MN 55391

0111723110002

TMSC of Wayzata, LLC

Certificate No.
1520074

Legal Description
Parcel 1:
That part of the West 150 feet of Lot 58, Auditor’s Subdivision No. 184, Hennepin County, Minnesota,
lying Southeasterly of the Southeasterly right of way line of State Highway No. 12 as shown by that certain
Final Certificate filed June 8, 1973, as Document No. 1073214 in favor of the State of Minnesota.
Hennepin County, Minnesota
Torrens Property – Certificate of Title No. 1520074
Parcel 2:
That part of Lot 58, Auditor’s Subdivision No. 184 described as follows:
Commencing at a point in the North line of Section 1, Township 117 North, Range 23 West, distant 840.00
feet West from the Northeast corner thereof; thence East 488.0 feet; thence Southerly 660.00 feet at an
angle of 87 degrees 37 minutes to the right; thence Southwesterly 151.30 feet at an angle of 30 degrees 17
minutes to the right to a point in the Northerly line of Wayzata Boulevard (formerly U.S. Highway no. 12)
as now laid out and travelled, distant 448.50 feet Northwesterly from its intersection with the East line of
said Section 1; thence Northwesterly along said boulevard line to a point in a line running Southerly from
the point of beginning at an angle of 89 degrees 35 minutes to the left from said North line of said Section
1; thence Northerly to the point of beginning. Except that part lying Northwesterly of the Southeasterly
right-of-way line of S.T.H. No. 12 as shown by Document No. 4194553.
Hennepin County, Minnesota
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Attachment B
PC Report and Recommendation
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION
October 4, 2021
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL OF
PUD AMENDMENT AND DESIGN DEVIATION
FOR MOMENTS OF WAYZATA AT 163 WAYZATA BLVD W

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION
1. Approval* of PUD Amendment
2. Approval* of Design Deviation
* with certain conditions listed at the end of this Report

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
Section 1.

BACKGROUND

1.1

Application. Burt Elmer, on behalf of the property owner, TMSC of Wayzata LLC,
(the “Applicant”) has submitted an application dated June 29, 2021 and modified
on August 31, 2021 (the “Application”) for renovation of a Senior Living &
Memory Care facility, and related improvements, for the property located at 163
Wayzata Boulevard West (the “Property”). The site was previously operated as
“Meridian Manor”, a senior care alternative facility for which a PUD (the “Existing
PUD”) and development agreement was approved in 1993, and that is no longer
in operation. The Applicant originally proposed to renovate and expand the
existing building to house up to 88 residents, within 84 units; add adult day
facilities and services for up to 20 guest per day; and add offices for
administrative and activities staff to support multiple “Moments” facilities and
locations. The Applicant modified the Application and proposal on August 31,
2021 after Council directed staff to prepare a resolution to deny the Application.
The modified and current Application does not include a building addition, adult
care uses, and includes modifications to the originally proposed landscaping and
parking plan. At the September 7, 2021 City Council meeting, City Council
referred the modified Application back to the Planning Commission for further
review.

1.2

PUD Amendment and Design Deviation Requested. The Application includes
the requests for approval of (i) a Planned Unit Development (PUD) Amendment
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to the Existing PUD to incorporate the plans shown on Attachment A (the
“Amended PUD Plan” or “PUD Amendment” as modified on August 31, 2021);
and (ii) a deviation from parking area location design standard (Sec. 909.19.A) to
allow parking in front of the building (the “Design Deviation”).
1.3

Property. The addresses, property identification numbers, and owner of the
Property in the PUD is identified on Attachment B.

1.4

Land Use Designations. The Property is zoned and guided as follows:
Zoning:
Comp Plan:

1.5

Notice, Neighborhood Meeting, and Public Hearing. Notice of a public hearing
on the Application was published in the Sun Sailor on September 23, 2021 and
mailed to all property owners located within 500 feet of the Property on
September 23, 2021. A neighborhood meeting on the Application was held on
September 23, 2021. A public hearing on the Application was held at the
October 4, 2021 Planning Commission meeting.

Section 2.
2.1

PUD / Planned Unit Development
High Density Residential

STANDARDS

PUD Amendment.
A.

Process. Section 933.09 of the Zoning Ordinance provides that the same
review procedure is followed by the Planning Commission and City
Council for an amendment of a PUD as is followed for a new PUD.

B.

Intent and Purpose of PUDs. Chapter 933 of the Zoning Ordinance
provides for the establishment of Planned Unit Developments to allow
greater flexibility in the development of neighborhoods and/or nonresidential areas by incorporating design modifications as part of a PUD
conditional use permit or a mixture of uses when applied to a PUD District.
The PUD process, by allowing deviation from the strict provisions of the
Zoning Ordinance related to setbacks, lot area, width and depth, yards,
etc., is intended to encourage:
1.

Innovations in development to the end that the growing demands
for all styles of economic expansion may be met by greater variety
in type, design, and placement of structures and by the
conservation and more efficient use of land in such developments.

2.

Higher standards of site and building design through the use of
trained and experienced land planners, architects, landscape
architects, and engineers.
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3.

More convenience in location and design of development and
service facilities.

4.

The preservation and enhancement of desirable site characteristics
such as natural topography and geologic features and the
prevention of soil erosion.

5.

A creative use of land and related physical development which
allows a phased and orderly development and use pattern.

6.

An efficient use of land resulting in smaller networks of utilities and
streets thereby lower development costs and public investments.

7.

A development pattern in harmony with the objectives of the
Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. (PUD is not intended as a means
to vary applicable planning and zoning principles.)

8.

A more desirable and creative environment than might be possible
through the strict application on zoning and subdivision regulations
of the City.

General Standards. Section 933.2.A of the Zoning Ordinance sets forth
the general standards for review of any PUD application. These are:
1.

Health Safety and Welfare; Intent and Purpose of PUDs. In
reviewing the PUD application, the Council shall consider
comments on the application of those persons appearing before the
Council, the report and recommendations of the Planning
Commission, the recommendations on design and any staff report
on the application. The Council also shall evaluate the effects of the
proposed project upon the health, safety and welfare of residents of
the community and the surrounding area and shall evaluate the
project's conformance with the overall intent and purpose of Section
33 of the PUD Ordinance. If the Council determines that the
proposed project will not be detrimental to the health, safety and
welfare of residents of the community and the surrounding area and
that the project does conform with the overall intent and purpose of
Section 33 of the PUD Ordinance, it may approve the PUD,
although it shall not be required to do so.

2.

Ownership. Applicant/s must own all of the property to be included
in the PUD.

3.

Comprehensive Plan Consistency. The PUD project must be
consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
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4.

Sanitary Sewer Plan Consistency. The PUD project must be
consistent with the City’s Sanitary Sewer Plan.

5.

Common Open Space. The PUD project must provide common
private or public open space and facilities at least sufficient enough
to meet the minimum requirements established in the
Comprehensive Plan and contain provisions to assure the
continued operation and maintenance of such.

6.

Operating and Maintenance Requirements. Whenever common
private or public open space or service facilities are provided within
a PUD, the PUD plan must contain provisions to assure the
continued operation and maintenance of such open space and
service facilities to a predetermined reasonable standard. Common
private or public open space and service facilities within a PUD
must be placed under the ownership of one of the following, as
approved by the City Council: (i) dedicated to the public, where a
community-wide use is anticipated, (ii) Landlord control, where only
tenant use is anticipated, or (iii) Property Owners Association,
provided the conditions of 933.2.A.6.c are meet.

7.

Staging of Public and Common Open Space. When a PUD
provides for common private or public open space, and is planned
as a staged development over a period of time, the total area of
common or public open space or land escrow security in any stage
of development shall, at a minimum, bear the same relationship to
the total open space to be provided in the entire PUD as the stages
or units completed or under development bear to the entire PUD.

8.

Density. The PUD project must meet the density standards agreed
upon by the applicant and City, which must be consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan.

9.

Utilities. All utilities associated with the PUD must be installed
underground and meet the utility connection requirements of
Section 933.2.A.10.

10.

Utility Connections. All utilities associated with proposed PUD must
meet the utility connection requirements of Section 933.2.A.10.

11.

Roadways. All roadways associated with the PUD must conform to
the Design Standards and Wayzata Subdivision Regulations,
unless otherwise approved by City Council.

12.

Landscaping. All landscaping associated with the PUD must be
according to a detailed plan approved by the City Council. In
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assessing the plan, the City Council shall consider the natural
features of the particular site, the architectural characteristics of the
proposed structure and the overall scheme of the PUD plan.

2.2

13.

Setbacks. The front, rear and side yard restrictions on the
periphery of the Planned Unit Development site at a minimum shall
be the same as imposed in the underlying districts, if a PUD
conditional use permit, or the previous zoning district, if a PUD
District. No building shall be located less than fifteen (15) feet from
the back of the curb line along those roadways which are part of the
internal street pattern. No building within the PUD project shall be
nearer to another building than one-half (1/2) the sum of the
building heights of the two (2) buildings. In PUD Districts for
parcels that were zoned commercial prior to PUD and which
exceed 13 acres, the allowable setbacks shall be as negotiated and
agreed upon between the applicant and the City.

