Wayzata City Council Meeting Agenda
Wayzata City Hall, 600 Rice Street
Meeting Held Remotely
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 20, 2020

Pursuant to Minnesota Statute Sec. 13D.015, and the Executive Orders and Emergency Declarations related to
the COVID19 pandemic, this City Council meeting is being conducted by electronic means using the audio and
video conferencing platform, Zoom. Members of the public may watch and listen to the meeting by logging into
Zoom, or by calling 3126266799 on a phone, and entering Zoom Meeting ID 981 6353 6990, Passcode 792464.
The meeting will also be shown on Channel 8, WCTV, and streamed on the City's website at
www.wayzata.org/WCTV.
To speak during the Public Forum and/or Public Hearing portions of the meeting you can use Zoom or a phone.
When using Zoom, indicate you’d like to speak by using Zoom's "raise hand" function. When using a phone,
press *9. In each case, you will be muted until you have been recognized and invited to speak.
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 9524045300, or mailing
Wayzata City Hall at 600 Rice St E, Wayzata, MN 55391 (Attn: Public Comment).
WORKSHOP TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION:
•

Update of Panoway on Wayzata Bay Project and Partnership with Wayzata Conservancy (5:45 p.m.)
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.

Rep. Jerry Hertaus  2020 Legislative Update

b.

Forecast Public Art  Hennepin County Business District Recovery Program

6.

New Agenda Items

7.

Consent Agenda

8.

a.

Approval of City Council Workshop and Regular Meeting Minutes of October 6, 2020

b.

Approval of Check Register

c.

Approval of Municipal Licenses

d.

Receipt of Police Activity Report

e.

Receipt of Building Activity Report

f.

Approval of Proposal by WSB for Zoning Study Assistance

g.

Approval of Agreement with Van Meter Williams Pollack, LLP for Architectural and Planning Services to
Update the City’s Design Standards

h.

Adoption of Resolution 452020 Approving 2021 Contract Amendment for Residential Recycling Grant with
Hennepin County

Public Hearing
a.

Consider Approval of Resolution 432020 Certifying to the County Auditor Assessments for Unpaid
Delinquent Utility Bill Charges
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9.

New Business
a.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 472020 Related to $4,360,000 General Obligation Refunding Bonds,
Series 2020B and Authorizing the Issuance, and Awarding the Sale

b.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 442020 Approving the Design of a New Accessory Structure at 230 and
240 Central Avenue North

c.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 462020 and Approval of First Reading of Ordinance 803 Approving PUD
Amendment for Promenade of Wayzata at 801 Lake Street East

10.

City Manager's Report and Discussion Items

11.

Public Forum (as necessary)

12.

Adjournment
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 7.a
TITLE: Approval of City Council Workshop and Regular Meeting Minutes of October 6, 2020
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve City Council Workshop and Regular Meeting Minutes of October 6, 2020
PREPARED BY: Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
REVIEWED BY: Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of the attached draft minutes.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
N/A
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
October 6, 2020 Workshop Minutes (Draft)
2.
October 6, 2020 Regular Meeting Minutes (Draft)
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WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL
WORKSHOP MEETING MINUTES - DRAFT
October 6, 2020
5:45 p.m. Discussion of CARES Act Funds Allocation
Mayor Willcox called the meeting to order at 5:45 p.m. Pursuant to Minnesota Statute Sec. 13D.015 and
because of the COVID-19 pandemic, the City Council Meeting was being held remotely by electronic
means using the audio conferencing platform, Zoom. Council Members present: Plechash, McCarthy,
Koch, and Buchanan. Also present: City Manager Jeff Dahl, Community Development Director Emily
Goellner, Public Works Director/City Engineer Mike Kelly, and Administrative Services Director Aurora
Yager. Parks and Trails Board Chair Dan Baasen and Wayzata Chamber President Becky Pierson were
also present on the Zoom call.
Ms. Yager provided background stating that at the end of July, the City received $355,531 in federal
Coronavirus Relief Funds authorized as part of the CARES Act noting this is separate from any funding
the City will receive through FEMA. The CARES Act requires that these funds only be used to cover
expenses that: 1) are necessary expenditures incurred due to the public health emergency with respect to
the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID–19); 2) were not accounted for in the budget most recently
approved as of March 27, 2020 (the date of enactment of the CARES Act) for the State or government;
and 3) were incurred during the period that begins on March 1, 2020, and ends on December 30, 2020.
Given that Wayzata only received $355,531 in CARES Act funds based on population, eligible expenses
far exceed the actual awarded amount. Therefore, it is important to account for use of these funds
strategically. Staff’s approach to managing eligible federal funding sources is to: 1) Apply as many
expenditures through FEMA as possible. It is the most restricted funding source and there is no cap on
expenses which allows for the City to achieve maximum reimbursement when combining these two
programs; 2) Account for any COVID-19 related expenditures that are not FEMA eligible, as eligible
under the CARES Act; 3) Selection of eligible CARES Act expenses will be limited to those that occur in
the General Fund, are the easiest to document, and match the closest with Treasury guidance. This will
give the City the most flexibility come yearend 2020, greatly reduces the difficulty of reporting
requirements, and better protects the City if Treasury guidance continues to evolve.
Staff is projecting that with the infusion of CARES Act funds, the City’s General Fund will have a
positive balance this year. This is especially good news given that the City withheld making the annual
excess reserve transfers from 2019 in case of a deficit. As a result, there is still $517,863 worth of excess
General Fund reserves from 2019 available to be transferred in to the CIP or allocated for other purposes,
such as business assistance.
6:00 p.m. Update of Hennepin County's Business District Toolkit Initiative and Discussion of
COVID-19 Business Assistance
Ms. Goellner provided background on Hennepin County’s COVID-related business assistance funds and
programs, noting the Council should consider whether to explore allocating additional business assistance
funds from 2019 excess fund reserve transfers.
Hennepin County has allocated $28 million from the CARES Act funds to provide assistance to small
businesses impacted by COVID-19. Wayzata businesses have received $145,000 of these funds that was
dispersed between 16 different enterprises. 15 of these grants were approved for small businesses made
up of 1-20 employees and 1 grant was approved for a self-employed entrepreneur.
In addition, staff is also now working with Forecast Public Art, Mod and Company, and McDonnell and
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Company to provide additional support to the businesses along Lake Street. Wayzata is one of five
business districts in the metro region that was selected to work with this Business District Recovery
Program. The main objective of this program is to create/improve public spaces along Lake Street to
encourage more people to patronize those businesses. The final deliverables for this program will be the
installation of equipment and supplies along with a marketing implementation plan and materials that we
can utilize moving forward. The Council indicated overall positive feedback of this initiative but wanted
to make sure that there would be no risk to being COVID-19 compliant and to ensure that any structures
would not block views of the lake. Ms. Goellner indicated that the feedback would be relayed to Forecast
and they’d tweak their plan and present it at the next Council meeting.
Staff also mentioned exploring other business assistance programs such as: grants, City fee waivers,
and/or more City-wide marketing and communications efforts. Because the 2021 budget does not propose
any major allocation for business assistance, funds would have to come out of 2019 excess fund reserves
which have yet to be transferred. These fund transfers have historically been directed to the Capital
Improvement Plan, which allows the City to fund infrastructure projects without bonding or raising the
tax levy.
Consensus on the Council was that staff should work with the Chamber on a plan that would utilize a
portion of the 2019 excess funds for business assistance purposes but maintain the majority of excess
funds for future expenditures within the Capital Improvements Plan. Mr. Dahl said staff would put
together a plan for review/approval at a future Council Meeting.
6:30 p.m. Discussion of Parks and Trails Board Executive Board Chair Seat
Mr. Dahl discussed the structure of the Parks and Trails Board. Council discussed not advertising for the
Executive Board Chair position for two primary reasons: 1) Reducing the size allows for better attendance
and less administrative burden; and 2) all other commissions/boards are odd numbers for voting purposes.
As a result of this action, the Parks and Trails Board would, by default, vote for their own Chair as other
Boards and Commissions do.
Parks and Trails Chair Dan Baasen added that he’s got a good group that have worked hard over the years
and he would prefer to have a large of a board as possible. The Council discussed the pros and cons of
changing the structure of the board. There was more positive feedback on reducing the board by one
member rather than maintaining the status quo. Mr. Dahl said that as a result of how the board was set up
and provided the feedback heard, staff would not be advertising to fill the Executive Board Chair position.
Mr. Dahl also added that he thought it would be a good idea for a Council Committee to meet with the
Parks and Trails Board about creating more of a mission, vision, and key objectives along with a more
formalized board structure, similar to other commissions. The Council agreed and Council Members
Koch and Buchanan agreed to participate. Dahl indicated he’d hope to arrange a meeting yet this year
while Chair Baasen was on the Board.
The workshop meeting was adjourned at 06:55 pm.
Respectfully submitted,
Kathy Leervig
City Clerk
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WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL
DRAFT - MEETING MINUTES
October 6, 2020
AGENDA ITEM 1. Call to Order.
Mayor Willcox called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Pursuant to Minnesota Statute Sec.
13D.015 and because of the COVID-19 pandemic, the City Council Meeting was being
held remotely by electronic means using the audio and video conferencing platform, Zoom.
Mayor Willcox shared the multiple options for members of the public to submit comments
or questions.
AGENDA ITEM 2. Pledge of Allegiance.
AGENDA ITEM 3. Roll Call.
Council Members present: Buchanan, Koch, McCarthy, and Plechash. Also present: City
Manager Dahl, Community Development Director Goellner, Assistant Planner Kieser,
Public Works Director/City Engineer Kelly, Administrative Services Director Yager, and
City Attorney Schelzel.
AGENDA ITEM 4. Approve Agenda.
Mrs. McCarthy made a motion, seconded by Mr. Buchanan, to approve the agenda, as
presented. Upon roll call vote, the motion carried 5/0.
AGENDA ITEM 5. Public Forum.
a.
Introduction of Diane Weidler, Administrative Assistant
Mr. Dahl said this would be the City’s first virtual staff introduction, but because Wayzata
was a small community, he thought it was important for the community to meet every new
employee. Ms. Weidler joined the staff at a difficult time because of the pandemic and
election, but she was fitting in already. Mr. Dahl said she had a great personality and was
a team player. He talked about her work background.
Ms. Weidler said she was very, very happy to have joined the staff. She loved the
small town feel and welcomed the interactions with the community.
Mayor Willcox asked how early voting was going. Ms. Weidler said it had been
very busy. He asked what her function in the school district had been. She explained she
handled payroll and vacations.
Mr. Koch said thanked Ms. Weidler for stepping into the role so quickly. He said
she was thrown straight into the fire because she had started during election season.
Mrs. McCarthy welcomed Ms. Weidler to the City and thanked her for providing
exceptional service.
Mr. Plechash added his welcome and asked how Wayzata felt differently from other
places she had worked. Ms. Weidler said Wayzata had a great, small town feeling.
Mr. Buchanan extended a warm welcome and commented that it seemed like she
fit in beautifully.
AGENDA ITEM 6. New Agenda Items.
None.
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AGENDA ITEM 7. Consent Agenda.
Mayor Willcox read the items on the consent agenda and asked if any Council member
wished to pull an item for further discussion. Mrs. McCarthy requested to pull Item 7.f.
Mr. Koch made a motion, seconded by Mr. Plechash, to approve the consent
agenda, as amended:
a.
Approval of City Council Regular Meeting Minutes of September 15, 2020
b.
Approval of Check Register
c.
Approval of Municipal Licenses
d.
Approval of Assessment Service Agreement with Hennepin County for
Commercial Properties
e.
Adoption of Ordinance 802 Authorizing the Issuance of $4,360,000 General
Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2020B
f.
Adoption of Resolution 41-2020 Approving a Conditional Use Permit for Gate
Height at 405 Bushaway Road
Upon roll call vote, the motion carried 5/0.
f.