14.

Height. The maximum building height to be considered within a
PUD District shall be thirty five (35) feet and three (3) stories,
whichever is lesser. There shall be no deviation from the height
standards applied within the applicable zoning districts for PUD
conditional use permits. In PUD Districts for parcels that were
zoned commercial prior to PUD and which exceed 13 acres, the
maximum allowable height and number of floors shall be as
negotiated and agreed upon between the applicant and the City.

Design Standards Deviations.
A.

Development with a nonresidential and/or multifamily component that
includes modifications involving 50 percent or more of an existing
building's exterior façade in the City must comply with the Wayzata Design
Standards found in Chapter 909 of the Zoning Ordinance.

B.

Significant Deviations from the Design Standards are defined as
deviations that amount to a significant departure from the Standards and
do not qualify as Minor Deviations, that are defined in Sec. 909.29.B and
may be approved by City Staff. Approval of a Significant Deviation
requires a finding by the City Council (after considering the Planning
Commission's recommendation) that the negative impact of such deviation
is outweighed by one or more of the following factors:
1.

The extent to which the project advances specific policies and
provisions of the City's Comprehensive Plan.

2.

The extent to which the project successfully implements the
guidance of the Design Standards Guide.
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3.

The extent to which the deviation permits greater conformity with
other Standards, policies behind the Standards, or with other
Zoning Ordinance standards.

4.

The positive effect of the project on the area in which the project is
proposed.

5.

The alleviation of an undue burden, taking into account current
leasing, housing and commercial conditions.

6.

The accommodation of future possible uses contemplated by the
Design Standards, the Zoning Ordinance or the Comprehensive
Plan.

7.

The project involves a national, state or local historic designation.

8.

The project is the remodeling of an existing building which largely
otherwise conforms to the Design Standards.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the Application materials, additional materials submitted by the Applicant,
staff reports and documents, public comment and information presented at the public
hearing, and the standards of the Wayzata Zoning Ordinance, the Planning
Commission of the City of Wayzata makes the following findings of fact:
3.1

PUD Amendment.
A.

Health Safety and Welfare; Intent and Purpose of PUDs. The PUD
Amendment (resulting in the “Amended PUD”) conforms with the overall
intent and purpose of a PUD as outlined in Chapter 933 of the Zoning
Ordinance, and the intent and purpose of the Exiting PUD.

B.

Intent and Purpose of PUDs. The Amended PUD would continue to
encourage the following, as noted in the findings for approval of the
Existing PUD:
1.

The conservation and more efficient use of land in the PUD through
a site specific arrangement of three related townhomes.

2.

The preservation and enhancement of desirable site
characteristics.
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3.

A creative use of land and related physical development which
allows a phased and orderly development and use pattern.

4.

An efficient use of land resulting lower development costs and
public investments.

General Standards. The Amended PUD would not materially impact any
of the fourteen (14) general standards listed in Section 933.2.A and in
Section 2.1 of this Report, which would continue to be meet as they are
within the Existing PUD. The PUD Amendment will mainly allow for
needed updates and enhancements to the existing grounds and building
on the site. The PUD Amendment would not include any other significant
changes to the facilities, site and uses of the previously approved and
Existing PUD, except as noted in the PUD Amendment.

Design Standards.
A.

The Project meets all of the applicable provisions of the Design Standards
except for the Deviation.

B.

The Commission finds that there would be a positive effect on the area
where the Project is proposed by allowing the Project with the Deviation,
in that it will allow for most of the existing building to be maintained and
used for needed services as noted in this Report.

C.

To the extent there are any negative impacts of the Deviation, those
impacts are outweighed by one or more of the following factors:

Section 4.
4.1

PC Report and Recommendation

1.

The positive effect of the Project on the area in which the project is
proposed, in that it would renovate and improve the principal
structures of the Existing PUD and provide needed senior and
memory care services to the community.

2.

The Project is largely the remodeling of, and necessary updates to,
an existing building which largely otherwise conforms to the Design
Standards.

RECOMMENDATION

Planning Commission Recommendation. Based on the findings in section 3 of
this Report, the Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL of the (i) the
PUD Amendment, and (ii) the Design Deviation, subject to the following
conditions:
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A.

The Applicant must secure all necessary building permits for construction
on the lots of the Proposed Subdivision, and follow all laws and
regulations applicable to the construction and operation of the facilities on
the Property, including: (i) building codes and land use regulations, (ii) City
Code and policies applicable to days and times of work, and construction
management; and (iii) federal and state law and regulations, and licensing
requirements.

B.

Stormwater Facilities, Grading, Drainage, and Erosion Plans for the
Project the must be approved by the City Engineer prior to the submission
of building permits and submitted to the City for review.

C.

The Applicant must build, complete and operate the Project in
conformance, in all material respects, with the Amended PUD Plan, to
which shall be added the following: (i) ten (10) parking signs directly to the
south of the porte-cochere are designated for visitor parking; (ii) an
arborvitae hedge as depicted/shown in the Applicant’s summary of the
September 23, 2021neighborhood meeting; and (iii) adjustments to
coniferous trees within the area between Wayzata Blvd and Babcock Lane
to improve screening of residences from headlights in the parking lot.

D.

The Applicant must enter into a new or amended PUD Development
Agreement with the City, with terms and in a form acceptable to the City
Attorney, that incorporates the approvals and conditions of this Resolution,
and maintains all other conditions of previous approvals for the Existing
PUD that are not superseded by the approvals this Resolution.

E.

All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert, legal,
and planning fees incurred must be fully reimbursed by the Applicant.

Adopted by the Wayzata Planning Commission this 4th day of October 2021.

Attachments:
Attachment A: PUD Amendment
Attachment B: Information and Legal Description of Property
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Attachment A:
PUD Amendment / Amended PUD Plan
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Attachment B:
Property Information
Address

PID

Owner

Abstract or Torrens?
Both

163 Wayzata Blvd W
Wayzata, MN 55391

0111723110002

TMSC of Wayzata, LLC

Certificate No.
1520074

Legal Description
Parcel 1:
That part of the West 150 feet of Lot 58, Auditor’s Subdivision No. 184, Hennepin County, Minnesota,
lying Southeasterly of the Southeasterly right of way line of State Highway No. 12 as shown by that certain
Final Certificate filed June 8, 1973, as Document No. 1073214 in favor of the State of Minnesota.
Hennepin County, Minnesota
Torrens Property – Certificate of Title No. 1520074
Parcel 2:
That part of Lot 58, Auditor’s Subdivision No. 184 described as follows:
Commencing at a point in the North line of Section 1, Township 117 North, Range 23 West, distant 840.00
feet West from the Northeast corner thereof; thence East 488.0 feet; thence Southerly 660.00 feet at an
angle of 87 degrees 37 minutes to the right; thence Southwesterly 151.30 feet at an angle of 30 degrees 17
minutes to the right to a point in the Northerly line of Wayzata Boulevard (formerly U.S. Highway no. 12)
as now laid out and travelled, distant 448.50 feet Northwesterly from its intersection with the East line of
said Section 1; thence Northwesterly along said boulevard line to a point in a line running Southerly from
the point of beginning at an angle of 89 degrees 35 minutes to the left from said North line of said Section
1; thence Northerly to the point of beginning. Except that part lying Northwesterly of the Southeasterly
right-of-way line of S.T.H. No. 12 as shown by Document No. 4194553.
Hennepin County, Minnesota
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Staff Report
Wayzata Planning Commission
October 4, 2021
Project Name:

“Moments of Wayzata”
Planned Unit Development (PUD) Amendment and
Design Deviation

Applicant:

Burt Elmer, TMSC of Wayzata LLC

Address of Request:

163 Wayzata Blvd W

Prepared by:

Emily Goellner, Community Development Director
Eric Zweber, Consulting Planner

“60 Day” Deadline:

November 26, 2021

Development Application
Introduction
Burt Elmer, on behalf of TMSC of Wayzata LLC, has submitted modified plans that
request approval of a Planned Unit Development (PUD) Amendment and a Design
Deviation for the renovation of a Senior Living & Memory Care facility located at 163
Wayzata Blvd W. An initial development application was presented at the June 21, 2021
Planning Commission meeting. The applicant later withdrew that application to make
revisions based on feedback received from the public and Commission. A subsequent
development application was presented to the Planning Commission on August 2, 2021.
On August 16, the Planning Commission adopted a Report and Recommendation of
Approval. A draft Resolution approving the requests was tabled by the City Council at
their September 7, 2021 meeting, citing the negative impacts of the 13,313 square foot
addition and Design Deviations the applicant was requesting. The Council directed the
applicant to submit modified plans to the Planning Commission for review.
The applicant submitted a modified plan set on September 15, which shows the building
addition removed from the proposal. The applicant was previously requesting two
deviations from the Design Standards (parking in front of the building and a significant
massing break). The modified plans requests only one deviation from the Design
Standards, which is for the parking in front of the building. The previously requested
deviation for the significant massing break of the front façade is no longer required without
the building addition.
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Property Information
The property identification number and owner of the property is as follows:
Chart 1: Property Information
Address
PID
163 Wayzata Blvd W
01-117-23-11-0002

Owner
TMSC of Wayzata LLC

The current zoning and land use designation for the property is as follows:
Chart 2: Land Use Data
Address:
Current Zoning:
Previous Zoning:
2040 Comp Plan Designation:
Overlay Districts:
Design District:

163 Wayzata Blvd W
PUD/Planned Unit Development (1993)
R-2/Medium Density Single Family Residential
High Density Residential – 12 to 40 units/acre
None
Bluff District

Project Location and History
The property is located just north of Wayzata Blvd W, in between Ferndale Rd N and
Highway 12. The property is also north of Babcock Ln W, which is a frontage road along
Wayzata Blvd W. The site was previously operated as Meridian Manor, a senior care
alternative facility which had a PUD and development agreement approved in 1993.
Meridian Manor accommodated up to 90 residents within 75 units. Moments of Wayzata
is requesting to house up to 88 residents within 84 units.
Map 1: Project Location

Source: Hennepin County
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Application Requests
The applicant is requesting approval of the following items in the application:
A. PUD Amendment (§ 933.05-06): The applicant has submitted an application
for a PUD Amendment. The use as a senior care alternative facility would
continue but parking has been modified for the project.
B. Design Standard Deviation (§909): The Applicant is requesting the following
deviation from the Design Standards of the Zoning Ordinance:
1. A deviation for parking area location to allow parking in front of the building.
(§909.19.A). While parking currently exists in the front of the building, the
applicant is proposing to change its footprint and layout.
Public Hearing Notice
Notice of the public hearing on the modified Application was published in the Sun Sailor
on September 23, 2021. The public hearing notice was also mailed to all property owners
located within 500 feet of the subject property on September 23, 2021.
Neighborhood Meeting
For the original development application, two neighborhood meetings were held for this
project. The first meeting was on June 10, 2021 and the second meeting was on June 16,
2021. For subsequent development application, a neighborhood meeting was held to
discuss the revisions on July 8, 2021.
To discuss the modified plans, a neighborhood meeting was held on September 23, 2021.
About 18 community members were in attendance and the following primary concerns
were discussed:
1. Changes in the exterior materials palette: The applicant explained the use of
James Hardishingle on the highest portions of the building elevation; the
screening and building materials of the mechanical and trash enclosures; and the
structures included with the patio areas.
2. Parking stall numbers and locations: The applicant explained that the 56 parking
stalls proposed meets the City’s parking requirements; the function of the dropoff loop; and location of visitor parking, staff parking, and loading.
3. Screening of the highlights within the parking lot: Some community members
present request a combination of a six (6) foot tall fence and landscaping to
shield headlights from the parking lot. The applicant described the previous
retaining wall, which was not received favorably, and proposed use of trees and
conifer shrubs to screening the headlights.
4. Location and timing of loading and deliveries: The applicant describe the revision
that moves the location of the delivers to the west side of the building and the
delivery expectations.
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5. The changes in tree removal and tree preservation: The applicant described the
addition tree being preserved with the amendment, how the trees will be
protected during construction, and that the tree ribbons indicating which trees will
be saved by the October 4, Planning Commission meeting.
6. Landscaping adjacent to and within the Wayzata Blvd right-of-way: The applicant
described the trees and landscaping that will be installed on edge of the project’s
property, within the Wayzata Blvd right-of-way, and within the Babcock Lane
right-of-way.
7. Explanation of Assisted Living Act: The applicant explained the recent Minnesota
legislation effecting the building construction methods of assisted living facilities.
8. Is there an intention to request the addition in the future?: The applicant stated
that an addition is not included within the amended application but that owner
reserves their right to apply for PUD amendments and/or other planning
applications in the future.
The applicant has provided a summary of the full discussion points and questions raised
which is provided as a part of the packet.
Background Information
The property was originally developed as Meridian Manor, a senior care alternative
facility in 1994. A development contract for an approved Planned Unit Development
Rezoning and Development Project was entered into on August 17, 1993. The property
was purchased by TMSC of Wayzata LLC in May 2021, and is proposed to remain as a
senior living and memory care facility with supportive amenities under the current
application.
In 1993, the City granted approval of a planned unit development (PUD) to allow for the
requested use of the property. The PUD incorporated various agreements including:
•
•
•
•
•

Permitted use for a senior care alternative facility
Reduced floor area to a minimum of 520 square feet for double occupancy rooms
Fifty-two (52) off-street street parking spaces
75 units to serve up to 90 residents
Various other conditions

Meridian Manor closed in April 2021 due to COVID-19 concerns for its residents and
staff. This property was listed for sale after Meridian Manor’s closure.
Summary and Analysis of Application
On June 29, 2021, the applicant submitted a development application for a PUD
Amendment and Design Deviations including a 13,313 square foot addition to allow for
adult daycare services and offices for the Moment’s executive team. That application
was presented at the August 2, 2021 Planning Commission meeting and, following the
public hearing, directed staff to prepare a PC Report and Recommendation of approval.
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On August 16, the Planning Commission approved the PC Report and
Recommendation of Approval.
On August 24, 2021, the City Council reviewed the application and allowed for
additional public testimony. Following the consideration of the PC Report and
Recommendation and the public testimony, the City Council requested that staff
prepare a resolution of denial based on the impacts from the 13,313 square addition
and the request design deviations. On August 31, 2021, the applicant submitted revised
plans to remove the 13,313 square foot addition. On September 7, 2021, the City
Council directed the staff to present the modified plans to the Planning Commission for
review and provide a recommendation for the City Council to review during their
October 19, 2021 regular City Council meeting.
Plan Revisions since the August 2, 2021 Planning Commission Public Hearing
• Removed 13,313 square foot addition to the west of existing building
• Removed 20 client adult day care including 2-3 employees
• Removed The Moments executive operations
• Total staff reduced by 15 to 85 total staff
• Administration staff reduced by 1 to 6 staff
• Nursing staff reduced by 1 to 19 staff
• Entertainment reduced by 1-2 to 3 times per week
• Transplant Plan for trees (L1.2) is eliminated
• Architecture sheets A203 and A204 (addition floor plans), A207 (addition roof
plan), and A304 and A304C (addition elevations) are eliminated
• Tree removal reduced by 15 trees and 219 caliper inches to 22 trees and 233
caliper inches
• Tree replacement requirement dropped from 378 caliper inches to 158 caliper
inches
• Reduced existing lot coverage by 1,812 sq. ft. to 25,058 sq. ft. (from 15.1% to
14.1%)
• Impervious surfaces reduced by 13,916 sq. ft. to 72,916 sq. ft. (from 49.1% to
40.9%)
• Reduced existing impervious surfaces by 2,434 sq. ft. to 72,916 sq. ft. (from
42.3% to 40.9%)
• Added patio at the SE corner of the existing building
• Removed patios from the NW corner of the existing building
• Removed a trail extension along the west side of the building
• Overall parking decreased by six stalls to 56 overall parking stalls
• Removed 19 parking stall parking lot in the SE corner of site
• Added two parking stalls to the south of the building (one less stall than exists
today)
• Added eleven parking stalls along the west boundary (adds one exposed parking
stall to existing lot and removes the eight-stall detached garage)
• Reduced two lane eastern entrance to a single lane entrance (same as existing)
• Added an enclosure around the existing chiller, generator, and transformer
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Loading area moved from the south to the west
Created a trash enclosure and a screened ground-mounted mechanical
equipment area to the west of the building
Removed retaining/screening wall from the western half of the parking lot and
with the removed parking area at the SE corner of the site
Remaining retaining wall on the south side of parking no longer extends above
grade
Removed retaining walls to the west of the building
Removed landscaping adjacent to church to the east and along western property
line
New overstory trees reduced by one tree to 41 trees and new evergreen trees
reduced by two trees to 192 trees
Tree replacement reduced by 9 caliper inches to 699 caliper inches (tree
placement beyond required grew by 210 caliper inches to 541 caliper inches)
Proposed floor plans for the existing building are similar to previous proposals
Coloring on the exterior of the second floor changed from beige (buff) to red-ish
The exterior material on the third floor of the south facade changed from stone to
shingle shakes
The exterior material on the pediments of the east, west and north facades
changed from stucco to shingle shakes

Current Proposed Plans and Improvements
The existing three-story building on the Property is 74,178 square feet on a lot that is
approximately 4.07 acres (178,193 square feet) in size. The residential units proposed
on-site would increase from 75 to 84 units, including 4 double occupancy units for a
total of up to 88 residents (down two residents from the current approval of up to 90
residents). Several of the existing double-occupancy units are proposed to be
reconfigured to create new single-occupant efficiency units and select spaces within the
building are proposed to be repurposed to create new residential common areas.
Comprehensive Plan and Density
The 2040 Comprehensive Plan land use designation for the subject property is High
Density Residential. The High-Density Residential category allows for residential uses at
a density of at least 12 units per acre. Densities of up to 40 units per acre may be
considered. Residential uses within this category predominately include multi-unit and
multi-story buildings. Meridian Manor, the previous tenant, had 75 units on the 4.07-acre
parcel, resulting in a density of 18.43 units/acre. Previously, the applicant proposed the
inclusion of adult daycare services for up to 20 guests, and this would have increased
the density to 25.30 units/acre to accommodate the additional serviced population.
However, the applicant has removed those services from the modified plans. The
applicant now proposes 84 units on a 4.07-acre parcel, resulting in a density of 20.63
units/acre.
Zoning
The property is currently zoned as PUD/Planned Unit Development. Prior to that, the
zoning was R-2/Medium Density Single Family Residential. The following table outlines
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the zoning standards for the R-2 District as well as the previous and current amended
PUD proposal:
Chart 3: Zoning Data
R-2 Zoning

PUD Ordinance

1993 Approved
PUD

Current Request

Height
(max.)