Adoption of Resolution 41-2020 Approving a Conditional Use Permit for Gate
Height at 405 Bushaway Road
Mr. Kieser presented the request from applicant, Lorelei Ritter, and property owner,
Carolyn Taylor, for a Conditional Use Permit to allow installation of a 5’6” fence gate and
mounting structure. Mr. Kieser discussed the surrounding neighborhood zoning, 2040
Comprehensive Plan land use, the Conditional Use Permit, the proposed gate plan and
rendering, Planning Commission discussion and recommended unanimous approval, and
questions for the Council to consider.
Mrs. McCarthy asked about the elevation of the proposed wall verses the house.
Mr. Kieser was unsure, but said it was five to six feet from the top of the wall to the bottom
elevation of the house. Mrs. McCarthy asked if the berms in front of the house were new.
Mr. Kieser said they were pretty new. The house was under construction and some of the
topography was updated with landscaping. Mrs. McCarthy asked if the house was roughly
200 feet from the edge of the street to the front of the house. Mr. Kieser confirmed. Mrs.
McCarthy said the applicant was requesting a gate that had a level of opaqueness that would
not mitigate light or sound. She asked what other solid stone fencing or walls were on
Bushaway Road. Mr. Kieser said there were none that height, but there were some solid
stone retaining walls.
Mr. Dahl, after checking, informed the Council that the applicant had not joined the
meeting.
Mr. Koch noted there was a lot of landscaping that would shield the walls on either
side of the gate. He asked if there were any regulations for height of landscaping. Mr.
Kieser answered there was not a height limit on landscaping. He said for grading purposes
the Public Works Department would review the application and there was limits on
grading. Mr. Koch said this was somewhat consistent with the retaining walls the County
put on Bushaway Road. He was unsure how much it would block light or sound, but he
was okay with the aesthetics because the landscaping muted the effect.
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Mayor Willcox said the Council had not favored gated communities as a general
rule. The Council had approved other fences along Bushaway Road, but it was usually
where homes were closer to the road. He did not see a compelling reason to approve.
Mrs. McCarthy said according the Minnesota Department of Transportation the
best way to mitigate light and sound was by using berms. She was not in favor of approval.
Mrs. McCarthy made a motion, seconded by Mayor Willcox, to deny the
Conditional Use Permit for an Entrance Gate and Stone Wall at 405 Bushaway Road.
Mr. Schelzel said the Council would need contemporaneous findings to support a
motion to deny. He thought voting on Resolution 41-2020 based on the Planning
Commission’s findings was possibly a better course of action.
Mrs. McCarthy withdrew her motion. Mayor Willcox withdrew his second.
Mayor Willcox asked for a motion on the draft resolution. Mr. Buchanan made a
motion, seconded by Mr. Koch, to Adopt Resolution No. 41-2020 Approving Conditional
Use Permit for an Entrance Gate and Stone Wall at 405 Bushaway Road.
Mr. Plechash said he had not thought of the arguments presented by Mrs.
McCarthy. He said he was unsure whether it rose to the level of granting a variance. He
said the ordinance was to prevent a gated community atmosphere, but he did not think the
property gave that feel. He said the points made were good and he wished the Planning
Commission would have considered the application more thoroughly.
Mr. Dahl clarified that the request was for a Conditional Use Permit and not a
variance.
Upon roll call vote, the motion carried 3/2 (McCarthy, Willcox).
AGENDA ITEM 8. Public Hearings.
a.
Receive Public Comment on Proposed Policy to Implement Body Cameras
(Portable Recording Systems)
Mr. Dahl said the purpose of the Public Hearing was to meet the requirement to take public
comment. A lot of work had gone into the program and he was excited to hear about it.
Police Chief Risvold said the Police Department had been working on a body
camera policy for a long time, but they wanted to sit back and see other City’s experiences
first. Transparency, accountability, and protection were key. He said they had been
studying it for years and budgeted for it in 2020. The policy was based on the League of
Minnesota Cities and would be implemented next month.
Mayor Willcox asked how much input had been received so far. Ms. Yager said
the survey was still open, but the City had received 48 responses so far. Mayor Willcox
asked about cost. Chief Risvold said $12,300 had been budgeted and the cost came in at
$11,700 per year.
Mr. Plechash thought it was protection for the City and protection for the police
officers as well. He was in favor, but asked if the system was secure. Chief Risvold said
the product the City was using had been used by the city of Minneapolis for many years
with no issues. Mr. Plechash noted Section 125.9.11 on access to date seemed to imply
there was the capability to erase data. Deputy Chief Schultz explained there were retention
periods for certain types of video and after the required time they were purged. He said he
was unaware of any way to purposefully delete video. He said the product also allowed
permissions to be granted to certain officers and administration staff so there was an
external and internal way to mitigate that possibility.
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Mr. Koch was in full support. He said the accountability piece helped with trust.
He asked about the burden to turn the camera on in a quick moving situation. Deputy Chief
Schultz said the best practice was to make it simple by using the cameras seatbelt to
seatbelt. He said there were also triggers that turned the cameras on automatically such as
lights, speed, and other cameras in the vicinity. He said training would cover a lot of those
issues.
Mayor Willcox opened the public hearing at 7:57 p.m. Mr. Dahl reviewed
instructions on how to join the meeting to provide comment. No one called in or joined
the meeting. There being no one wishing to speak, Mayor Willcox closed the public
hearing at 8:03 p.m.
Mayor Willcox thanked the Police Department noting that it had been a difficult
period. He said the Police Department had stepped up and been ready with a contingency
plan.
AGENDA ITEM 9. New Business.
a.
Consider Direction on Lake Street and Barry Avenue Public Parking Facility
Mr. Kelly said a primary objective of establishing the Downtown West Tax Increment
Financing district was to provide off-street public parking for the community in the back
of the new development at the northwest corner of Lake and Barry. At the June 16, 2020
City Council Workshop, staff presented several options for construction of the parking
facility. The Council directed staff to move forward with preparation of plans for a basic
surface lot for approximately $1.5 million and a more expensive option with foundations
for a future upper level for approximately $4.1 million. At the August 4, 2020 Workshop,
Council consensus again preferred a surface lot, but requested additional information on
timing of construction, updated costs, parking demand, other eligible Tax Increment
Financing projects, and resolution of environmental issues. Mr. Kelly discussed the
location, the proposed parking lot configuration, environmental issues, the timing of
construction and costs, parking demand, and other Tax Increment Financing projects. Staff
recommended pursuing final design, engagement, funding plan, and construction of the
surface public parking lot option based on the high per stall cost to build a parking deck.
Mr. Koch said RJRyan Construction’s proposal for construction cost for the surface
lot included a disclaimer that the proposal excluded a lot of expenses. He asked what was
not included and how much could it add up to. Mr. Kelly explained most of the exemptions
were items they were not responsible for and were just in case. Mr. Koch asked what else
the Tax Increment Financing could be used for such as sewer. Mr. Kelly said he would
have to look at eligible expenses. He added there was some lighting that had not been
updated on this part of Lake Street.
Mr. Dahl asked Mr. Kelly to go over soft costs that were not included. Mr. Kelly
said the proposal only included construction costs. He explained that Stantec did include
a 10% contingency for just in case items. There was also a 15% contingency for soft costs
related to design, inspection, administration, and legal fees. Those were built into the
overall budget.
Mr. Plechash asked if the overall cost of adding the second deck was $5.5 million.
Mr. Kelly said it was approximately $6.2 million. Mr. Plechash said he did not think the
parking study reflected that the additional parking was needed. He did not think building
the second deck was justified.
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Mayor Willcox said he was not in favor of building ahead of demand and thought
the surface parking lot was more than adequate.
Mr. Koch agreed. He said he did not see this end of Lake Street converted to retail
and restaurant. He thought redevelopment would be multi-family or office. He said the
parking would probably be used by Dakota Trail and Panoway visitors and thought the
surface lot was adequate.
Mayor Willcox asked the City Manager what further guidance was needed from the
Council. Mr. Dahl asked the Council to consider a motion directing staff to pursue final
design engagement, funding plan, and construction of the surface public parking lot option.
Mayor Willcox asked for a motion to that effect. Mr. Koch made a motion,
seconded by Mr. Buchanan, to direct staff to pursue final design engagement, funding plan,
and construction of the surface public parking lot option. Upon roll call vote, the motion
carried 5/0.
b.

Consider Adoption of Resolution 42-2020 Approving a Preliminary and Final
Plat at 320 Hampton Street South
Mr. Kieser presented the development application from Pillar Homes Partner, Inc.,
property owner, and KC Chermak, applicant, to subdivide the property at 320 Hampton
Street South into two single-family residential lots. Mr. Kieser discussed the surrounding
neighborhood zoning, 2040 Comprehensive Plan land use, background, proposed
subdivision, aerial view, Planning Commission discussion and recommendation for
approval with a 6/1 vote, requests for preliminary and final plat, and questions for
consideration.
Mr. Buchanan asked Mr. Kieser to characterize the one dissenting vote on the
Planning Commission. Mr. Kieser said the Planning Commission member was not
confident the grading, draining, and stormwater runoff issues would be addressed. Mr.
Buchanan asked if staff was satisfied those objections had been addressed. Mr. Kieser said
yes, staff was confident those issues were addressed. He also said all of those issues would
be reviewed and answered at the time of a building permit to ensure there was adequate
stormwater management.
Mr. Koch asked if the improvements and mitigating efforts such as rain garden and
drain tiles would improve the drainage on site. Mr. Kieser answered it was hard to say.
He said the natural drainage would stay in effect, but with the implementation of grassy
depressions less stormwater runoff would go to the wetlands.
Mayor Willcox asked how much fill would be used and what effect it would have
on topography. Mr. Kieser said soil corrections would be needed on the site, but that was
relatively common in Wayzata. The current proposal included 18-23 loads of dirt, but the
applicant was proposing to reduce the amount of fill on the northern lot. Mayor Willcox
asked why fill was needed on the northern lot. Mr. Kieser answered it was to ensure the
natural drainage continued to flow.
Mayor Willcox invited the applicant to speak. KC Chermak, Pillar Homes Partner,
Inc., said he had investigated this site for a long time for safety. He had looked at fire
hydrants and a cul-de-sac so fire trucks could turn around. The site was in the shoreland
overlay district. He said he chased best practices for water management including grassy
depressions, pavers, and biofilters.
Mayor Willcox opened the floor for Council to comment.
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Mrs. McCarthy thought the subdivision was in keeping with the surrounding
properties and neighborhood. Given the Planning Commission’s finding, she supported
the recommendation for approval.
Mr. Koch agreed. He thought it met all of the criteria for the subdivision and
matched the character of the neighborhood.
Mayor Willcox said subdivisions required a high standard and he thought this
application met the requirements. He expressed some concern over the wetland area, but
thought steps had been taken to mitigate any issues.
Mayor Willcox asked for a motion on the draft resolution. Mr. Plechash made a
motion, seconded by Mr. Buchanan, to Adopt Resolution No. 42-2020 Approving
Combined Preliminary and Final Plat Residential Subdivision at 320 Hampton Street S.
Upon roll call vote, the motion carried 5/0.
c.

Consider Design Amendment to Restroom at Broadway Avenue and Lake
Street as a part of Phase I – Panoway on Wayzata Bay
Mr. Dahl said the design of the restroom building, as part of the first phase of Panoway on
Wayzata Bay Project, was approved by the City Council in November 2018. However, as
construction documents were created over the subsequent six months, the shade structure
and restroom design were amended without City approval. Mr. Dahl discussed the
background, update, recommendation and next steps with the Council.
Mr. Plechash said he had concerns with the original design and preferred the new
design.
Mrs. McCarthy said it was unfortunate there was a gap in communication, but the
Council had brought up the same concerns with the original design. She preferred the new
design as well and also liked the Wayzata logo and backlighting.
Mr. Koch echoed what had already been said. He was in favor of the new design,
but was disappointed in the communication.
Mr. Buchanan was also disappointed with how it happened, but believed the new
design was a better solution.
Mayor Willcox disagreed. He said the restroom was necessary in this location, but
if a utilitarian structure was needed it should have architectural interest. He said the new
design was utilitarian. He thought the stainless steel was architecturally interesting.
Mrs. McCarthy was open to the conversation about the lack of architectural interest.
Scott Jordan, Civitas, said he had visited the site with each Council member and
presented a variety of options. He said as the architect got into more detail, they realized
the reflectivity concern was valid. He apologized for the lack of communication and said
there was no excuse for that. Mr. Jordan did not share the Mayor’s concern from a design
standpoint. He thought it was a modern and clean design that would be architecturally
interesting when it was completed.
Mayor Willcox said it was supposed to be interactive. He thought the new design
was not special and that was concerning because it would be permanent.
Mrs. McCarthy suggested putting smaller stainless-steel panels on the north and
south ends of the building. Mr. Jordan said the north and south ends were his greatest
concern for reflectivity.
Mr. Plechash said a restroom was utilitarian and not a piece of art. He thought the
design was attractive for what it was. He also did not want to see stainless steel fins.
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Mayor Willcox asked for a motion on the amendment. Mr. Plechash made a
motion, seconded by Mr. Koch, to approve the design amendment to the restroom from
stainless steel exterior with white fins to white metal exterior with anodized aluminum fins.
Upon roll call vote, the motion carried 4/1 (Willcox).
Mr. Dahl said, based on the Council’s feedback, staff would explore signage and
bring options back to the Council at a later date.
AGENDA ITEM 10. City Manager's Report and Discussion Items.
a.
Upcoming Events/Announcements
• Sunday, October 4, 2020, Flags at federal and state buildings were flown at halfstaff to honor firefighters who had been killed or injured in the line of duty.
• Thank you for your 17 years of service to Friends of the Wayzata Library to Mary
Ellen Gee.
• Wayzata Bar & Grill currently closed due to COVID-19 testing.
b.
Council Member Updates/Announcements
Mayor Willcox congratulated, Paul Engelman, on being selected as the Wayzata Chamber
of Commerce Person of the Year.
Mrs. McCarthy reminded everyone that Saturday, October 10, 2020, was the annual
Pull It Day, a fall cleanup event for the City’s public gardens.
AGENDA ITEM 11. Public Forum Continued (if necessary).
There were no comments.
AGENDA ITEM 12. Adjournment.
There being no further business, Mayor Willcox asked for a motion to adjourn. Mrs.
McCarthy made a motion, seconded by Mr. Buchanan to adjourn. Upon roll call vote,
Mayor Willcox 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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MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 7.b
TITLE: Approval of Check Register
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve the Payment of Checks for September and October 2020
PREPARED BY: Kathy Ovshak, Senior Accountant
REVIEWED BY: Jeff Dahl, City Manager, Aurora Yager, Administrative Services Director
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of the payment of checks.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
N/A
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Detail Check Register - September & October 20
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

10100 Old National
10/01/20
117997
E 408-40000-309
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
117998
E 408-40000-309
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
117999
E 408-40000-309
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
118000
R 101-00000-32110

ABSOLUTE MECHANICAL
Contractual Services
Contractual Services
Total

$89.12

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$282.05

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$371.17

ACE ELECTRICAL CONTRACTORS
Contractual Services
$463.83
Contractual Services
Total
ARCHITECTURAL SALES OF MN
Contractual Services
Contractual Services
Total
BAJA HAUS
Alchoholic Beverages
Total

$912.22

$161.50
$163.70

$5,250.00

CRAWFORD DOOR SALES
Contractual Services

10/01/20
118005
E 408-40000-309
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
118006
R 101-00000-32110

10/01/20
118007
E 408-40000-309

118008

10/01/20

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$95.00

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$335.50

D`AMICO & SONS
Alchoholic Beverages
Total

$902.50

ENVIROBATE METRO
Contractual Services
Total

$703.50

JADE FOUNTAIN
Alchoholic Beverages
Total

LIQ.LICENSE REFUND

$240.50

Contractual Services
Total

INGLAS
Contractual Services
Contractual Services
Total

CITY HALL REMODEL
CITY HALL REMODEL

$5,250.00

10/01/20
118002
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
118004
E 408-40000-309