N/A

35 feet or 3
stories, whichever
is less

35 feet, 3 stories

35 feet, 3 stories

Impervious
Surface
(max.)

N/A

N/A

42.3%

40.9%

Same as
underlying zoning
district

Front: 106’ +
Side (West): 19.4’
Side (East): 40.1’
Rear: ~190’
(exceeds)

Front: 106.5’ +
Side (West): ~105’
Side (East): 40.1’
Rear: ~190’
(exceeds)

178,193 sq. ft.

178,193 sq. ft.

18.33 units/acre

20.63 units/acre

Property
Line
Setbacks
(min.)

Front: 25 feet
Side: 10 feet
Rear: 20 feet

Lot Area
(min.)

15,000 sq. ft.

Residential
Density

N/A

Units

N/A

N/A

75 units

84 units

Resident
Occupancy

N/A

N/A

90

88

Same as
underlying zoning
district
Consistent with
Comprehensive
Plan (12-40
units/acre)

Site Plan
The existing 74,178 square-foot building is proposed to be updated but the footprint will
remain as it is today with the exception adding a 175 lower level dayroom. There is a
trash and utility enclosure proposed to the west of the building which is to be screened
in accordance with City Code requirements. The redevelopment of the site will also
consist of new parking lot spaces and a new driveway configuration, with a new port
cochere providing protected drop off for guests and residents. The proposed port is
approximately 22 feet by 24 feet, projecting out from the building by 35 feet. The main
parking lot is proposed in the front of the building on the property along Wayzata
Boulevard W but is located outside of the front yard 25-foot minimum setback.
Additional parking spaces would be added to the lot along the west side.
The two parking lot access points on the south on the property would be reconfigured to
accommodate for the parking lot changes. The access points shown are to remain in
similar locations on site, and the eastern access is proposed to only accommodate for
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one way, entering traffic as it currently exists. A sidewalk is indicated along the south of
the property, adjacent to Wayzata Boulevard W. The sidewalk will provide a connection
to the building entrance off the right side of the east access. The exact placement of the
sidewalk will be coordinated and approved by the City Engineer in conjunction with the
landscaping and utility placements.
Property Line Setbacks
The PUD Zoning Ordinance states that the setbacks of a PUD should use setbacks in
the underlying Zoning District. However, since this property was re-zoned to a PUD
District, there is no underlying Zoning District. For additional reference, the property was
previously zoned R-2 Zoning District. This requires a minimum 25-foot front yard
setback, 10-foot side yard setback, and 20-foot rear yard setback. The change since the
August 2, 2021 public hearing has been the removal of the 13,313 square foot addition.
The existing building exceeds the minimum setback requirements for the property.
Building Height
No changes to the building height have been proposed since the August 2, 2021 public
hearing.
Mechanical Equipment
The current rooftop mechanical equipment elements are exposed with no screening and
considered legal non-conforming on the property. The current proposal is to screen the
rooftop equipment with proper materials, which is an improvement to the existing
conditions and would adhere to the applicable Design Standards. Any new mechanical
equipment is proposed to be screened on ground level as permitted and required by the
Zoning Ordinance. The screening walls are proposed to be stone with additional metal
features incorporated into the design. Landscaping is being incorporated to serve as
additional screening and to soften the view of the screening walls.
Building Materials
The Wayzata Design Standards for this district indicate that stucco is a less appropriate
material for the Wayzata context. It is preferable to use masonry or board siding over
exterior insulation to achieve similar energy benefits with higher quality materials. The
revised plans have removed stucco from the front façade and will replace the existing
siding and façade with stone façade and siding. The coloring on the exterior of the
second floor will be changed from a beige buff stone to a reddish hue. The exterior
material proposed on the third floor of the south facade has been changed from stone to
wood shakes. The exterior material on the pediments of the east, west and north
facades have also been changed from stucco to wood shakes. Physical material
samples have been provided and are available at City Hall for review.
Retaining Walls
There are several new retaining walls proposed throughout the property. The parking lot
reconfiguration to the south of the building requires that the grade be lower than the
existing grade, so retaining walls in the south were being implemented to accommodate
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for these elevation changes. The retaining wall to the south of the parking lot does not
extend above the existing grade and will not be visible from Wayzata Blvd.
The remaining walls on the sides and rear of the property would continue to provide
increased opportunity for amenities and trails on site. These retaining walls would be
visible from adjacent streets and properties, but are necessary to provide a valuable
improvement to the site, i.e., promoting outdoor activity opportunities to the residents
that are currently not in place. The proposed northern walls are actually a set of two
walls that create an area for the path to, and the patio for, the lower level of the building.
Some retaining walls would utilize sheet pile construction to allow proper drip areas for
the existing and new trees. The northernmost wall would be approximately seven (7)
feet and the southern of the northern walls would be approximately eleven (11) feet.
These walls would face US Highway 12 and would not be visible from adjacent
properties. Any required fencing would be required to meet City Code and Building
Code requirements.
Outdoor Improvements
As indicated above, retaining walls are proposed in connection with various outdoor
improvements. The applicant proposes to refresh the landscape with the
implementation of a pavilion, patios, new plantings, and the general manicuring of
existing landscaping. The latest iteration of the proposal for the property would add a
patio at the SE corner of the existing building but would remove the previously proposed
patios from the NW corner of the existing building. The applicant has also removed a
trail extension proposed along the west side of the building in this modified plans. The
site would also incorporate improved utility and trash screening and improved shielded
site lighting such as a trash enclosure and a screened ground-mounted mechanical
equipment area to the west of the building. The replacement of the façade and roofing
would help to address moisture and mitigation issues.
Lighting
The existing site has nine pole-mounted lighting fixtures. The proposed development
would replace the existing nine polls with eleven new LED pole-mounted lighting
fixtures. As per the revised Lighting Plan submitted, the maximum lighting value at the
Wayzata Blvd property line would be 0.6 foot-candles at the eastern access onto
Wayzata Blvd and 0.6 foot-candle at the western property line adjacent to the parking
area. The City Code limits the lighting level at the property line to be no more than four
foot-candles. The proposed lighting meets City Code requirements.
Design Deviations
The applicant is requesting a Design Standard deviation for parking area location to allow
parking in front of the building. The existing parking lot formally used by Meridian Manor
was also in front of the building. The applicant is proposing to reconfigure the parking lot
to increase the number of existing stalls from 53 to 56 and to better fit the new site plan.
The applicant has located the parking area to be setback over 25 feet from the front
property line. Previously, the applicant had requested an additional design deviation for
massing related to the proposal expansion of the facilities with a 13,000 square foot
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addition on the western side of the property. Because this proposed addition has been
removed from the current plan, there is no expansion of the existing building facade which
classifies the existing missing massing break as a legal non-conformity. The criteria for
reviewing design deviations are provided at the end of this report.
Landscaping
The amended application includes a landscape plan that proposes to install:
• 41 overstory trees of at least three caliper inches
• 192 conifer trees of a least six feet in height
• 32 ornamental trees of at least 1.5 calipers inches (or equivalent measurement)
• 141 shrubs
• 89 grasses
• 93 perennials
This landscape plan exceeds the City Code requirements for landscaping. The
proposed landscaping plan includes installing landscaping on the project site, within the
Wayzata Boulevard right-of-way both on the north side of Wayzata Boulevard and on
the south side of Wayzata Boulevard and north of Babcock Lane.
The landscape within the right-of-way located north of Wayzata Boulevard includes:
• Five Autumn Blaze Maples (overstory trees)
• Six Kentucky Coffeetrees (overstory trees)
The landscape within the right-of-way located south of Wayzata Boulevard and north of
Babcock Lane includes:
• Ten Balsam Firs (conifer trees)
• 17 Eastern Red Cedars (conifer trees)
The final planting locations of trees within the right-of-way will need to be field verified
by the City Engineer to ensure that the trees will not interfere with the utilities within the
right-of-way.
Tree Removal/Preservation
The applicant is proposing to remove 233 DBH of significant trees but no heritage trees
will be removed from the site for the proposed project. The proposal reviewed during the
August 2, 2021 public hearing had a significant tree removal of 452 caliper inches. Under
the Zoning Code, significant trees must be replaced at a 1:1 ratio and heritage trees must
be replaced at a 2:1 ratio if any were to be removed. The following table summarizes the
proposal:
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Chart 4: Tree Preservation
Total
DBH