8
8

$325.20

COMMERCIAL DOOR SYSTEMS, INC.
Contractual Services
$641.19
Total
$641.19

10/01/20
118003
R 101-00000-32110

CITY HALL REMODEL
CITY HALL REMODEL

$1,376.05

10/01/20
118001
E 408-40000-309

E 408-40000-309

8
8

$902.50

$703.50

$59.40
$143.80

LIQ.LICENSE REFUND

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

8
8

CITY HALL REMODEL
CITY HALL REMODEL

$203.20

$902.50

LIQ.LICENSE REFUND

$902.50

KELLINGTON CONSTRUCTION INC
Contractual Services
$1,092.25
Total
$1,092.25

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

LIFESAVER FIRE PROTECTIONS LLC
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

E 408-40000-309

Contractual Services

$61.70

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

E 408-40000-309

Contractual Services
Total

$151.60

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$213.30

10/01/20
118009
E 408-40000-309
E 408-40000-309

MINNESOTA CONCRETE SPECIALTIES
Contractual Services
$444.85
Contractual Services
$7.43
Total
$452.28

8
8

CITY HALL REMODEL
CITY HALL REMODEL

10/01/20
118010
E 408-40000-309

NO LIMIT CLEANING
Contractual Services
Total

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$106.20

NPARALLEL
Contractual Services
Total

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$178.61

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

10/01/20
118011
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
118012
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
118013
E 408-40000-309
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
118014
E 408-40000-309
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
118015
E 408-40000-309
E 408-40000-309

10/01/20
118016
R 101-00000-32110

10/01/20
118017
E 408-40000-309

10/05/20
118018
E 640-47000-253

10/05/20
118019
E 640-47000-253

$106.20

$178.61

RJM CONSTRUCTION, LLC
Contractual Services
Total

$6,321.05

RTL CONSTRUCTION, INC.
Contractual Services

$1,315.82

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$381.39

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

Contractual Services
Total
SONUS INTERIORS, INC.
Contractual Services
Contractual Services
Total

$6,321.05

$1,697.21

$244.35

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$770.00

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$1,014.35

SUPERIOR PAINTING & DECORATING
Contractual Services
$71.05
Contractual Services
Total

$416.00

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

$487.05

SUSHI FIX
Alchoholic Beverages
Total

$5,250.00

WILLMER WOOD PRODUCTS
Contractual Services
Total

$2,642.50

$5,250.00

$2,642.50

56 BREWING LLC
Beer For Resale
Total

$148.00

ARTISAN BEER COMPANY
Beer For Resale
Total

$110.80

$148.00

$110.80

LIQ.LICENSE REFUND

8

CITY HALL REMODEL

5611523

BEER

3438795

BEER RESALE

Page 15 of 230

10/14/20 11:08 AM
Page 3

CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

10/05/20
118020
E 640-47000-251
E 640-47000-259

Vendor Name

Amount

BELLBOY BAR SUPPLY CORP.
Liquor For Resale
Freight
Total

$577.00
$12.75

BOOM ISLAND BREWING COMPANY
Beer For Resale
$115.50
Total
$115.50

10/05/20
118022
E 640-47000-251

BREAKTHRU BEVERAGE MN
Liquor For Resale
Freight

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

Comment

0085811800 LIQ RESALE
0085811800 FREIGHT

$589.75

10/05/20
118021
E 640-47000-253

E 640-47000-259

Invoice

$2,111.89

9843

BEER

1081181082 LIQUOR

$19.80

1081181082 FREIGHT

Wine For Resale
Freight

$3,273.16
$52.92

1081181083 WINE
1081181083 FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$208.00

E 640-47000-259

Freight

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

1081182500 WINE

$2.90

1081182500 FREIGHT

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Freight

$224.00
$4.35

1081184066 MIX
1081184066 FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

($39.00) 2080284398 WINE

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

Wine For Resale
Liquor For Resale

($40.45) 2080285160 WINE
($72.71) 2080285959 LIQUOR

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

10/05/20
118023
E 640-48000-253

BREAKTHRU BEVERAGE
Beer For Resale

($94.45) 2080287713 WINE
$5,650.41

$256.00

1091169324 BEER

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale

$3,642.70

1091171415 BEER

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

Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale

$256.00
$291.00

1091173729 BEER
1091173730 BEER

E 640-47000-253

Beer For Resale
Total

$1,291.20

1091173751 BEER

$5,736.90

CAPITOL BEVERAGE SALES
Beer For Resale

$2,940.75

2462776

BEER

$360.00
$141.41

2463079
2465591

BEER
MISC.BEV.

$266.00

2465796

BEER

10/05/20
118024
E 640-47000-253
E 640-48000-253
E 640-47000-254

Beer For Resale
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

E 640-48000-253

Beer For Resale
Total

10/05/20
118025
E 640-48500-210
E 640-48500-217
E 630-40000-499

CINTAS CORPORATION
Operating Supplies (GEN
Uniforms
Miscellaneous
Total

10/05/20
118026
E 640-47000-253

118027

10/05/20

CLEAR RIVER BEVERAGE CO.
Beer For Resale
Total

$3,708.16

$102.51

4062122501 KITCHEN SUPPLIES

$27.28
$70.06

4062122501 KITCHEN UNIFORMS
4062230386 MV RUGS

$199.85

$634.00

551016

BEER

$634.00

COZZINI BROS., INC.
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

Invoice

Comment

E 640-48500-415

Other Equipment Rentals

$45.59

C8404270

KNIFE EXCHANGE

E 640-48500-415

Other Equipment Rentals
Total

$45.59

C8455708

KNIFE EXCHANGE

107-03522
113-04393

BEER
BEER

76-01391

BEER

104031

STORE SUPPLIES

10/05/20
118028
E 640-48000-253
E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-253

10/05/20
118029
E 640-47000-210

10/05/20
118030
E 640-48000-415

10/05/20
118031
E 640-47000-253

10/05/20
118032
E 640-47000-253
E 640-48000-253
E 640-48000-253

10/05/20
118033
E 640-47000-251

$91.18

DAHLHEIMER DISTRIBUTING CO.
Beer For Resale
$600.00
Beer For Resale
$1,203.40
Beer For Resale
Total

$678.90
$2,482.30

DAILEY DATA & ASSOCIATES
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$124.00

DIRECTV
Other Equipment Rentals
Total

$320.63

HOHENSTEINS INC.
Beer For Resale
Total

$471.25

$124.00

$320.63

$471.25

JJ TAYLOR DISTRIBUTING OF MN_
Beer For Resale
$1,929.31
Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale
Total
JOHNSON BROS.-ST.PAUL
Liquor For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

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

Liquor For Resale
Freight

37790117335 SERVICE

219143

BEER RESALE

3120685

BEER

3130707
3130771

BEER
BEER

$190.00

1642574

LIQUOR

$1.36

1642574

FREIGHT

$1,326.09
$10.08

1643766
1643766

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

$886.45

1643767

WINE

$15.12

1643767

FREIGHT

$3,188.21
$29.75

1645050
1645050

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

$490.70
$356.00
$2,776.01

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

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

Liquor For Resale
Freight

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$343.89

1645051

WINE

E 640-47000-259
E 640-48000-251

Freight
Liquor For Resale

$7.03
$355.00

1645051
1645452

FREIGHT
LIQUOR

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$115.85

1645527

WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$1.26

1645527

FREIGHT

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

Wine For Resale
Freight

$272.00
$2.52

1648624
1648624

WINE
FREIGHT

$1,000.76

1651018

LIQUOR

$5.04

1651018

FREIGHT

000530796

FOOD

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight
Total

10/05/20
118034
E 640-48500-255

KARLSBURGER FOODS, INC.
FOODIngredients For Res

$7,750.41

$262.50
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

10/05/20
118035
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

Vendor Name

Amount

Comment

Total

$262.50

LIBATION PROJECT
Wine For Resale

$208.00

309558

WINE RESALE

$3.00

309558

FREIGHT

Freight
Total

10/05/20
118036
E 640-48500-255

Invoice

$211.00

MAIN STREET BAKERY
FOODIngredients For Res

$131.70

387404

FOOD RESALE

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

FOODIngredients For Res
FOODIngredients For Res

$127.50
$117.50

387634
387847

FOOD RESALE
FOOD RESALE

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res
Total

$145.00

388163

FOOD RESALE

$521.70

10/05/20
118037
E 640-47000-251

MAVERICK WINE CO.
Liquor For Resale

$144.00

482433

LIQUOR

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

Wine For Resale
Freight

$751.80
$7.50

482433
482433

WINE
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

10/05/20
118038
E 640-48000-401

10/05/20
118039
E 640-47000-253
E 640-48000-253
E 640-47000-253

10/05/20
118040
E 640-47000-433
E 640-48000-433

10/05/20
118041
E 640-48500-255
E 640-48500-255

($68.00) CM
($271.92) CM40407

$200.00

MODIST BREWING CO. LLC
Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale
Beer For Resale
Total

$711.50

Dues, Licensing & Semina
Total

WINE

$563.38

MIDWEST GREASE
Repairs/Maint Buildings
Total

MOOD MEDIA
Dues, Licensing & Semina

WINE

$200.00

270508

GREASE TRAP MAINT.

$410.50
$165.00

16342
16359

BEER
BEER

$136.00

16392

BEER

$65.65

55716896

OVERHEAD MUSIC

$65.65

55716896

OVERHEAD MUSIC

7392-A
7478

FOOD
FOOD

$131.30

NORTHWESTERN FRUIT COMPANY
FOODIngredients For Res
$520.50
FOODIngredients For Res
$638.20

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

($33.00) 7550

FOOD

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

$494.15

7580

FOOD

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res
Total

$444.90

7701

FOOD

$2,064.75

10/05/20
118042
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-251

PAUSTIS & SONS
Wine For Resale
Liquor For Resale

($97.25) 101366
$130.00 101667

WINE
LIQUOR

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$1,177.00

101667

WINE RESALE

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

Freight
Wine For Resale

$11.25
$43.50

101667
101706

FREIGHT
WINE RESALE
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

E 640-47000-259

Vendor Name

Amount

Freight

$2.25
Total

10/05/20
118043
E 640-47000-254

Invoice

Comment

101706

FREIGHT

34875802

MISC.BEV

$1,266.75

PEPSI COLA
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total

$183.10

PHILLIPS WINES & SPIRITS
Liquor For Resale

$502.95

6092662

LIQUOR

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

Freight
Wine For Resale

$6.30
$290.25

6092662
6092663

FREIGHT
WINE RESALE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale
Total

10/05/20
118044
E 640-47000-251

$183.10

$8.82

6092663

FREIGHT

$504.63

6098160

LIQUOR

13289
13511

BEER
BEER

$1,312.95

10/05/20
118045
E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-253

PRYES BREWING COMPANY LLC
Beer For Resale
$213.00
Beer For Resale
$318.00
Total
$531.00

10/05/20
118046
E 640-48500-255

REINHART FOODSERVICE
FOODIngredients For Res

$3,875.83

368094

FOOD

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$160.28

368094

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48000-254

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

$133.72

368094

MISC.BEV.

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

Liquor For Resale
FOODIngredients For Res

$46.07
$3,042.38

368094
370773

LIQUOR
FOOD

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$26.08

370773

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

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

Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
FOODIngredients For Res

$217.70
$1,857.17

370773
372174

MISC.BEV.
FOOD
KITCHEN SUPPLIES

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$112.30

372174

E 640-48000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$40.46

372174

BAR SUPPLIES

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

Liquor For Resale
FOODIngredients For Res

$12.95
$3,297.49

372174
375924

LIQUOR
FOOD

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$451.55

375924

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

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

Operating Supplies (GEN
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

$15.10
$195.57

375924
375924

BAR SUPPLIES
MISC.BEV.

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-48500-255

FOODIngredients For Res

E 640-48500-210
E 640-48000-254
E 640-48000-251

10/05/20
118047
E 640-47000-254
E 640-47000-254

10/05/20
118048
E 640-47000-259

$72.73

375924

LIQUOR

$3,835.04

375967

FOOD

Operating Supplies (GEN
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal

$150.91
$131.89

375967
375967

KITCHEN SUPPLIES
MISC.BEV.