DBH
Removed

% DBH
Removed

Max. DBH
Removal
Allowed

DBH
Replacement

Significant
Trees

753

233

30.9%

10%
(75.3 DBH)

157.7

Heritage
Trees

36

0

0%

0%

0

The replacement of significant trees requires 157.7 caliper inches at diameter breast
height (DBH), and the replacement of heritage trees requires 0 DBH due to no heritage
trees being removed. The proposal reviewed during the August 2, 2021 public hearing
showed a replacement requirement of 376.7 caliper inches.
The following table summarizes the tree replacement calculations provided by the
applicant:
Chart 5: Tree Replacement
Planting
Number
Overstory Trees
41
Evergreen Trees
192

Size
3”
3”

DBH
123
576

The required DBH replacement for the site is 157.7. The applicant proposes 699 DBH in
replacement, which exceeds the required DBH replacement standard by 541.3 DBH.
Operational Data
The applicant has provided the following details regarding the operational data for the
senior care facility:
General:
Staffing – Shifts indicated with approximate staff levels:
• Day – 7:00 am - 3:15 pm ~ 30 employees (8/2/2021: ~30)
• Evening – 3:00 pm - 11:15 pm ~ 30 employees (8/2/2021: ~30)
• Night – 11:00 pm - 7:15 am ~ 8-10 employees (8/2/2021: ~8-10)
*Average day shift has an overlap of employees where staff increases to 40 between
day and evening shifts. Total staff is 90 with a blend of full and part time across all shifts
and rolls. (8/2/2021: Average Shift – 40; Total Staff - 100)
Staff position description:
• Administration – 6 (8/2/2021: 7)
• Culinary – 7 (8/2/2021: 7)
• Maintenance – 1.5 (8/2/2021: 1)
• Housekeeping – 4 (8/2/2021: 4)
• Nursing – 19 (RN, LPN, CNA) (8/2/2021: 20)
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•

Activities – 3 (8/2/2021: 3)

Additional notes:
• Visiting Guests – 2-4 families per week and 1-2 persons/group – typically at or
after evening dinner (8/2/2021: 2-4)
• Entertainment – 5x per week, 1-2 people (8/2/2021: 4-5)
• Gerontologist MD – 1/week (8/2/2021: 1)
Delivery Services Schedule:
• Food Services – 2x per week, mornings (8/2/2021:2x)
• Refuse – 2x per week, mornings (8/2/2021: 2x)
• Laundry – none, internally prepared (8/2/2021: none)
• Walk off mat/rugs – 1x per week (8/2/2021: 1x)
• Water softener (salt) – 1-2x/month (8/2/2021: 1-2x)
• UPS/FedEx/USPS – daily (8/2/2021: daily)
• Contractors – 1x per day, occasional (8/2/2021: 1x)
• Site Maintenance – 1x per week; snow removal as needed (8/2/2021: 1x)
The applicant notes that the proposed office use was to be located within the building
addition used for central operations is no longer a part of the proposal. This would also
lower the parking requirements as noted below.
Parking
The applicant notes three major changes to the parking configuration from the last
iteration of the plan. The current proposal will remove 19 parking stall parking lot in the
SE corner of site, add four parking stalls to the south of the building (one more stall than
exists today), and add nine parking stalls along the west boundary (adds one exposed
parking stall to existing lot and removes the eight-stall detached garage). The following
table summarizes the proposed number of parking stalls and loading areas:
Chart 6: Parking Requirements
Existing

Parking Stalls
ADA Spaces
Loading

53
2
1

August 2, 2021
Public Hearing
Proposal
62
2
1

Current Proposal

56
4
1

The following table summarizes minimum parking requirements:
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Chart 7: Parking Minimums
Housing for the Elderly
Required Parking

56 spaces for 84 units
(1 space for each 1.5 dwelling units)

Required Loading

1 space

Findings

Proposal meets minimum requirements. 56 spaces are required,
and 56 spaces are proposed.