Liquor For Resale
Total

$110.79

375967

LIQUOR

SHAMROCK GROUP
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total
SOUTHERN GLAZER`S OF MN
Freight

$17,786.01

$96.37

2546420

ICE

$53.55

2550712

ICE

1995986

FREIGHT

$149.92

$1.28
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-47000-259

Freight

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

Invoice

Comment

$3,335.40

1995987

$23.04

1995987

FREIGHT

Liquor For Resale
Freight

$3,026.20
$16.75

1995988
1995988

LIQUOR
FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale

$72.00

1995989

LIQUOR

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

Freight
Wine For Resale

$2.56
$1,528.00

1995989
1995990

FREIGHT
WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$20.48

1995990

FREIGHT

35935

BEER

949521

BEER LINE SERVICE

10370882

SUPPLIES

$320.00

23679

BEER

$200.00
$12.00

23679
23679

WINE RESALE
FREIGHT

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

Total
10/05/20
118049
E 640-48000-253

10/05/20
118050
E 640-48000-409

10/05/20
118051
E 640-48000-210

10/05/20
118052
E 640-47000-253
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

LIQUOR

$8,025.71

STEEL TOE BREWING
Beer For Resale
Total

$72.00

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

$110.00

TOLL GAS & WELDING SUPPLY
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$119.97

$72.00

$110.00

$119.97

TRADITION WINE & SPIRITS
Beer For Resale
Wine For Resale
Freight
Total

$532.00

TRIMARK
Operating Supplies (GEN

$175.39

9B1PF4

E 640-48000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$50.10

9B1PF7

BAR SUPPLIES

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

Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN

$445.96
$17.31

9B1PF7
9B1RT4

KITCHEN SUPPLIES
BAR SUPPLIES

E 640-48500-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$226.00

9B1RT5

KITCHEN SUPPLIES

$914.76

10/05/20
118053
E 640-48500-210

10/05/20
118054
E 640-48000-210

TRIO SUPPLY COMPANY
Operating Supplies (GEN

$13.78

631893-00

BAR SUPPLIES

$681.83
$846.95

631893-00
633535-00

KITCHEN SUPPLIES
KITCHEN SUPPLIES

$96.89

633535-00

LIQUOR

$81.86

633535-00

BAR SUPPLIES

$125.76
$49.20

711053
717818

MISC MDSE
MISC MDSE

$465.37

719991

MISC MDSE

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

Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN

E 640-48000-251

Liquor For Resale

E 640-48000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$1,721.31

TRUE BRANDS
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Soft Drinks/Mix For Resal
Total

$640.33

10/05/20
118055
E 640-47000-254
E 640-47000-254
E 640-47000-254

118056

10/05/20

UNITED CLEANING MANAGEMENT
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

E 640-48000-409

10/05/20
118057
E 640-47000-252

Vendor Name
Maint services & Improv
Total

Amount
$2,775.22

Invoice
1023598

Comment
MONTHLY CLEANING

$2,775.22

VINOCOPIA
Wine For Resale

$336.00

0263502

WINE

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

Freight
Liquor For Resale

$7.50
$220.21

0263502
0263641

FREIGHT
LIQUOR

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$112.00

0263641

WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$7.50

0263641

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-251

Liquor For Resale
Total

10/05/20
118058
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-252

WINE COMPANY
Wine For Resale
Wine For Resale

($24.79) CM0259738 LIQUOR
$658.42

($156.00) 148532
($358.95) 148533

WINE RESALE
WINE

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$224.00

151418

WINE RESALE

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

Freight
Wine For Resale

$4.20
$1,070.00

151418
151725

FREIGHT
WINE RESALE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$14.85

151725

FREIGHT

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

10/05/20
118059
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

WINE MERCHANT
Wine For Resale
Freight

($132.00) CM151164

WINE RESALE

$666.10

$2,332.40
$18.06

7298715
7298715

WINE
FREIGHT
WINE

E 640-48000-252

Wine For Resale

$603.76

7299085

E 640-47000-252

Wine For Resale

$174.00

7299104

WINE

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

Freight
Wine For Resale

$1.26
$888.00

7299104
7299917

FREIGHT
WINE

E 640-47000-259

Freight

$8.82

7299917

FREIGHT

E 640-48000-252

Wine For Resale
Total

$631.32

7300088

WINE

10/05/20
118060
E 640-47000-252
E 640-47000-259

10/08/20
118061
R 610-00000-37110

10/08/20
118062
E 101-42200-434

10/08/20
118063
E 430-40000-309

118064

10/08/20

WINEBOW
Wine For Resale
Freight
Total

$4,657.62

$1,461.00
$16.50
$1,477.50

ANDERSON, DANIEL
W/S/Storm Sales
Total

$90.45

BERNS, JOHN
Training and schools
Total

$250.00

COMMERCIAL ASPHALT CO.
Contractual Services
Total

MN00083646 WINE RESALE
MN00083646 FREIGHT

$90.45

628BEAVER OVERPAYMENT ON FINAL UTILITY BILL

$250.00

$1,336.87

EMR REFRESHER CLASS

200930

ASPHALT

$1,336.87

CORE & MAIN
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

E 670-40000-409

10/08/20
118065
E 101-41940-499

10/08/20
118066
E 630-40000-331

10/08/20
118067
E 630-40000-331

10/08/20
118068
G 802-20873

10/08/20
118069
E 233-40000-302
E 233-40000-302

Vendor Name

Amount

Maint services & Improv
Total

$646.00

CULLIGAN-BOTTLED WATER
Miscellaneous
Total

$52.92

EHLERT, BECKY
Mileage & Expense Accou
Total

$68.31

FISHER, CHERYL
Mileage & Expense Accou
Total

$60.72

FREY, MICHAEL
225 MANITOBA - FREY
Total
GOFF PUBLIC
Consultants
Consultants

$52.92

$68.31

$60.72

$1,202.65

Comment

N086298

STORMWATER REPAIRS

2528042

SUPPLIES

6-9/20

MILEAGE

6-9/20

MILEAGE

225MANITO ESCROW REFUND

$1,202.65

$536.25
$23,405.00
Total

10/08/20
118070
E 101-42200-212

$646.00

Invoice

16678
16679

NAVIGATE WAYZATA
PANAWAY GRAND OPENING

$23,941.25

GOPHER ACE TRU VALUE
Motor Fuels

$49.98

3315/1

SUPPLIES

E 620-40000-210

Operating Supplies (GEN

$41.75

3402/1

SUPPLIES

E 101-41940-401

Repairs/Maint Buildings

$3.79

3418/1

SUPPLIES

E 610-40000-405

Maint/Replac - System
Total

$8.16

3441/1

SUPPLIES

6-9/20

MILEAGE

10/08/20
118071
E 630-40000-331

10/08/20
118072
G 802-20857

$103.68

HATZ, KIM
Mileage & Expense Accou
Total
HEMSLEY, MATTHEW
578 HARRINGTON-HEMS
Total

$68.31
$68.31

$1,867.85
$1,867.85

10/08/20
118073
G 650-20818

HENNEPIN COUNTY TREASURER
Garbage Tax - Cnty 15.5
$2,864.73
Total
$2,864.73

10/08/20
118074
E 640-47000-212

HOLIDAY
Motor Fuels

10/08/20
118075
E 101-43100-499

118076

10/08/20

578HARRIN ESCROW REFUND

$50.95
Total

$50.95

JONES, REBECCA
Miscellaneous
Total

$43.50

$43.50

SEPT.2020

COUNTY REFUSE TAX

FUEL

SUPPLIES

LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS.TRUST
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

E 640-47000-361

10/08/20
118077
E 630-40000-331

10/08/20
118078
E 101-41500-311

10/08/20
118079
E 237-40000-540

10/08/20
118080
G 101-20300
G 101-20300

10/08/20
118081
G 101-20831
R 101-00000-34190

10/08/20
118082
E 101-45200-415

10/08/20
118083
E 101-41500-200
E 101-41500-200

10/08/20
118084
G 802-20869

10/08/20
118085
E 101-42200-323

Vendor Name

Amount

General Liability Ins
Total

$440.00

LIND, JODI
Mileage & Expense Accou
Total

E 101-45200-210

10/08/20
118087
E 101-41100-302

$68.31

$4,905.00

MACQUEEN EMERGENCY
Equipment
Total

$1,271.78

MCCARTHY, TIMOTHY
Deposits Payable
Deposits Payable
Total
METROPOLITAN COUNCIL
MWCC (SAC)

$4,905.00

$1,271.78

MILEAGE

3537418

NETWORK SUPPORT

16094

FD EQUIPMENT

HSA

HSA REDEPOSIT
HSA REDEPOSIT

$189.58

$9,940.00

SEPT.2020

SAC FEES

($99.40) SEPT.2020

SAC FEES

$92.75

SPRINT
Radio Units

6-9/20

HSA

MN BATTERY LLC
Other Equipment Rentals
Total

ORGANOVICH, YEVGENIY
15610 HOLDRIDGE RD E
Total

INSURANCE CLAIM

$64.58

$9,840.60

Office Supplies (GENERA
Total

106626

$125.00

Charges for Services/Gen
Total

OFFICE DEPOT
Office Supplies (GENERA

Comment

$68.31

LOFFLER COMPANIES, INC.
Data Processing
Total

$92.75

24531

BATTERY

$36.45

12425495500 SUPPLIES

$263.99

12538627400 SUPPLIES

$300.44

$2,188.90

15610HOLD ESCROW REFUND

$2,188.90

$39.99
Total

10/08/20
118086
E 101-41940-210
E 101-45200-210

$440.00

Invoice

523093316-2 FD SERVICE

$39.99

SUPPLY SOLUTIONS LLC
Operating Supplies (GEN
Operating Supplies (GEN

$60.85
$147.85

29887
29888

BLDG.SUPPLIES
SUPPLIES

Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$76.38

29901

SUPPLIES

$285.08

M25932

MTG.MINUTES

TIME SAVER
Consultants

$528.20
Total

$528.20
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

TRI-CITY
Contractual Services
Total

$115.50
$115.50

US BANK
Fiscal Agent s Fees
Fiscal Agent s Fees

E 620-49100-621
E 310-40000-621

10/08/20
118088
E 610-40000-309

10/08/20
118089
E 315-40000-621
E 610-49100-621

WATER ANALYSIS

$500.00
$500.00

5877091
5877093

PAYING AGENT FEES
PAYING AGENT FEES

Fiscal Agent s Fees

$500.00

5877095

PAYING AGENT FEES

Fiscal Agent s Fees
Total

$500.00

5883424

PAYING AGENT FEES

$2,000.00

WAYZATA FIRE RELIEF ASSOC.
Payments to Organization
$47,000.00
Payment to Fire Relief 2%
$75,412.81
Total
$122,412.81

10/08/20
118091
G 802-20865

WAYZATA MB PARTNERS LLC
1120 WAYZ.BLVD - WAY
Total

$1,076.40

WESTSIDE WHOLESALE TIRE
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
Total

$25.00

10/08/20
118093
E 101-45203-381

Comment

2000264

10/08/20
118090
E 101-42200-437
E 101-42200-438

10/08/20
118092
E 101-43100-404

Invoice

XCEL ENERGY
Electric Utilities

$1,076.40

$25.00

CITY CONTRIBUTION TO FIRE RELIEF
2% STATE AID TO FIRE RELIEF

1120WAYZA ESCROW REFUND

868833

$632.06

TIRE REPAIR

SERVICE

E 101-41940-381

Electric Utilities

$5,603.11

SERVICE

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

Electric Utilities
Electric Utilities

$841.45
$6,852.60

SERVICE
SERVICE

E 640-47000-381

Electric Utilities

$1,541.74

SERVICE

E 640-48000-381

Electric Utilities

$3,597.39

SERVICE

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

Electric Utilities
Electric Utilities

$1,511.76
$11.08

SERVICE
SERVICE

Total
10/14/20
118094
E 101-43100-240
E 101-45200-240

10/14/20
118095
E 101-42100-217
E 101-42100-217
E 101-42100-217

ACME TOOLS
Small Tools and Minor Eq
Small Tools and Minor Eq
Total

$84.99

7996216

TOOLS

$84.98

7996216

TOOLS

$169.97

ASPEN MILLS
Uniforms

$219.00

262174

PD UNIFORMS

Uniforms
Uniforms

$332.85
$154.80

262175
262182

PD UNIFORMS
PD UNIFORMS

Total
10/14/20
118096
E 101-42100-323

$20,591.19

$706.65

AT&T - FIRSTNET
Radio Units

$897.14

28728490496 PD SERVICE

E 101-42200-323

Radio Units

$318.94

28729411044 FD SERVICE

E 101-41940-321

Telephone

$388.40

28729845852 PW SERVICE
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount
Total

10/14/20
118097
E 409-42100-540

Invoice

Comment

$1,604.48

AXON ENTERPRISES, INC
Equipment

$7,740.00

1680403

PD BODY CAMERAS

E 240-40000-540

Equipment

$7,350.00

1680403

PD BODY CAMERAS

E 409-42100-540
E 240-40000-540

Equipment
Equipment

$11,700.00
$15,526.00

1680446
1680446

PD BODY CAMERAS
PD BODY CAMERAS

E 240-40000-540

Equipment

$7,545.00

1681119

PD BODY CAMERAS

198103/50

TREE REPLACEMENT

10/14/20
118098
E 404-40000-309

10/14/20
118099
E 101-42200-240

Total

$49,861.00

BACHMAN'S
Contractual Services
Total

$180.50

BANK OF AMERICA
Small Tools and Minor Eq

$180.50

$1,130.00

FD TOOLS

E 101-42200-323
E 101-42200-404

Radio Units
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq

$28.32
$109.99

E 101-42200-434

Training and schools

$325.00

FD TRAINING SUPPLIES

E 101-42200-499

Miscellaneous

$145.42

FD MISC.