Comments from the City Engineer/Director of Public Works
The Project Engineer has reviewed the PUD General Plan of Development and has
provided the following comments:
• The City will be reviewing the stormwater plans. The watershed district standards
must be met.
• The applicant must provide cut/fill calculations for the grading plans.
• The applicant must show existing contours on adjacent parcels on the grading
plans.
• The final location of the proposed landscaping within the Wayzata Blvd right-ofway will need field verify by the City Engineer to ensure that the landscaping
does not infer with the existing infrastructure.
• The addition of a 2-foot sump in MH 5 (in addition to those at CBMH 6 and CB
16) with routine maintenance will reduce sediment in the pond and extend the
pond life.
• The applicant must provide additional information on the proposed sanitary
sewer grinder.
• As-builts of utilities must be provided to the City in CAD format, following
construction.
Comments from the Public
The bulk of the previous public comments concerned the impacts of the 13,313 square
foot addition, the removal of trees (particularly to the south of existing building), and the
change in building materials. The amended application has removed the 13,313 square
foot addition. The amount of tree removal has been reduced by 15 trees totaling a
reduction of 219 caliper inches of proposed removal. In front of the southern parking
lot, the tree removal has been reduced from nine trees to four trees and all six trees
located in the southeast corner of the site are retained. The applicant has revised the
proposed elevations to include wood shakes in addition to the stone on the south
elevation and have replaces the stucco located on the east and west pediments with
wood shakes. The existing PUD agreement states that any future approval shall be
compatible with and able to exist in harmony with the immediately surrounding
properties and neighborhood area. The applicant has provided photographs of the
houses within the surrounding neighborhood to demonstrate that many of the existing
houses use materials similar to those being proposed after the renovations.
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The applicant conducted a neighborhood meeting at their property on September 23,
2021. The topics discussed at the neighborhood meeting includes:
• Changes in the exterior materials palette
• Parking stall numbers and locations
• Screening of the highlights within the parking lot
• Location and timing of loading and deliveries
• The changes in tree removal and tree preservation
• Landscaping adjacent to and within the Wayzata Blvd right-of-way
• Explanation of Assisted Living Act
• Is there an intention to request the addition in the future?
A summary of the applicant’s responses are provided earlier in this memorandum, as
well as an attachment within the packet.
Standards of Planning Commission Review of Application Requests
The review and decision on the proposed PUD Amendment is a legislative action,
meaning that the Planning Commission acts like an advisor to a legislative body (the
City Council), who has wide discretion on whether to recommend approval or denial if it
has a rational basis for its decision.
The Design Deviations requested are quasi-judicial actions, meaning the action is more
like a judge in a court proceeding where objectively and fairness are critical, and if an
applicant meets the legal standards, the request should be approved. In this case, each
of the requested deviations should be reviewed separately and the Planning
Commission should determine if the requests meet the standards described in the City
Code.
Primary Questions to Consider (based on the standards for PUD and Design
Deviations):
1. Purpose of PUD
a. Does the PUD encourage innovations in development for the growing
demands of all styles of economic expansion?
b. Does the PUD encourage higher standards of site and building design
through the use of trained and experienced land planners, architects,
landscape architects and engineers?
c. Does the PUD encourage a creative use of land and related physical
development which allows a phased and orderly development and use
pattern?
2. PUD General Standards
a. Is the proposed PUD consistent with the City Comprehensive Plan?
b. Does the proposed PUD meet landscaping standards in consideration to
the natural features of the site, architectural characteristic of the proposed
structure and the overall scheme of the PUD plan?
3. Purpose of Design Standards
a. Does the proposed PUD contribute to the improvement of the City’s public
realm?
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4. Site Design Standards for Large-Scale Sites
a. Are the proposed buildings located on and oriented to public rights of way
and is parking located behind the building or in the center of the site?
b. Does the proposed building provide a setback between the sidewalk and
the building that is sufficient to accommodate enhanced landscaping,
stoops, or terraces?
c. Is the proposed PUD sited to maximize opportunities for creating usable,
attractive, well-integrated open space?
5. Is the negative impact caused by each Design Deviation outweighed by any of
the following positives: alleviating an undue burden; having a positive effect on
the area; permitting great conformity with other Zoning Standards or Guidance of
the Design Standards: or advancing policies in the City’s Comprehensive Plan?
Action Steps
Since the Planning Commission had recommended approval of the proposal that was
reviewed at the meeting on August 2, 2021 and this proposal is largely a removal of
project elements (not the addition of new project elements), staff has prepared a draft
PC Report and Recommendation of approval. Staff requests that the Planning
Commission consider if the conditions included within the PC Report and
Recommendation of Approval sufficiently address the issues specific to the modified
plans or if additional conditions should be included.
Attachments
Applicant’s Narrative
1993 Development Contract for PUD Rezoning and Development Project
Site Survey (1 page)
Site Plan (1 page)
Turning Movements Diagram (1 page)
Grading Plan (1 page)
Landscape and Removals Plans (4 pages)
SWPPP (6 pages)
Exterior Building Elevations (1 page)
Floor Plans (5 pages)
Roof Plans (2 pages)
Photometric Plans (2 pages)
Neighborhood Meeting Discussion Summary (4 pages)
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Applicable Code Provisions for Review
Staff has analyzed the facts provided by the applicant in comparison with the
criteria for approval.
Purpose of PUDs: Section 933.01 of the Zoning Ordinance provides for the establishment
of Planned Unit Developments to allow greater flexibility in the development of
neighborhoods and/or non-residential areas by incorporating design modifications as part
of a PUD conditional use permit or a mixture of uses when applied to a PUD District. The
PUD process, by allowing deviation from the strict provisions of the Zoning Ordinance
related to setbacks, lot area, width and depth, yards, etc., is intended to encourage:
A. Innovations in development to the end that the growing demands for all
styles of economic expansion may be met by greater variety in type,
design, and placement of structures and by the conservation and more
efficient use of land in such developments.
B. Higher standards of site and building design through the use of trained
and experienced land planners, architects, landscape architects, and
engineers.
C. More convenience in location and design of development and service facilities.
D. The preservation and enhancement of desirable site characteristics such as
natural topography and geologic features and the prevention of soil erosion.
E. A creative use of land and related physical development which allows a
phased and orderly development and use pattern.
F. An efficient use of land resulting in smaller networks of utilities and streets
thereby lower development costs and public investments.
G. A development pattern in harmony with the objectives of the Wayzata
Comprehensive Plan. (PUD is not intended as a means to vary applicable
planning and zoning principles.)
H. A more desirable and creative environment than might be possible through the
strict application on zoning and subdivision regulations of the City.
PUD General Standards. Section 933.02 sets forth the general standards for review of a
PUD application. The standards that are especially relevant to this review are shown in
bold:
1.Review. In its review of any application under this Section, the City Council shall
consider comments on the application of those persons appearing before the Council, the
report and recommendations of the Planning Commission, the recommendations of the
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Design Review Board and any staff report on the application. The Council also shall
evaluate the effects of the proposed project upon the health, safety and welfare of
residents of the community and the surrounding area and shall evaluate the project's
conformance with the overall intent and purpose of this Section. If the Council determines
that the proposed project will not be detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of
residents of the community and the surrounding area and that the project does conform
with the overall intent and purpose of this Section, it may approve a PUD permit, although
it shall not be required to do so.
2.Ownership. An application for a PUD District or conditional use permit approval must
be filed by the land owner or jointly by all land owners of the property included in a project.
The application and all submissions must be directed to the development of the property
as a unified whole. In the case of multiple ownership, the approved Final Plan shall be
binding on all owners.
3.Comprehensive Plan Consistency. The proposed PUD shall be consistent with
the City Comprehensive Plan.
4.Sanitary Sewer Plan Consistency. The proposed PUD shall be consistent with the City
Comprehensive Sewer Plan and shall not create a discharge which is in excess of the
City's assigned regional limitations.
5.Common Open Space. Common private or public open space and facilities at least
sufficient to meet the minimum requirements established in the Comprehensive Plan and
such complementary structures and improvements as are necessary and appropriate for
the benefit and enjoyment of the residents of the PUD shall be provided within the area
of the PUD development.
6.Operating and Maintenance Requirements for PUD Common Open Space Facilities.
Whenever common private or public open space or service facilities are provided within
the PUD, the PUD plan shall contain provisions to ensure the continued operation and
maintenance of such open space and service facilities to a predetermined reasonable
standard. Common private or public open space and service facilities within a PUD may
be placed under the ownership of one or more of the following, as approved by the City
Council.
a) Dedicated to public, where a community-wide use is anticipated and the City
Council agrees to accept the dedication.
b) Landlord control, where only use by tenants is anticipated.
c) Property Owners Association, provided all of the following conditions are met:
1) Prior to the use or occupancy or sale or the execution of contracts for
sale of an individual building unit, parcel, tracts, townhouse, apartment,
or common area, a declaration of covenants, conditions and restrictions
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or an equivalent document or a document such as specified by Laws
1963, Chapter 457, Section 11 and a set of floor plans such as specified
by Laws 1963, Chapter 457, Section 13 shall be filed with the City of
Wayzata, said filing with the City to be made prior to the filings of said
declaration or document or floor plans with the recording officers of the
County.
2) The declaration of covenants, conditions and restrictions or equivalent
document shall specify that deeds, leases or documents of conveyance
affecting buildings, units, parcels, tracts, townhouses, or apartments
shall subject said properties to the terms of said declaration.
3) The declaration of covenants, conditions and restrictions shall provide
that an owner's association or corporation shall be formed and that all
owners shall be members of said association or corporation which shall
maintain all properties and common areas in good repair and which shall
assess individual property owners proportionate shares of joint or
common costs. This declaration shall be subject to the review and
approval of the City Attorney. The intent of this requirement is to protect
the property values of the individual owner through establishing private
control.
4) The declaration shall additionally amongst other things, provide that in
the event the association or corporation fails to maintain properties in
accordance with the applicable rules and regulations of the City of
Wayzata or fails to pay taxes or assessments on properties as they
become due and in the event the said City of Wayzata incurs any
expenses in enforcing its rules and regulations, which said expenses are
not immediately reimbursed by the association or corporation, then the
City of Wayzata shall have the right to assess each property its prorate
share of said expenses. Such assessments, together with interest
thereon and costs of collection, shall be a lien on each property against
which each such assessment is made.
5) Membership must be mandatory for each owner, and any successive
buyer.
6) The open space restrictions must be permanent and not for a given
period of years.
7) The association must be responsible for liability insurance, local taxes,
and the maintenance of the open space facilities deeded to it.
8) Property owner must pay their prorate share of the cost of the
association by means of an assessment to be levied by the association
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which meets the requirements for becoming a lien on the property in
accordance with Minnesota Statutes.
9) The association must be able to adjust the assessment to meet changed
needs.
6. Staging of Public and Common Open Space. When a PUD provides for common
private or public open space, and is planned as a staged development over a
period of time, the total area of common or public open space or land escrow
security in any stage of development shall, at a minimum, bear the same
relationship to the total open space to be provided in the entire PUD as the stages
or units completed or under development bear to the entire PUD.
7. Density.
b) The maximum allowable density in a PUD District shall be determined by
standards negotiated and agreed upon between the applicant and the City. In
all cases, the negotiated standards shall be consistent with the development
policies as contained in the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. Whenever any PUD
is to be developed in stages, no such stage shall, when averaged with all
previously completed stages, have a residential density that exceeds 125
percent of the proposed residential density of the entire PUD.
c) There shall be no density variation from the standards applied in an applicable
zoning district for PUD conditional use permits.
8. Utilities. In any PUD, all utilities, including telephone, electricity, gas and telecable
shall be installed underground.
9. Utility Connections.
a) Water Connections. Where more than one property is served from the same
service line, individual unit shut off valves shall be provided as required by the
City Engineer.
b) Sewer Connections. Where more than one unit is served by a sanitary sewer
lateral which exceeds 300 feet in length, provision must be made for a manhole
to allow adequate cleaning and maintenance of the lateral. All maintenance
and cleaning shall be the responsibility of the property owners association or
owner.
10. Roadways. All streets shall conform to the design standards contained in the
Wayzata Subdivision Regulations unless otherwise approved by the City Council.
11. Landscaping. In any PUD, landscaping shall be provided according to a plan
approved by the City Council, which shall include a detailed planting list with
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sizes and species indicated as part of the Final Plan. In assessing the
landscaping plan, the City Council shall consider the natural features of the
particular site, the architectural characteristics of the proposed structure
and the overall scheme of the PUD plan.
a. The development site shall provide a minimum of one bench using a Cityapproved design for each 150 feet of frontage length along a public rightof-way.
12. Setbacks.
a) The front, rear and side yard restrictions on the periphery of the Planned Unit
Development site at a minimum shall be the same as imposed in the underlying
districts, if a PUD condition use permit, or the previous zoning district, if a PUD
District.
b) No building shall be located less than 15 feet from the back of the curb line
along those roadways which are part of the internal street pattern.
c) No building within the project shall be nearer to another building than one-half
the sum of the building heights of the two buildings.
d) In PUD Districts that were zoned commercial prior to PUD and exceed 13
acres, the allowable setbacks shall be as negotiated and agreed upon between
the applicant and the City.
13. Height.
a) The maximum building height within a PUD District shall be 35 feet and three
stories, whichever is lesser.
b) There shall be no deviation from the height standards applied within the
applicable zoning districts for PUD conditional use permits.
c) In PUD Districts that were zoned commercial prior to PUD and exceed 13
acres, the maximum allowable height shall be as negotiated and agreed upon
between the applicant and the City.
Purpose of Design Review
The following Design Standards have been developed to shape the City's physical form;
to improve the quality, character, and compatibility of new development or extensive
renovations; and to implement the goals and guidance of the City's Comprehensive Plan.
The Standards have three primary functions:
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•
•
•