Total
10/14/20
118100
E 670-40000-409

10/14/20
118101
E 101-42100-323

10/14/20
118102
E 101-41500-304
E 101-41500-304

BARTON SAND & GRAVEL CO.
Maint services & Improv
Total
BCA
Radio Units

RADIO PARTS
PARTS/REPAIRS

$1,738.73

$356.41

200930

SAND

627659

ACCESS FEE

$356.41

$270.00
Total

$270.00

BEST & FLANAGAN
Legal Fees
Legal Fees

$1,023.75
$195.00

533231
533231

CITY COUNCIL
CONTRACTS
LAKE EFFECT/PANAWAY

E 233-40000-304

Legal Fees

$292.50

533231

E 101-41500-304

Legal Fees

$585.00

533231

GENERAL

E 305-40000-304
E 101-41500-304

Legal Fees
Legal Fees

$731.25
$536.25

533231
533231

TIF#6
HRA

E 101-41500-304

Legal Fees

$731.25

533231

RICE STREET BROWNSTONES

E 101-41500-304
E 305-40000-304

Legal Fees
Legal Fees

$3,217.50
$5,600.00

533231
533231

PLANNING COMM.MTGS.
TIF#6 - 253 LAKE

E 305-40000-304

Legal Fees

$81.25

533231

TIF#6 - 235 LAKE

G 802-20867

1611 Holdridge Ter-Pachu

$98.75

533231

1611 HOLDRIDGE TERRACE ESCROW

G 802-20322
G 802-20875

PRES.HOMES
460 PEAVEY ROAD - DC

$1,072.50
$828.75

533231
533231

801 LAKE ESCROW
460 PEAVEY ESCROW

G 802-20844

WAYZ.WOODS APT-240

$828.75

533231

WAYZ.WOODS APT.ESCROW

G 802-20391
G 802-20387

320 HAMPTON - KIRT
405 BUSHAWAY - TAYL

$1,316.25
$1,218.75

533231
533231

320 HAMPTON ESCROW
405 BUSHWAY ESCROW

G 802-20322

PRES.HOMES

$2,806.25

533231

801 LAKE ESCROW

G 802-20846

BOATWORKS REDEVEL

$193.75

533231

BOATWORKS ESCROW

E 101-41500-304

Legal Fees

$975.00

533231

GENERAL
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount
Total

10/14/20
118103
G 640-10150

10/14/20
118104
E 233-40000-309

10/14/20
118105
E 101-41940-383

CASH - OLD NATIONAL
ATM
Total

Invoice

Comment

$22,332.50

$9,000.00

10/14/20

ATM FILL

1

PANAWAY - RESTROOM SIGNS

$9,000.00

CD PRODUCTS INC
Contractual Services
Total

$242.25

CENTERPOINT ENERGY
Fuel, oil and natural gas

$354.40

$242.25

SERVICE

E 610-40000-383

Fuel, oil and natural gas

$26.91

SERVICE

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

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

$115.86
$463.43

SERVICE
SERVICE

E 101-41940-383

Fuel, oil and natural gas

$11.61

SERVICE

E 101-42200-383

Fuel, oil and natural gas
Total

$74.18

SERVICE

$1,046.39

10/14/20
118106
E 233-40000-309

CENTRAL ROOFING COMPANY
Contractual Services
$26,790.00
Total
$26,790.00

2

10/14/20
118107
E 640-48500-210

CULLIGAN-METRO
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

101X343524 SUPPLIES

10/14/20
118108
E 233-40000-309

10/14/20
118109
E 670-40000-409

10/14/20
118110
E 101-41500-350

CURB MASTERS, INC
Contractual Services
Total
DELANO RENTAL
Maint services & Improv
Total
ECM PUBLISHERS, INC.
Printing & Publishing
Total

$195.59
$195.59

$268,644.88

PANAWAY

$630.84

31466

EQUIP.RENTAL

798454

PUBLIC ACCURACY TEST

171311

PD SUPPLIES

$630.84

$29.75
$29.75

FORMS & SYSTEMS OF MINNESOTA
Printing & Publishing
$222.49
Total
$222.49

10/14/20
118112
E 610-40000-210

GOPHER ACE TRU VALUE
Operating Supplies (GEN

10/14/20
118113
E 610-40000-216

5

$268,644.88

10/14/20
118111
E 101-42100-350

E 620-40000-210

PANAWAY

$11.57

3594/1

SUPPLIES

$22.34

3595/1

SUPPLIES

316159523

CHEMICALS

Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$33.91

HACH COMPANY
Chemicals and Chem Pro
Total

$145.79

$145.79
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount

10/14/20
118114
E 101-42120-308

HENN.CNTY. TRANSPORTATION DEPT
Prisoner Care
$171.00
Total
$171.00

10/14/20
118115
E 101-42100-323
E 409-42100-540

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

$1,148.49
$1,048.79

Invoice

Comment

1000154585 PRISONER PROCESSING

1000154904 PD RADIO LEASE
1000154904 PD RADIOS

E 101-43100-323

Radio Units

$252.89

1000154960 RADIO LEASE

E 101-45200-323

Radio Units

$252.89

1000154960 RADIO LEASE

E 610-40000-323
E 620-40000-323

Radio Units
Radio Units

$114.95
$114.95

1000154960 RADIO LEASE
1000154960 RADIO LEASE

E 409-40000-540

Equipment

E 101-42200-323

Radio Units

$786.89
$2,077.56
Total

1000154960 PW RADIOS
1000154968 FD RADIO LEASE

$5,797.41

10/14/20
118116
E 610-40000-322
E 620-40000-322

IMPACT MAILING & FULFILLMENT
Postage
$2,000.00
Postage
$2,000.00
Total
$4,000.00

149465
149465

WATER BILL POSTAGE - ON ACCOUNT
WATER BILL POSTAGE - ON ACCOUNT

10/14/20
118117
E 101-45200-415

JIMMY`S JOHNNYS
Other Equipment Rentals
Total

172636

PARKS SERVICE

10/14/20
118118
E 101-42200-241

$210.00
$210.00

KIRVIDA FIRE, INC.
Safety equip/testings

$325.00

9136

FD TRUCK INSPECTION

E 101-42200-241

Safety equip/testings

$325.00

9137

FD TRUCK INSPECTION

E 101-42200-241
E 101-42200-241

Safety equip/testings
Safety equip/testings
Total

$325.00
$325.00

9138
9139

FD TRUCK INSPECTION
FD TRUCK INSPECTION

$1,300.00

MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY
Motor Fuels

$1,929.02

21994683

FUEL

$808.81

21994705

FUEL

2020-05

RANGE RENTAL

3

PANAWAY

10/14/20
118119
E 101-49200-212
E 101-49200-212

Motor Fuels
Total

10/14/20
118120
E 101-42100-434

MAPLE GROVE, CITY OF
Training and schools
Total

$2,737.83

$780.00
$780.00

10/14/20
118121
E 233-40000-309

MECHANICAL AIR SYSTEMS, INC.
Contractual Services
$2,042.50
Total
$2,042.50

10/14/20
118122
E 670-40000-409
E 670-40000-409

MENARD`S - GOLDEN VALLEY
Maint services & Improv
Maint services & Improv
Total

10/14/20
118123
E 233-40000-309

$211.85 31647
($116.99) 31651

SUPPLIES
SUPPLIES

$94.86

METRO MANUFACTURING INC
Contractual Services
$178,059.45

1

PANAWAY
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount
Total

10/14/20
118124
E 101-42100-404

10/14/20
118125
E 101-41500-302

Invoice

Comment

$178,059.45

MN BATTERY LLC
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
Total
MUNICODE
Consultants

$179.00

$995.00
Total

24532

SQUAD BATTERY

00349324

UPDATES

$179.00

$995.00

10/14/20
118126
E 101-42100-404

WATERTOWN ALL AROUND PARTS INC
Repairs/Maint - Machin/Eq
$81.68
Total
$81.68

542126

PARTS

10/14/20
118127
E 233-40000-309

NEW LOOK CONTRACTING, INC,
Contractual Services
$195,455.85
Total
$195,455.85

7

PANAWAY

10/14/20
118128
E 101-43100-226

NEWMAN TRAFFIC SIGNS
Sign Repair Materials
Total

025451

SIGNS

205242

WEED CONTROL

10/14/20
118129
E 101-45200-316

10/14/20
118130
E 101-42200-434

10/14/20
118131
E 101-41500-200
E 101-41500-200
E 630-40000-540

10/14/20
118132
G 802-20867

10/14/20
118133
E 233-40000-309

10/14/20
118134
E 233-40000-309

10/14/20
118135
E 233-40000-309

NITRO GREEN
Weed Control

$169.69
$169.69

$3,084.34
Total

$3,084.34

NORTH MEMORIAL
Training and schools
Total

$770.00

OFFICE DEPOT
Office Supplies (GENERA

$770.00

$32.25

Office Supplies (GENERA
Equipment
Total

$725.02

PACHURA, RONALD OR HEIDE
1611 Holdridge Ter-Pachu
Total

$358.60

PINNACLE WALL SYSTEMS
Contractual Services
Total
RAINVILLE CARLSON INC
Contractual Services
Total
RIGHT-WAY CAULKING INC.
Contractual Services
Total

$32.79
$659.98

$358.60

$4,678.75

8885034 - 9/3 FD TRAINING

12749734400 SUPPLIES
12751656900 SUPPLIES
12809740700 MV SCANNER

1611HOLD.T ESCROW REFUND

1

PANAWAY

1

PANAWAY

1

PANAWAY

$4,678.75

$11,186.25
$11,186.25

$21,050.10
$21,050.10
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

10/14/20
118136
E 101-42550-210

Vendor Name

Amount

RISVOLD, MICHAEL
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$238.69

Invoice

Comment

COVID SUPPLIES - CLEAR PARTITION

$238.69

10/14/20
118137
E 101-41940-404

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

00117473

10/14/20
118138
E 305-40000-302

SRF CONSULTING GROUP, INC.
Consultants
$3,497.06
Total
$3,497.06

12741.00-05 PARKING STUDY

10/14/20
118139
E 233-40000-309

STAHL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
Contractual Services
$105,720.68
Total
$105,720.68

6

PANAWAY

10/14/20
118140
E 305-40000-302

STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICES
Consultants
$33,568.25

1710367

LAKE & BARRY PARKING LOT

G 802-20398

320 HAMPTON - WETLA

$162.00

1710369

320 HAMPTON WETLAND REVIEW

G 802-20874

280 CENTRAL - WETLAN

$162.00

1710369

280 CENTRAL WETLAND REVIEW

E 670-40000-302

Consultants

$1,554.93

1710370

WETLAND BANK

$11.99
$47.98

I1454147
I1455001

PD UNIFORM
PD UNIFORM

Total
10/14/20
118141
E 101-42100-217
E 101-42100-217

STREICHER'S
Uniforms
Uniforms

DEPOT MONITORING

$35,447.18

E 101-42100-217

Uniforms

$47.97

I1455422

PD UNIFORM

E 101-42100-217
E 101-42100-217

Uniforms
Uniforms

$104.96
$9.99

I1456354
I1456360

PD UNIFORM
PD UNIFORM

E 101-42100-217

Uniforms

$34.99

I1456720

PD UNIFORM

Total
10/14/20
118142
E 101-42550-210
E 101-41940-210

10/14/20
118143
E 670-40000-409

10/14/20
118144
E 101-42100-210

10/14/20
118145
E 101-42550-210

10/14/20
118146
E 408-40000-402

SUPPLY SOLUTIONS LLC
Operating Supplies (GEN

$257.88

$315.72

29955

COVID SUPPLIES

$647.85

30045

BLDG.SUPPLIES

8918

DIRT

6153

PD SUPPLIES

125016404

COVID SUPPLIES

S1010336

SIDEWALK REPLACEMENT

Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$963.57

TRI-K SERVICES
Maint services & Improv
Total

$154.00

TRUAX PATIENT SERVICES
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$606.00

$154.00

$606.00

ULINE
Operating Supplies (GEN
Total

$94.61

UNIVERSAL SERVICES
Sidewalk Replacement

$2,415.00

$94.61
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CITY OF WAYZATA

*Check Detail Register©
Batch: 100120PAY,100520PAY,100820PAY,101420PAY

Check #

Check Date

Vendor Name

Amount
Total

Invoice

Comment

$2,415.00

10/14/20
118147
E 233-40000-309

WASCHE COMMERCIAL FINISHES
Contractual Services
$1,695.75
Total
$1,695.75

2

PANAWAY

10/14/20
118148
E 235-40000-309

WAYZATA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
Contractual Services
$4,000.00
Total
$4,000.00

1013154

COMM.SERVICES

10/14/20
118149
E 101-45203-381

XCEL ENERGY
Electric Utilities

$3,946.04
Total

10100 Old National

SERVICE

$3,946.04
$1,285,971.20

Fund Summary
10100 Old National
101 GENERAL FUND

$191,384.55

233 LAKFRONT IMPROVE

$839,800.21

235 CABLE TV
237 FIRE DEPT PULL TABS

$4,000.00
$1,271.78

240 DWI FORFIETURES

$30,421.00

305 DOWNTOWN TIF DISTRICT 6

$43,477.81

310 SUPERIOR/LAKE REALIGNMENT
315 BIG WOODS
404 PARK AND TRAIL CIP
408 GENERAL CIP
409 EQUIP REVOLVING

$500.00
$500.00
$180.50
$20,575.61
$21,275.68

430 STREET CIP

$1,336.87

610 WATER FUND

$9,865.93

620 SEWER FUND
630 MOTOR VEHICLE

$4,190.80
$995.69

640 LIQUOR
650 SOLID WASTE
670 STORMWATER
802 ESCROW PROJECTS

$94,510.85
$2,864.73
$3,437.04
$15,382.15
$1,285,971.20
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 7.c
TITLE: Approval of Municipal Licenses
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve the Municipal Licenses as Attached
PREPARED BY: Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
REVIEWED BY: Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of the municipal licenses.
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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10/20/2020
LIST OF MUNICIPAL LICENSES FOR CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL
Recommended for approval, pending staff review for completeness of application materials
Jimmy John's

2020 Food License (New Owner)
Wayzata, MN

WERE APPROVED ADMINISTRATIVELY
Ace Kolles Plumbing LLC

Joshua Mack

2020 Gas Fitter's License
St. Michael, MN

2020 Tree Removal and Treatment License
Plymouth, MN
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 7.d
TITLE: Receipt of Police Activity Report
PROPOSED MOTION: N/A
PREPARED BY: Heather McKown, Police Records Supervisor
REVIEWED BY: Mike Risvold, Police Chief, Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
The attached September 2020 Police Activity Report is for informational purposes only.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
N/A
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
September 2020 Police Activity Report
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WAYZATA POLICE DEPARTMENT
ACTIVITY REPORT – SEPTEMBER 2020

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Burglary-Residential
Reported: 09-28-2020 1131
Report of a burglary. Loss $1,000.
Addresses Involved
200 block of Lakeview Ave, Long Lake, MN 55356
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------DWI Reported: 09-26-2020 2139
37 year old male from Minneapolis arrested for driving under the influence of alcohol. Tested .09
Addresses Involved
Hwy 12 & Broadway Ave, Wayzata, MN 55391
Names Involved
(Arrested)Peterson, Tyler Bruce (Age: 37)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Financial Transaction Card Fraud
Reported: 09-24-2020 1402
Report of financial transaction card fraud. Loss $643.85
Addresses Involved
400 block of Dexter Dr, Long Lake, MN 55356
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Theft from Vehicle
Reported: 09-24-2020 0640
Report of a theft. Loss under $500.
Addresses Involved
1800 block of Wayzata Blvd W, Long Lake, MN 55356
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Traffic Offense
Reported: 09-22-2020 0828
74 year old male from Eden Prairie arrested for Driving After Cancellation-Inimical to Public Safety.
Transported to jail.
Addresses Involved
200 block of Central Ave N, Wayzata, MN 55391
Names Involved
(Arrested)White, William Jefferson (Age: 74)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Controlled Substance
Reported: 09-17-2020 2212
65 year old male from Waite Park arrested for 5th degree possession of controlled substance.
Transported to jail.
Addresses Involved
300 block of Peavey Lane, Wayzata, MN 55391
Names Involved
(Arrested)Bedwell, Robert Dean (Age: 65)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Theft
Reported: 09-14-2020 1911
Report of a theft. Loss $1,492.
Addresses Involved
800 block of Lake St N, Wayzata, MN 55391
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Burglary-Commercial
Reported: 09-14-2020 0753
Report of a burglary. Loss $2,036.
Addresses Involved
1100 block of Wayzata Blvd E, Wayzata, MN 55391
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Theft of Vehicle
Reported: 09-13-2020 0543
Report of a stolen vehicle. Vehicle was later recovered in another jurisdiction.
Addresses Involved
1900 block of Wayzata Blvd E, Wayzata, MN 55391
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------DWI
Reported: 09-10-2020 0011
47 year old female from Minneapolis arrested for driving under the influence of alcohol. Tested .10
Addresses Involved
Hwy 12 & Broadway Ave, Wayzata, MN 55391
Names Involved
(Arrested)Harris, Jennifer Lee (Age: 47)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Theft
Reported: 09-04-2020 1350
Report of a theft. Loss $750.
Addresses Involved
800 block of Lake St E, Wayzata, MN 55391
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Theft
Reported: 09-04-2020 1239
Report of a theft. Loss $700.
Addresses Involved
600 block of Rice St E, Wayzata, MN
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------False Info
Reported: 09-03-2020 1920
36 year old male from Plymouth arrested for giving peace officer false name. Transported to jail.
Addresses Involved
200 block of Barry Ave S, Wayzata, MN 55391
Names Involved
(Arrested)Niedzielski, Matthew Ryan (Age: 36)
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

TRAFFIC – SEPTEMBER, 2020
CITATIONS
WRITTEN WARNINGS
VERBAL WARNINGS

205
10
121
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Description

Sep 2020

MISSING PERSON

1

MISSING ANIMAL

3

MISSING/LOST PROPERTY

7

FOUND ANIMAL

3

FOUND PROPERTY

4

ABANDONED VEHICLE

1

PDMV

10

H & R PDMV

1

Vehicle Fire

1

FIRE ALARM

3

HAZ ROAD CONDITION

10

RR Crossing Hazard

2

SUICIDE THREAT

1

SUDDEN DEATH

1

OTHER MEDICAL

45

Medical Alarm

2

72 Hour Hold/Emergency Admission

1

WELFARE CHECK - ADULT
WELFARE CHECK - JUV
INFO REC'D
VERBAL DOMESTIC
CIVIL MATTER
TRESPASSING WARNING GIVEN

10
4
10
1
10
2

DISTURBANCE/FIGHT/LOUD PARTY/HARASSMENT

21

SUSPICION

15

OPEN DOOR/WINDOW

5

SCAM/FRAUD ATTEMPT

3

FIREWORKS COMPL / WARN

2

MISC. JUVENILE PROBLEM

4

DRIVING/TRAFFIC COMPLAINT
PARKING COMPL
HOUSE/BUSINESS CHECKS

18
4
61

RECORD CHECKS

7

FIREARM PERMIT

7

HC SHERIFFS PERMIT TO CARRY

14

PARKING PERMIT

7

ANIMAL COMPLAINT/CHECK

6

DOG LICENSE ISSUED

1

ADULT PROTECTION ASSIST

2

FINGERPRINTS

1

ASSIST CHILD PROTECTION

1

MOTORIST ASSIST/STALL

8

UTILITY PROBLEM

1
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PUBLIC ASSIST
LOCKOUT
BUSINESS ALARM
CO2 ALARM

28
5
17
2

HOME ALARM

11

911 HANG-UP

3

ASSIST OTHER DEPT

13

TRAFFIC CONTROL / DIRECT ENFORCEMENT

41

CASE FOLLOW UP

1

VEHICLE FORFEITURE/IMPOUND

2

ASLT 5-MS-INFLICT BD HRM-HANDS-ASLT-AC

1

BURG 1-OCC RES NO FRC-U-UN WEAP-COM THEFT

1

BURG 2-UNOCC RES FRC-U-UNK WEAP-UNK ACT

1

BURG 3-UNOCC NRES FRC-U-UNK WEAP-COM THEFT

1

FORGERY-FE-MAKE-ALT-DEST-CHK-OV 35000-PER

1

DRUGS-SMALL AMOUNT MARIJUANA-POSSESSION

1

DRUGS-DRUG PARAPH-POSSESS-UNK-UNK

1

CON SUB 5-POSSESS-METHAM-UNK

1

TRAFFIC-GM-OTHER-MV

1

TRAF-AC-GM-3RD DEG DWI-UI ALCOHOL-MV

1

TRAF-ACC-M-4TH DEG DWI-UI ALCOHOL-MV

1

THEFT-UNK LVL VAL-FRM MOTOR VEHICLE-OTH PROP

1

THEFT-NOT MORE 500-FE-SELF SRV GAS-MONEY

1

THEFT-1001-5000 DLRS FE-OTHER-MONEY NEGO

1

THEFT-501-1000 DLRS GM-YARDS-OTH PROPERTY

1

THEFT-500 OR LESS MS-BLDG-OTH PROP

3

THEFT-500 OR LESS MS-YARDS-OTH PROP

1

THEFT-500 OR LESS MS-MTR VEHICLE-OTH PROP

1

FRAUD-UNK-FIN-TRAN-CARD-NO-CONSENT-UNK-LOSS

1

THEFT-UNK LVL-IDENTITY THEFT-UNK LOSS

1

THEFT-FE-AUTO-MORE THAN 2500

1

CRIM AGNST ADM JUST-MS-GIVE FLSE NAM POL

1

CRIM AGNST GOVT-MS-OTHER

2
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 7.e
TITLE: Receipt of Building Activity Report
PROPOSED MOTION: N/A
PREPARED BY: Jason Wagner, Building Official
REVIEWED BY: Emily Goellner, Community Development Director, Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
The attached September 2020 Building Report is for informational purposes only.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
N/A
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Sept 2020 Report
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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

15

13

19

17

22

133

$742,400.00

$3,405,270.00

$8,337,359.00

$5,072,023.00

$3,889,580.00

$980,318.00

$5,209,710.00

$3,135,370.00

$20,186,322.00

$50,958,352.00

BUILDING PERMIT FEE

$6,419.50

$22,306.75

$37,880.50

$23,124.25

$23,577.25

$8,384.75

$31,700.25

$22,653.00

$97,319.00

$273,365.25

PLAN CHECK FEE

$3,705.85

$12,028.75

$24,163.91

$14,177.25

$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

16

PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE

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

TOTAL # OF PERMITS

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

2019
Jan-19

Feb-19

Mar-19

Apr-19

May-19

Jun-19

Jul-19

Aug-19

Sep-19

2019-YTD

BUILDING
NUMBER OF BLDG. PERMITS

17

PROJECT VALUE
BUILDING PERMIT FEE
PLAN CHECK FEE

7

12

16

17

43

17

9

17

155

$1,194,328.00

$1,337,855.00

$4,653,911.00

$1,878,843.00

$5,774,842.00

$4,574,746.00

$9,152,373.00

$1,517,400.00

$3,054,119.00

$33,138,417.00

$11,777.00

$9,680.25

$26,963.25

$15,729.00

$35,057.25

$45,153.26

$44,445.00

$10,154.50

$20,820.00

$219,779.51

$5,175.19

$6,022.40

$15,241.33

$9,110.72

$22,138.21

$14,925.44

$27,681.90

$5,477.38

$10,795.69

$116,568.26

EXTERIOR
NUMBER OF PERMITS

2

PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE

$

2

5

5

11

10

9

4

13

$13,104.00

$276,750.00

$149,512.00

$180,785.00

$103,929.00

$322,504.31

$355,537.00

$23,300.00

$328,310.00

295.00

$2,154.00

$2,173.50

$2,331.00

$2,015.25

$3,686.50

$3,820.50

$524.50

$4,283.25

61
$1,753,731.31
$

21,283.50

MECHANICAL
NUMBER OF PERMITS
PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE

21

14

12

31

19

38

19

17

167,090.00

577,440.00

174,798.00

638,575.65

375,806.98

193,714.18

141,068.00

191,953.00

106,691.11 $

15

2,567,136.92

186

3,341.80

9,514.33

3,510.32

12,587.43

7,286.65

3,884.30

2,821.36

3,863.06

2,139.84 $

48,949.09

PLUMBING
NUMBER OF PERMITS
PROJECT VALUE
PERMIT FEE

TOTAL # OF PERMITS

15

11

11

15

14

10

19

10

18

123

$85,048.00

$186,506.56

$87,830.00

$104,395.53

$108,150.00

$30,639.00

$108,278.50

$247,248.00

$324,437.40

$1,282,532.99

$1,775.48

$3,598.62

$2,312.60

$2,137.92

$2,215.00

$670.78

$2,253.58

$4,272.98

$6,110.76

$25,347.72

55

34

40

67

61

101

64

40

63

525

$22,364.47

$30,969.60

$50,201.00

$41,896.07

$68,712.36

$68,320.28

$81,022.34

$24,292.42

$44,149.54

$431,928.08

BUILDING

69

45

54

52

43

64

58

62

61

508

EXTERIOR

5

0

4

4

1

11

8

9

7

49

HVAC

22

26

34

29

17

29

25

34

32

248

PLUMBING

29

21

18

26

14

29

28

14

23

205

125

92

110

111

75

133

119

119

5

13

12

12

8

1

2

0

TOTAL INCOME

INSPECTIONS

OTHER
TOTAL # OF INSPECTIONS

1010

RENTAL
INSPECTIONS

0

53
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 7.f
TITLE: Approval of Proposal by WSB for Zoning Study Assistance
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve the Proposal by WSB for Zoning Study Assistance
PREPARED BY: Emily Goellner, Community Development Director
REVIEWED BY: Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approval of the attached proposal by WSB.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
The proposal estimates $31,500 for assistance with the Residential Districts, Commercial Districts, Planned
Unit Developments, and other sections of the Zoning Code that require updates. WSB estimates about $3,500
per month for nine months. Staff will lead the project and direct WSB’s involvement as needed based on
internal workload.
The proposed services would be paid out of a newly created Zoning Study Fund. This fund is supported by the
2020 and 2021 General CIP ($80,000). This Fund will also support services from Van Meter Williams Pollack
for updates to the Design Standards and a contract with an arborist to inform updates to the Tree Preservation
section of Code.
BACKGROUND:
As part of the Zoning Study, several sections of Code will be evaluated by staff, WSB, and the Zoning Study
Task Force through June 2021. It begins with Residential Districts this fall, then Commercial Districts this
winter, and conclude with Tree Preservation and Planned Unit Developments this spring.
Staff intends to work with Eric Zweber and other planners at WSB on these updates. WSB has provided
planning consultant services to City of Wayzata since 2015 and knows the Zoning Code extremely well. Their
firm has reviewed several development proposals and applied the Code to these proposals. That knowledge
and background is extremely valuable to this process. Under this proposal, Mr. Zweber will serve as primary
contact and project manager. He will attend Zoning Study Task Force, Planning Commission, and City Council
meetings as needed. Mr. Zweber will meet with staff to discuss zoning study needs and direct WSB staff
during their contributions to this important project.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Proposal - 2020 Wayzata Zoning Study Assistance
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October 13, 2020
Emily Goellner
Community Development Director
City of Wayzata
600 Rice Street East
Wayzata, MN 55391
Re:

Zoning Study Assistance

701 XE NIA A VE NUE S | SUITE 300 | MINNE A P OLIS, MN | 55416 | 763.541.4800 | W S BE NG.COM

Dear Ms. Goellner:
Thank you for the opportunity to submit a proposal to you and the City of Wayzata for planning
assistance for the zoning study following the 2040 Comprehensive Plan adoption. WSB has a
long history of working collaboratively with Wayzata’s staff and a strong Community Planning and
Economic Development group to serve your ongoing land use planning and zoning administration
needs, and we are excited at the prospect to work with the City of Wayzata.
Our Community Planning and Economic Development Team
WSB’s Community Planning team includes 8 community planning staff and 1 economic developer
with a wide range of experience, expertise, and passions. Our group works collaboratively within
the group and with other services within the company to ensure the best value and over the top
customer service for our clients. We provide day-to-day planning/economic development services
for 14 communities within the state of Minnesota. Based on your needs, we propose the below
staff from our team to assist with your Community Development needs. However, our full team
will be available to assist as needs arise in their respective areas of expertise.
Eric Zweber, AICP, Senior Planner (Billing Rate: $156)
Role: Project Manger
Eric will be your primary contact, attending Zoning Study Task Force meetings and Planning
Commission and City Council meetings as needed. Mr. Zweber will meet with Ms. Goellner and
Mr. Kieser to discuss zoning study needs and direct WSB staff during their contributions to this
important project.
Eric is a community planner with 20 years of experience working on a variety of complex planning
projects, including serving as project manager for the Rosemount Comprehensive Plan and the
UMORE development project while as city planner in Rosemount. While at WSB, Eric has
provided planning services for numerous communities including serving as Wayzata’s interim
Director of Planning and Building in 2015 and interim Community Development Director in 2019
and 2020, interim Community Development Director for Arden Hills in 2016 and 2017, and interim
Community Development Director for Maple Grove in 2018. He has a passion for public service
and being responsive to residents and community needs.
Kristin Moen, AICP Candidate, Planning Support (Billing Rate: $94)
Role: Zoning Text Amendment Research
Kristin is an AICP Candidate with over 2 years of experience in community planning. Since joining
WSB in 2019, Kristin has been an integral part of long-range planning and day-to-day planning
projects for her clients. Her experience includes code enforcement, comprehensive planning,
small area planning, and zoning ordinance work, which gives her an understanding of how bigpicture decisions and policies are implemented daily. In the past year, she has served several
communities including Victoria and Burnsville with planning and zoning services, has worked on a
zoning code update for Austin, MN, and has completed a small area plan around a future I-94
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interchange for the City of Dayton. The combination of Kristin’s work and lived experience in
communities of all shapes and sizes – from small rural communities to large metropolitan areas –
prepares her well to identify with and respond to the needs and desires that are unique to each
community she serves.
Tom Ramler-Olson, Research Support (Billing Rate: $113)
Role: Research, analysis, and graphics to support the Zoning Text Amendments.
Tom is a certified community planner and urban designer with over seven years of professional
experience. Within that period, he has worked both as a public servant and private consultant,
delivering customer-focused service to both national and local clients. He has helped prepare
award-winning plans for cities throughout the country, such as Flint, Michigan and Bowling Green,
Ohio. He has also assisted local communities, such as Maple Grove and Tonka Bay, by
augmenting their planning capabilities and performing necessary functions including development
review, zoning administration, and customer service for residents with planning and zoning
related questions. Tom is enthusiastic in leveraging this experience and his blend of creative and
technical talents to helping communities manage their growth and development.
Work Scope
Based on our understanding of the City’s needs for WSB’s assistance with the zoning study, it is
anticipated that the fees charged would be approximately $31,500 ($3,500 per month for nine
months). The overall cost may vary and it is WSB’s understanding that Wayzata staff will lead
the project and direct WSB’s involvement as needed. WSB has a strong history of work
collaboratively with Wayzata staff that will allow Ms. Goellner to adjust WSB’s on a weekly or
monthly basis depending on City staffs’ availability, development applications, and the City
Manager’s and City Council’s prioritization of other planning efforts.
Mr. Zweber, Ms. Moen and/or Mr. Ramler-Olson will be available for various planning related
tasks upon request. If you have any questions about this proposal, please feel free to call me at
(763) 762-2837 or email at ezweber@wsbeng.com.
Sincerely,