To guide applicants and provide consistent standards for the significant expansion;
major renovation; or new construction of commercial, mixed-use, or multifamily
buildings or parking within the City;
To assist the City and the public in reviewing such development proposals;
To leverage new development to contribute to the improvement of the City's
public realm -- its streets, sidewalks, walkways, and its streetscape and
landscape treatments

The Standards also address issues of scale and topography that are especially critical to
preserving and enhancing Wayzata's character.
Site Design Standards for Large-Scale Sites
Intent
Site design determines the relationship between buildings and their surroundings. Largescale sites present the most opportunities for landscaping and placemaking. These sites
are large enough to comfortably fit four or more buildings and additional site amenities.
Since these sites are much larger than their surrounding context, proposed site design
must provide internal circulation and appropriately-scaled amenities to sensitively ft into
the surrounding town fabric.
Standards
1. In areas with identifiable street patterns, internal circulation (such as drives,
driveway aisles, alleys, and private streets) shall align with the surrounding street
network. Connections to existing streets shall be made to the maximum extent
feasible.
2. Proposed buildings shall be located on and oriented to public rights of way
and parking shall be located behind the building or in the center of the site.
3. Proposed buildings located on designated Hennepin County rights of way
shall construct a sidewalk extension with a minimum 2 foot width on the
proposed parcel.
4. When required by Section 2.A.3 and Section 2.B.1 retail and mixed-use site design
shall be centered around pedestrian walkways and plazas.
Guidance
1. Proposed commercial buildings should provide a setback between the sidewalk
and building sufficient to accommodate outdoor dining and seating areas.
2. Proposed residential buildings should provide a setback between the
sidewalk and building sufficient to accommodate enhanced landscaping,
stoops, or terraces as required by Section 3.B.2
3. Site circulation elements should anticipate future connection to adjacent parcels
where street or pedestrian connections are not currently feasible.
4. Residential projects should be sited to maximize opportunities for creating
usable, attractive, well-integrated open space.
5. Proposed open spaces should be oriented appropriately for solar exposure when
possible to create a more comfortable micro-climate.
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6. The design and location of a building and its massing on the site should enhance
solar exposure and minimize shadow impacts on adjacent structures and public
areas to the maximum extent feasible.
Criteria for Granting Design Deviations
Significant Deviations shall be defined as deviations that amount to a significant
departure from the Standards enumerated in Chapter 909 and do not qualify as Minor
Deviations. Approval of any Significant Deviation shall require a finding by the City
Council (after considering the Planning Commission's recommendation) that the
negative impact of such deviation is outweighed by one or more of the following factors:
1. The extent to which the project advances specific policies and provisions of the City's
Comprehensive Plan.
2. The extent to which the deviation permits greater conformity with other Standards,
the Guidance of the Design Standards, policies behind the Standards, or with other
Zoning Ordinance standards.
3. The positive effect of the project on the area in which the project is proposed.
4. The alleviation of an undue burden, taking into account current leasing,
housing and commercial conditions.
5. The accommodation of future possible uses contemplated by the Design Standards,
the Zoning Ordinance or the Comprehensive Plan.
6. A national, state or local historic designation.
7. The project is the remodeling of an existing building which largely otherwise
conforms to the Design Standards.
Comprehensive Plan
The Comprehensive Plan land use designation for the subject property is High Density
Residential District. The objective of the high-density residential land use category is to
promote high density standalone residential uses at a density of at least 12 units per acre.
Densities of up to 40 units per acre may be considered. Residential uses within this
category predominately include multi-unit and multi-story buildings.
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The Moments of Wayzata Neighborhood Meeting #4 Recap
Meeting time/date: 5:00 – 6:30 PM, 9/23/2021. Additional Q&A continued until 6:45 PM.
Meeting location: Project site, 163 Wayzata Boulevard W
Meeting Attendees (other than applicant, Ms. Elizabeth Wright, and design consultants):
Attendees included but not limited to: Commissioner Merriam, David Kirkland, 176 Babcock Lane, Dan
Drotning, 120 Westwood Lane S, Keith & Kris Johnson, 166 Babcock Lane, Joe Vanloy, 136 Birch LN
W, David Knoll, Wayzata Community Church, 125 Wayzata Blvd East, Ms. Laurel _, No sign in sheet
was circulated – apologies. An approximate total participants -15-18 residents
David Kirkland was the primary HOA spokesperson, while sidebar conversations occurred with Dan
Drotning and Elizabeth Wright
Observations and Q&A
Introductions and comments - residents seemed positive of the proposed changes and reduction in the scope
to the primary building. They spoke highly of the proposed detail changes as illustrated with the enlarged
computer-generated imagery.
Questions:
Q. How does the material palette as presented, differ based on the past renderings?
A. Materials have been chosen and are as allowed within the Wayzata Design Handbook Standards (DSH).
Product is on record with the City Planning Staff. Primary change was upper band at second floor level. It is the
James Hardishingle® Straight Edge Panel vs. flat pre-cast stone. The color of standing seam metal at the
dormers was changed to cream vs. anodized bronze, except for the roof mounted utility enclosure. This will be
black. Roof materials remain dark gray, and as architectural grade shingle product.
The utility enclosure will be in the current location, but the height will be raised to conceal service equipment.
Refuse shed will be clad with manufactured stone and flashing, of similar materials as presented on the
primary building mass.
We have added patio spaces flanking the entry to provide a means to foster community, family, and resident
member interaction. A complimentary hospitality feature was added to SW of the dining room, a pergola based
on Gianni’s café. This will extend the hospitality seasons into spring and fall.
Q. What are your intentions for Phase II? Restated – What provisions have you made to the building to support
next phase?
A. We hold open our options and rights of development. Owner reserves rights to file for additional
development in the future. Point two - No mechanical provisions have been planned.
Q. Parking in front of the building. Why the quantity? Why at the loop? Location?
A. As required per City Planning DSH, proposed spaces total 56. Existing spaces are 53. Owner has accepted
the city’s methodology for parking quantity and have complied. Added DSH features such as south facing
patios, dedicated loading and delivery zone to the west. Limits have been contained within the looped (paved
area). Proposed hardscape placement has reduced hardscape by ~ 1.4%.
The focused parking spaces have been placed with the care and convenience of visitors and guests yet
screening and grade elevation are mindful of our neighbors’ concerns.
Our site meeting allowed a demonstration of visual and physical evidence of the proposed limits for the
addition of parking spaces within loop.
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Onsite discussions were held and explored regarding rotating various ways of parking. Parallel (2 or 3-each
way + drive aisle) to Wayzata Blvd. These are not practical, as do not take into full account element at the front
of the building including port cochere, and circulation patterns.
Following the meeting, Friday (9/24) afternoon at 4:28 pm MHA received a neighbor call with recommendations
to add diagonal parking to avert headlights, as well as relocating parking to NW. Although appreciated for the
expressed concern, the owner finds this communication out of line. Communication should remain with the City
Planning team or project ownership. We are willing to work to build consensus following the appropriate venue
and lines of communication.
Q. Trees – What has been done to keep existing trees?
A. Per plan introduction of sheet piling at back of curb to minimize tree root damage. This is used as minimally
invasive retaining structure. Densely planted arborvitae will screen the entire parking perimeter.
Q. Concerns remain related to headlights facing south. Neighbors submitted a secondary option of a 6’ high
wood fence with alternating panel placement with coniferous trees, natural grasses and hedges. This as found
on W side of 101, across from Juut Salon.
A. Previously, the owner recommended wall solution was rejected by the neighbors – precast stone and cap of
monochromatic color. In lieu of that we will provide a continuous arbor vitae hedge. Each coniferous scrub will
be 4’ wide x 5’ high. Sixty-five units will be densely planted along the entire south parking lot frontage. This will
grow at a rate of a foot per year. The continuous hedge will exceed 250’ in length. It will provide a positive,
green wall to obscure head light spillage and provide continuous understory between mature trees.
Additionally, please note that we are not asking for tree credits, as the caliper (dbh) does not qualify, as below
threshold diameter. This will ameliorate the neighbor concerns.
Q. Why not introduce of Proof of Parking?
A. Owner has accepted the city’s methodology for parking quantity and have complied. We believe in and
promote participation of our community residents. Therefore, we believe our community will increase demand
rather than decrease interaction. Therefore, we feel it prudent for the count to remain as designed.
Q. Tree quantity taking has been reduced. Proposed layout maintains 17 more than original layout. Do tags
represent trees to stay and go?
A. Current color tags are residual based on relocation conversation. Following the meeting tags were removed
to eliminate confusion. New red ribbons will be added prior to Planning Commission meeting on 10/4.
Q. Discuss staffing, shift change and visitors
A. Parking spaces proposed within the ‘loop’ are dedicated for visitors. This will be signed accordingly. Staff
parking will be located to the west of the site. Neighbor recognition was made that not everyone will be driving
elevated SUV or amped up pickup trucks, especially if area is dedicated to guest parking, it will not create a
problem.
Q. Where are deliveries made? And what are the intended hours?
A. Marked change was the elimination of loading and delivery from the front (S elevation). All heavy, large
vehicle deliveries will be screened by the existing utility area. Hours for delivery will occur after 7:00 AM during
standard business week. Small parcel delivery will occur at the front door. A dedicated zone for truck turning
movements have been made at the former garage location.
Q. Explain the Assisted Living Act - What does it mean to this project?
A. MN Legislature adopted this legislation and placed into effect on August 1, 2021. New communities must
meet minimum licensure standards for care as a community asset to be endorsed to offer business within the
State. If entitlement application is not accepted by the city and the application is terminated, the occupancy
proposed within this building type would no longer be grandfathered for use and endorsement.
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The current building Type V-A per the MN Building Code 2020 (International Building Code 2018) with
amendments adopted 2020. Building type changes from protected Type V-A (combustible-wood) to Type II-A
(non-combustible – steel or concrete). The building is fully fire sprinkled and managed with smoke and heat
detectors. Change to Type II-A would materially change the cost, geometry, and delivery of the project.
Q. Are tree placement along Babcock Lane still a part of the project?
A. Yes, they are located at the primary points of ingress (East), egress (West). Based on the neighbor at 166
Babcock Lane’s, south of the east ingress drive, it was suggested to relocate the trees, to be more central to
their property, thereby ameliorate further stray headlights.
Q. What about the signage? Will it have a large ‘M’, like Moments of Lakeville? Will it be lighted?
A. Signage requires a separate permit. The proposed PUD Amendment does not speak to any portions of the
topic except as noted on CSG C2.0 that says, “Two-sided Monument sign, match proposed new building
materials, see arch, detailing include light, final size and location to be per separate sign permit plan set.”
Q. What will be the ground cover along S property line?
A. Combination of berms, turf and landscape materials. No stone ground cover will be used along Wayzata
Boulevard.
GENERAL OBSERVATION
As mentioned previously, neighbors were present and apparently receptive to the proposed change intent.
Whether they will stand up in front of the Planning Commission or City Council, will yet to be seen. Yet we seek
a positive, mutual outcome.
We ask for your support of the PUD Amendment. We believe and as testimony bears, there is a very real need
that exists in the Wayzata community. Our desire is to be a good and supportive community member.
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Emily Goellner
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