Eric Zweber, AICP
Senior Project Manager

Accepted By:
__________________________________________
Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
City of Wayzata
Date:
__________________________________________
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 7.g
TITLE: Approval of Agreement with Van Meter Williams Pollack, LLP for Architectural and Planning Services
to Update the City’s Design Standards
PROPOSED MOTION: To Approve the Agreement with Van Meter Williams Pollack, LLP for Architectural
and Planning Services to Update the City’s Design Standards
PREPARED BY: Emily Goellner, Community Development Director
REVIEWED BY: Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends approving the agreement with Van Meter Williams Pollack, LLP.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
The Van Meter Williams Pollack, LLP (VMWP) proposal totals $49,505 with the option to add $10,000 in
allowances for stakeholder engagement and graphics if deemed necessary. With the allowances, VWMP
proposes $59,505 in total fees for the update to the Design Standards.
The proposed services would funded by the newly created Zoning Study Fund. This fund is supported by the
2020 and 2021 General CIP ($80,000). This Fund will also support consultant services from WSB for updates
to the Residential Districts, Commercial Districts, Mixed Use Districts, Planned Unit Developments, and other
sections of the Zoning Code that require updates. Additionally, this fund will support a contract with an arborist
to inform updates to the Tree Preservation section of Code.
BACKGROUND:
Managing thoughtful development is a strategic priority for the City. This work will be accomplished in part by
making updates to several sections of the Zoning Code over the next two years. The Wayzata Zoning Study
was launched in August and will conclude in 2022. All of this work is heavily influenced by Wayzata's 2040
Comprehensive Plan, which was adopted earlier this summer. The Council appointed 12 members to the
Zoning Study Task Force on September 1 and the first meeting was held on September 14. At this meeting,
the Task Force reviewed a draft Request for Proposals (RFP) to update the City’s Design Standards. The RFP
widely distributed on September 17.
The City received four high-quality proposals from qualified consultant firms. All four addressed how their team
would provide leadership and expertise to ensure that the changes recommended to the Design Standards
would meet the goals of the 2040 Comprehensive Plan, relieve administrative burden on the City, incorporate
public input, and be successfully adopted by the Wayzata City Council in spring of 2021.
The Selection Committee was composed of Council Member Buchanan, Council Member Plechash, Larissa
Stockton, John Nolan, City Manager Dahl, Community Development Director Goellner, and Assistant Planner
Kieser. A scoring rubric and worksheet was utilized for discussion. The Committee discussed all of the
proposals in length on October 6, interviewed two candidates on October 7, check references for the selected
firm on October 8, and presented the recommendation to the Zoning Study Task Force on October 12.
The Selection Committee recommended VMWP for this work for the following reasons:


While having an office in Minnesota, VWMP displayed strong thought leadership in urban design and
architecture from a broader, outside perspective.
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They have designed buildings for clients using the same guidelines that they have written for
government agencies, giving them a unique perspective for code writing.
The fee schedule is thoughtful in that it includes two optional not-to-exceed allowances for additional
stakeholder outreach and graphics not already anticipated in the work scope.
VMWP has worked in downtown areas along with commercial corridors, which will be helpful to
distinguish between the different design districts in Wayzata, specifically, Lake Street and Wayzata
Boulevard.
Their interview displayed a high level of professionalism in their utilization of remote meeting
technology.
The proposal document was of the highest quality, indicating that future deliverables will also be
visually appealing and easy to understand.
VMWP has insights into how sustainability goals in the 2040 Comprehensive Plan can be achieved
through Design Standards.

The Zoning Study Task Force recommended unanimous approval (11-0) of VMWP as the consulting firm to
lead the Design Standards update.
If the Council approves the contract with VMWP, work will begin immediately.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Agreement with Van Meter Williams Pollack
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CITY OF WAYZATA
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) is made effective October
20, 2020 (“Effective Date”) by and between the City of Wayzata, Minnesota (the “City”) and
Van Meter Williams Pollack, LLP, a California Limited Liability Partnership with offices at 326
E. Hennepin Avenue, Suite 204 Minneapolis, MN 55414 (“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, 2020 “Proposal for Professional Services: Design
Standards Update” that is 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’s Community Development Director.
Consultant’s main point of contact for the Services shall be Laura Shagalov.

III.
COMPENSATION AND BILLING
As consideration for the provision of the Services and all costs associated therewith, the City agrees
to pay Consultant on an hourly basis for actual time expended and costs incurred by Consultant,
as outlined in the Statement of Work. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Consultant agrees to provide
all of the Tasks and Optional Allowances for amounts that do not exceed the amounts specified in
the “Summary Fee Budget” (Attachment A of the Statement of Work).
Consultant will invoice the City in accordance with the Statement of Work, and include with such
invoices detailed descriptions of the Services provided by the Consultant to the City. City shall
pay Consultant for all undisputed invoices within thirty (30) calendar 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 Consultant’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
Consultant, 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 Consultant 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. Consultant is
required to carry the following minimum limits: $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. Consultant 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 Consultant and City. Any terms
in the Statement of Work or other 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 Consultant.
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; Ability to Perform; Representations. Subject to the applicable
legal professional standard, the 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 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.
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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:
Van Meter Williams Pollack, LLP
326 E. Hennepin Avenue, Suite 204
Minneapolis, MN 55414
Attention: Laura Shagalov

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
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
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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

Van Meter Williams Pollack, LLP,
a California Limited Liability Partnership

By: __________________________
Kenneth Willcox, Mayor

By: __________________________
Name: ________________________
Title: _________________________

By: __________________________
Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager
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ATTACHMENT A
STATEMENT OF WORK
October 14, 2020 “Proposal for Professional Services: Design Standards Update”
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10/14/2020
Emily Goellner,
Community Development Director
City of Wayzata
600 Rice Street East
Wayzata, MN 55391
Proposal for Professional Services: Design Standards Update
Dear Emily:
Thank you for considering Van Meter Williams Pollack, LLP (VMWP) for your proposal to update
the Wayzata Design Standards to coordinate with the Wayzata 2040 Comprehensive Plan.
VMWP is an award-winning urban design and multifamily architecture firm with offices in
Minneapolis, San Francisco, and Denver. We opened our Minneapolis office in 2019, so we
have not yet had an opportunity to work in Wayzata, however we’ve been working for over two
decades to help small towns and cities to meet housing needs and retain their sense of place
and quality of life while continuing to change and grow.
We’ve found that quality development must get the site plan correct; to our eyes the caliber of
recent development on Lake Street proves that city staff has been successful at communicating
your priorities to applicants. At the same time, we understand that it can be a challenge to
assimilate the scale of new developments into the fine grain of a small town; we’ve also learned
over the years that strong guidance on detail and materiality for buildings and landscape
combined with clearer standards will lessen ambiguity and reduce heartache for both staff and
project applicants.
Our experience has been shaped by alternating roles developing municipal design standards,
small area plans, and development guidelines, all while designing multi-family affordable and
market-rate housing in suburbs and cities. On some occasions we have designed buildings
under our own design guidelines and these opportunities have provided essential learning
experiences to understand what works on the ground.
We see ourselves as an extension of staff and we’re excited to collaborate with the city,
planning commissioners, and council to build on your success and to fine tune your Design
Standards to ensure that future development successfully frames your placemaking initiatives
and supports the vision you have achieved in the Wayzata 2040 Plan.
Sincerely,

Laura Shagalov
Managing Associate
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A. APPROACH
In our experience Design Standards provide a valuable opportunity to develop and communicate a shared
vision of place and quality to development applicants. As outsiders to a small community VMWP views our
role as both a storyteller and guide: we will work through the Visual Preference Study to craft a shared
story of Wayzata and then, building on this story, we will chart a course to implementation by translating
the feedback into specific suggestions for design standards revisions. While we anticipate that this will be
primarily a character-driven approach, we can also draw on our recent experience crafting quantifiable
objective design standards in California if desired. When relevant, we will draw on our knowledge of
development feasibility and best practices to suggest additional modernizations for consideration by staff.
We look forward to working closely with city staff, the Wayzata Planning Commission and the Zoning Task
Force to coordinate these updates.

Task 1: Review of Design Standards and Code of Ordinances
VMWP will review the existing Wayzata Design Standards in the context of consistency with the Wayzata
Code of Ordinances, the Wayzata 2040 Plan, previous project applications, and other sources that Staff
will suggest. VMWP will identify any discrepancies, will highlight opportunities for modernization, and will
describe notable gaps based on our knowledge of design standards best practices.
Deliverables:
Powerpoint of findings to be discussed with staff at the Kickoff Call scheduled for 10/21/20, not to
exceed 20 slides.

Task 2: Visual Preference Study
VMWP will draw on our urban design experience to build a survey of visual preferences incorporating
images from Wayzata and quality small and mid-scale development from towns and cities throughout the
country. We will work with closely with staff to choose categories for representation. Pending city approval,
VMWP anticipates developing the study as an interactive google form that can be emailed, linked, or
embedded in a web site for smoother dissemination in a time of pandemic.
While exact topics will be developed pending staff input, VMWP anticipates concentrations on placemaking
and open space, site planning and parking mitigation, the quality and application of architectural materials
and details, and signage design.
Deliverables:
Draft Visual Preference Study: on or before 11/9/20
Visual Preference Study public rollout: on or before 11/16/20
Visual Preference Study results report: week of 12/7/2020
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Task 3: Recommended Design Standards, Code Updates, and Definition Updates
We will build on the Visual Preference Study and our preliminary review by identifying potential parts of the
Design Standards and Code of Ordinances for clarification, modernization, or graphic revision. We
anticipate this will involve frequent collaboration with city staff, planning commissioners, members of the
Zoning Task Force, and potentially local stakeholders.
Deliverables:
First Draft of recommended Design Standards updates and coordinated code and definition
updates: week of 1/4/21
Summary memoranda of Zoning Task Force meeting: 1/14/21
Planning Commission Workshop presentation: week of 1/25/21
Summary memoranda of Planning Commission Workshop: 2/3/21
Second Draft of recommended Design Standards updates and coordinated code and definition
updates: week of 2/4/21
Summary memoranda of Zoning Task Force meeting: 2/8/21

Task 4: Implementation Worksheets
Following completion of the Second Draft, VMWP will develop a clear, objective checklist and application
matrix for use by applicants and staff. These documents identify changes that are major or minor
modifications from the Design Standards, greatly reducing confusion. These materials will also include
references to applicable code sections and definitions to guide applicants. If desired, VMWP can also work
with staff to develop an internal weighting system for staff for preliminary evaluation of development
applications.
Deliverables:
Implementation worksheet and checklist, exact format to be developed with city staff.

Task 5: Coordination Meetings
VMWP anticipates coordination meetings to occur every other week at a time beneficial to city staff, but we
are willing to adjust the scope if more frequent check-ins should be desired. Our scope includes (12)
meetings. VMWP will use the city’s Zoom platform for these meetings.

Page 53 of 230

Task 6: Public Hearings
VMWP has included scope to prepare public presentations and collateral for two public meetings. These
meetings are assumed to be (1) public Planning Commission hearing and (1) Council hearing. At this time
it is presumed that city hearings will remain virtual through the timeline of this project and VMWP will
participate on the Zoom platform used by Wayzata.
Deliverables:
Planning Commission presentation
Wayzata Council meeting presentation

B. QUALIFICATIONS AND EXCLUSIONS
Recommended Allowances
VMWP is recommending the budget include two optional Not to Exceed Allowances. If necessary, VMWP
will propose specific uses for each allowance for pre-approval by the City of Wayzata. After approval is
given by the City, VMWP will be cleared to bill up to the following limits:
Allowance A
$3000
Proposed to enable outreach to additional stakeholders such as development interests and local
organizations.
Allowance B
$7000
Proposed to facilitate creation of additional graphics for the revised Design Standards that are not currently
anticipated in this scope.
We’ve found these can be helpful since public feedback may necessitate additional conversations or
changes to the Design Standards that cannot be foreseen. If approved, work proposed under these
allowance would be presented to City Staff for pre-authorization and billed on a time and materials basis.