David Kirkland <kirklanddm@gmail.com>
Wednesday, September 29, 2021 3:43 PM
Public Comment
Beth Flynn-Ferry; Daniel Drotning; Kris Johnson; Laurel Anthony; Lindsay Bashioum;
Mike Sund; Rachel Sturgis; Rebecca Hawthorne; Ty Severson; janediemer@gmail.com
163 Wayzata Blvd. - Moments of Wayzata

From the very beginning all the neighborhood has required of the applicant is to adhere to the existing PUD
zoning.
Now, after being soundly rebuked by the City Council, the applicant reluctantly, but wisely, has determined the
path to approval means sticking to the current zoning.
We have always accepted that many upgrades to the property need to be made for it to be reopened
successfully, in today’s much more competitive market. The presented plans show these upgrades which we
favor.
There is one last critical issue affecting the neighbors and that is the need to completely screen the car/truck
headlights for the parking stalls facing the neighbors along Babcock Lane. There are 17 existing stalls on the
west end plus the proposed addition of 8 in front of the new covered entry, for which the applicant will need a
design deviation approved.
In today’s world of HIGH INTENSITY, broad coverage, ALWAYS ON headlamps effective screening requires
a solid barrier, close to the curbing, of at minimum 5’ high (The hood of the new GMC Denali with the now
standard, oversized tires is approximately 60” high!). As most of the employee shift changes will happen in
dark hours, especially in the winter months after the trees and shrubs have dropped their leaves a solid barrier is
a must.
One of the neighbors has been a landscape designer for 20+ years in and around Wayzata recommends either a
‘living fence’, (see attached photos of a fence along 101 North across from the Aveda salon in Colonial Square)
combining plant material with attractive cedar fencing where both the sides are built alike so it looks good from
the street view or the resident’s view. The other option is natural stone wall using stone the applicant plans on
using on the building facade. I personally think the ‘living fence’ the better choice being it is cost effective,
installation would have minimal impact on the close-by tree roots, and it is easier removed or repaired as the
site changes over time.
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As to the design deviation for additional front yard parking, the neighbors will accept that deviation if the
headlights are 100% blocked. We would have preferred the applicant make better use of the north side of the
site but the time for that has passed.
Thank you for listening to the residents!
Sincerely, David Kirkland , 176 Babcock Lane;
and on behalf of the neighbors on our street.

5

Page 261 of 296

Emily Goellner
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kris Johnson <krisjohns53@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 30, 2021 2:25 PM
Public Comment
Planning Commission Meeting - Monday, October 4th - Moments of Wayzata
Redevelopment

Several of the neighbors met with Elizabeth Wright and the Moments team last week regarding the proposed Meridian
Manor redevelopment.
In the present proposal, there are eight additional parking spaces along the front yard/building. The front of these
parking spaces face south and the car/truck headlights will have a direct impact on the neighbors across Wayzata
Boulevard. What about placing the parking spaces diagonally? If the parking spaces were placed diagonally along the
front of the parking lot the headlights will face east and alleviate some of the headlight issues.
Several screening options were discussed. The neighbor’s first choice would be a “living fence” at a minimum of 5 feet
high. Fence posts would be non‐invasive to the trees lining the parking lot. Along with landscape plantings, a living
fence and parking spaces placed diagonally, this would allow almost all of the car/truck headlights to be screened.
There was also a discussion regarding the plantings along Wayzata Boulevard. The team agreed to move a group of
plantings to be placed in front of 166 Babcock Lane.
I respectfully propose that the present approval for front yard parking be conditioned on having the parking spaces
100% screened and acceptable to the neighbors.
Thank you for your consideration,
Kris Johnson
166 Babcock Lane
Wayzata

1
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Emily Goellner
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Laurel Anthony <lanthony208@msn.com>
Thursday, September 30, 2021 4:02 PM
Public Comment
David Kirkland; Kris Johnson
Moments of Wayzata

I went to the onsite meeting with the applicants and Highland neighbors. The applicant has obviously listened
to residents and made wonderful changes. I think the greenish roof, along with the shake and natural stone
siding gives the building a residential feel. In addition, the perennial gardens on the east side and planters
by the front patio add to the look the original owners wanted.
I understand why there is a need to add parking spaces, but I am concerned that the residents on Babcock
Lane will get headlights shining right into their homes. I have seen it first hand. The current plan includes a
4 foot wall by the parking spaces to solve this problem. The wall needs to be at least 5 feet. I suggest that the
applicants all park their vehicles (including larger trucks) in those spots, turn on their headlights and walk over
to the neighbor’s yard, preferably when it is dark. Then they will understand the need for at least 5 feet.
The new parking spots right in front of the entrance are a particular concern. It would help the headlight
problem somewhat if those spots could be angular. I realize this takes the number of new spots from 8 to 7,
but I think the applicant could find room on the west side for one more spot.
I would suggest that the planning committee approved this revised plan ON THE CONDITION that the
screening wall is 5 feet tall and the new spots are at an angle.
Laurel Anthony
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2021
AGENDA ITEM: 9.d
TITLE: Consider Proposal for 2021-2022 Winter Lighting along Lake Street
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve the 2021-2022 Winter Lighting Proposal along Lake Street
PREPARED BY: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
REVIEWED BY: N/A
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends consideration of additional winter lighting in the Panoway District.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
The City has budgeted approximately $10,000 in its Street Lighting fund for this expenditure. Any expense
over this amount would be funded out of Council Contingency, which would be over budget for 2021.
Last year, the City spent $17,656 on holiday lighting, which was funded by the City's Street Lighting Fund,
2019 excess fund transfers, and a discount from Christmas Decor.
BACKGROUND:
Over the past 2 years, the City has contracted holiday lighting services along public areas in Lake Street by
Christmas Decor. Last year, lighting was enhanced thanks to a donation and excess funds to help COVIDimpacted businesses get through the winter.
The City did not budget for additional enhanced lighting for the winter of 2021-2022. The Panoway District
Committee recently discussed this topic and came up with a scaled-down plan. In addition to the scaled-down
plan, there are two other possible lighting alternatives if the City was willing to fund:
1. Scaled-down plan
2. Enhanced lighting of all trees and trellis along Panoway
3. Enhanced lighting of all trees and trellis along Panoway AND synthetic Christmas tree in Plaza
Staff will have additional information about cost available at the meeting. Any additional details of lighting
should be left to staff and the Panoway District Committee.
ATTACHMENTS:
None
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