C. FEE COMPENSATION BY TASK:
The following fee proposal is based on our estimate of time needed to complete the tasks we’ve identified
and the hourly rates of personnel in the office identified to assist on this project.
We are happy to continue to work with Wayzata to adjust this fee to align with the city’s needs. This
preliminary fee proposal is valid for a minimum of 90 days from the RFP due date.
VMWP will include the total hours completed on our monthly invoice to allow staff to monitor contract
progress. If additional time should be needed VMWP will provide an addendum to this agreement for
authorization of additional services prior to commencing with those services.
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D. PAYMENT:
Billing will be monthly on a T&M by task in proportion to the work completed.
Payments are due within 30 days of invoicing. Interest on outstanding invoices (beyond 30 days) will be
billed at 1.5% per month.

E. COMPENSATION RATE
Compensation shall be based upon VMWP’s hourly
rates:
Partner / Associate Principal

$ 185.00 hour

Project Manager

$ 135.00 hour

Designer

$ 105.00 hour

Administration

$ 85 / hour

Normal reimbursable expenses are cost + 10%
Reimbursable expense includes our costs for printing through an external vendor. It also includes travel,
messenger, and other miscellaneous expenses. Automotive mileage will be charged at the IRS rate in
place when the expense is incurred (57.5 cents/mile for 2020).

F. INSURANCE
The following are VMWP’s standard insurance
coverages:
Workers Compensation Insurance:

$1,000,000

Auto (Per Accident) (Individual):

$1,000,000

Comm’l. Gen’l. Liability:

Single Limit,

$1,000,000

Aggregate

$2,000,000

Professional Liability (E&O):

$2,000,000

(Aggregate)

Insurance Certificates will be provided upon request. These shall name Client, its members, officers,
agents (as provided in a list to VMWP) and employees as additionally insured to the reasonable ability of
our insurance companies.
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 7.h
TITLE: Adoption of Resolution 45-2020 Approving 2021 Contract Amendment for Residential Recycling Grant
with Hennepin County
PROPOSED MOTION: To Adopt Resolution 45-2020 Approving 2021 Contract Amendment for Residential
Recycling Grant with Hennepin County
PREPARED BY: Mike Kelly, City Engineer/Director of Public Works
REVIEWED BY: Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution 45-2020, approving the 2021 contract amendment for Residential
Recycling Grant with Hennepin County.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
The City annually receives and budgets approximately $10,000 from this program.
BACKGROUND:
Hennepin County receives annual funding from the State’s Select Committee on Recycling and the
Environment (SCORE) fund and distributes 100% of this money to cities in accordance with the county’s
funding policy. Grants are awarded based on the number of households with curbside recycling service and
the number of households signed up for and receiving curbside organics recycling. The cities’ recycling
programs must meet several basic requirements to receive funding, including standard materials accepted,
partnership on education and outreach, reporting, and program performance.
The County’s current residential recycling grant agreement with the City expires at the end of this year. The
attached amendment extends the contract for one year, through the end of 2021, with the allocation of funds
in 2021 using the same formula as 2020.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
RES 45-2020 Approving Amendment to Hennepin County Agreement A166428
2.
Proposed Amendment to Agreement #A166428
3.
2017 Agreement #A166428
4.
Attachment A - 2021 Residential Recycling Funding Policy
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RESOLUTION NO. 45-2020
RESOLUTION APPROVING AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO AGREEMENT A166428
WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY entered into a four-year Residential Recycling
Grant Agreement, Contract No. A166428 (“Agreement”), for a residential recycling grant
commencing on January 1, 2017; and
WHEREAS, the County Board, by Resolution No. 20-0197 adopted on June 2, 2020,
amended the Hennepin County Residential Recycling Funding Policy to extend the contract
period to December 31, 2021, allocate 2021 funds using the same methodology as 2020, allow
organics recycling funds to be used for organics drop-off sites, and authorized grant funding for
municipal recycling programs consistent with said policy; and
WHEREAS, the parties desire to amend the Agreement to extend the term and
incorporate other changes;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the parties agree that Agreement A166428 is
amended as follows:
1.

Section 1, TERM AND COST OF THE AGREEMENT, shall be amended to read
as follows:
This Agreement shall commence upon execution and terminate on December 31,
2021, unless cancelled or terminated earlier in accordance with the provisions
herein.

2.

Section 2, SERVICES TO BE PROVIDED, shall be amended to read as follows:
The CITY shall operate its recycling program in accordance with the requirements
described in the County’s amended Residential Recycling Funding Policy
(“Policy”), attached as Attachment A and incorporated by this reference, and fulfill
the responsibilities of the Policy.

3.

Section 3, ALLOCATION OF FUNDS, shall be amended to read as follows:
The COUNTY will distribute SCORE funds as described in the Policy. The CITY
shall follow the requirements for use of funds described in the Policy.

Except as amended, the terms, conditions and provisions of this Agreement shall remain in full
force and effect.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata,
Minnesota that the Mayor and City Manager are hereby authorized to execute the Agreement on
behalf of the City, as required by applicable articles, bylaws, resolutions or ordinances.
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Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 20th day of October, 2020.
__________________________
Mayor Kenneth Willcox
ATTEST:
___________________________________
City Manager Jeff 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 Resolution No. 45-2020 adopted
by the City Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on
October 20, 2020.
_________________________________
Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
SEAL
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO AGREEMENT A166428
This Agreement is between the COUNTY OF HENNEPIN, STATE OF MINNESOTA,
A-2300 Government Center, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55487 (“COUNTY”), on behalf of the
Hennepin County Environment and Energy Department, 701 Fourth Avenue South, Minneapolis,
Minnesota 55415-1600 (“DEPARTMENT”) and the CITY OF WAYZATA, 600 East Rice
Street, Wayzata, Minnesota 55391 (“CITY”).
WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY entered into a four-year Residential Recycling
Grant Agreement, Contract No. A166428 (“Agreement”), for a residential recycling grant
commencing on January 1, 2017; and
WHEREAS, the County Board, by Resolution No. 20-0197 adopted on June 2, 2020,
amended the Hennepin County Residential Recycling Funding Policy to extend the contract
period to December 31, 2021, allocate 2021 funds using the same methodology as 2020, allow
organics recycling funds to be used for organics drop-off sites, and authorized grant funding for
municipal recycling programs consistent with said policy; and
WHEREAS, the parties desire to amend the Agreement to extend the term and
incorporate other changes;
NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree that Agreement A166428 is amended as follows:
1. Section 1, TERM AND COST OF THE AGREEMENT, shall be amended to read as
follows:
This Agreement shall commence upon execution and terminate on
December 31, 2021, unless cancelled or terminated earlier in
accordance with the provisions herein.
2. Section 2, SERVICES TO BE PROVIDED, shall be amended to read as follows:
The CITY shall operate its recycling program in accordance with the requirements
described in the County’s amended Residential Recycling Funding Policy (“Policy”),
attached as Attachment A and incorporated by this reference, and fulfill the
responsibilities of the Policy.
3. Section 3, ALLOCATION OF FUNDS, shall be amended to read as follows:
The COUNTY will distribute SCORE funds as described in the Policy. The CITY
shall follow the requirements for use of funds described in the Policy.
Except as amended, the terms, conditions and provisions of this Agreement shall remain in full
force and effect.
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Hennepin County Residential
Recycling Funding Policy

January 1, 2017 – December 31, 2021

Board Adopted: June 2, 2020
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I. Policy Description
A. Background
The Hennepin County Board of Commissioners has determined that curbside collection of
recyclables and organics from Hennepin County residents is an effective strategy to reduce
reliance on landfills, prevent pollution, conserve natural resources and energy, improve public
health, support the economy, and reduce greenhouse gases. Therefore, the county adopted the
goals established in State Statute and by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) in its
Metropolitan Solid Waste Management Policy Plan and developed a Residential Recycling
Funding Policy to help reach a 75% recycling rate by 2030.
The county will distribute all Select Committee on Recycling and the Environment (SCORE) funds
received from the state to cities for curbside collection of residential recyclables and organics. If
cities form a joint powers organization responsible for managing a comprehensive recycling and
waste education system for the residents of those cities, the county will distribute recycling and
organics grants to that organization. Cities are expected to fulfill the conditions of the policy.

B. Term of the Policy
Hennepin County is committed to implement this policy and continue distributing all SCORE
funds received from the state for the purpose of funding curbside residential recycling and
organics programs from January 1, 2017 through December 31, 2020. The county may revise this
policy if it determines changes are needed to assure compliance with state law and MPCA goals
established for metropolitan counties. In the event that SCORE funds are eliminated from the
state budget or significantly reduced, the county will consult with municipalities at that time and
develop a subsequent recommendation to the board on continuation of this policy and future
funding of curbside recycling and organics programs.

C. Grant Agreements
Each municipality seeking funding under the terms of the Residential Recycling Funding Policy
must enter into a recycling grant agreement with the county for a term concurrent with the
expiration of this policy, December 31, 2020. The grant agreement must be accompanied by a
resolution authorizing the city to enter into such an agreement.

D. Fund Distribution
The county will distribute to Hennepin County municipalities 100% of SCORE funds that the
county receives from the state. SCORE funds will be dedicated to two different purposes: 1)
1
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curbside recycling and 2) curbside organics recycling. SCORE funds are based on revenue
received by the State of Minnesota from the solid waste management (SWM) tax on garbage
services. SCORE funds are subject to change based on the SWM tax revenue received by the
state and funds allocated by the legislature. Funds distributed to municipalities for the current
calendar year will be based on SCORE funds received by the county in the state’s corresponding
fiscal year.

II. Recycling
A. Allocation of Funds
The following formula will be utilized to determine a city’s recycling SCORE grant each year.
Percent of SCORE funds allocated to curbside recycling:
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021

80%
70%
60%
50%
50%

City recycling grant calculation:
Number of households with
curbside recycling in city

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

Total number of households
with curbside recycling in
county

x

Total SCORE
Funds available
for recycling

=

Recycling grant
amount available
to the city

Eligible residential households are defined as single family through eight-plex residential
buildings or other residential buildings where each housing unit sets out its own recycling
container for curbside collection. The number of eligible households will be determined by
counting the number of eligible households on January 1 of each funding year. The city will
report the number in its application for funding.

B. Application for Funding
Each municipality must complete an annual grant application by February 15 to receive funding
for that year. The application consists of a web-based report and a planning document provided
2
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by the county. The web-based report asks for contract, program, tonnage, and financial
information. The participation rate for the curbside recycling program must also be included in
the web-based report. The municipality must calculate its participation rate during the month of
October. The methodology for measuring participation must be provided to the county upon
request. The planning document asks for a description of activities the city will implement to
increase recycling and make progress toward county objectives.

C. Use of Funds
The following requirements apply to the use of recycling funds:
1. All grant funds accepted from the county must be used for waste reduction and recycling
capital and operating expenses in the year granted. The county will not reimburse any
funds in excess of actual expenses.
2. A municipality or joint powers organization may not charge its residents through
property tax, utility fees, or any other method for the portion of its recycling program
costs that are funded by county grant funds.
3. Municipalities must establish a separate accounting mechanism, such as a project
number, activity number, or fund that will separate recycling revenues and expenditures
from other municipal activities, including solid waste and yard waste activities.
4. Recycling and waste reduction activities, revenues, and expenditures are subject to audit.
5. Municipalities that do not contract for curbside recycling services will receive grant funds
provided that at least 90% of the grant funds are credited back to residents and the city
meets all minimum program requirements. The additional 10% may be used for waste
reduction and recycling expenses. The county may waive this requirement if the city
negotiates a recycling improvement plan with the county.

D. City Requirements
1. Materials Accepted
At a minimum, the following materials must be collected curbside:
•
•
•
•

Metal food and beverage cans;
Glass food and beverage containers;
Cardboard boxes;
Newspaper and inserts;
3
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Mail, office and school papers;
Cereal, cracker, pasta, cake mix, shoe, gift, and electronics boxes;
Boxes from toothpaste, medications and other toiletries;
Magazines and catalogs;
Aseptic and gable-topped containers; and
Plastic bottles and containers, #1 – Polyethylene Terephthalate (PET, PETE), #2 High
Density Polyethylene (HDPE), #4 – Low Density Polyethylene (LDPE) and #5 –
Polypropylene (PP) plastic bottles, except those that previously contained hazardous
materials or motor oil.

The county may add materials to this list and require municipalities to begin collection within
one year of receiving notification from the county. Municipalities will notify the county if
materials not found on this list will be collected.

2. Education and Outreach
The partnership between the county and municipalities has been highly effective in
educating residents and motivating behavior change. In order to continue this partnership
and increase these efforts, program activities of municipalities must be coordinated with
county and regional efforts. Municipalities must adhere to the following requirements:
a. Use county terminology when describing recycling guidelines, including the
description of materials accepted and not accepted, preparation guidelines, and
promotional materials;
b. Use images provided by the county or the Solid Waste Management Coordinating
Board (SWMCB) if using images of recyclables;
c. Provide recycling information on the city’s website, including materials accepted and
not accepted, a recycling calendar, and links to county resources;
d. Mail a recycling guide to residents each year using a template developed jointly with
the county. The county will design and print the guide. If a municipality does not use
the template produced by the county, the municipality may develop its own guide at
the municipality’s expense, but it must be approved by the county. If the municipality
relies on the hauler to provide the recycling guide, this guide requires approval by
the county.
e. Complete two educational activities from a menu of options developed by the
county.

4
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Any print material that communicates residential recycling guidelines that were not provided
by the county template will require county approval. This does not apply to waste reduction
and reuse, articles on recycling that do not include guidelines, or social media posts. The
county will respond within five business days to any communication piece submitted.

3. Recycling Performance
On an annual basis, municipal recycling programs must demonstrate that a reasonable effort
has been made to maintain and increase the pounds of recyclables per household collected
from their residential recycling programs.
If a municipality does not demonstrate measurable progress, a recycling improvement plan
must be submitted by the municipality within 90 days of being notified by the county. The
recycling improvement plan must be negotiated with the county and specify the efforts that
will be undertaken by the municipality to improve its recycling program to yield the results
necessary to achieve county objectives.
In cooperation with the county, the municipality may be required to participate in waste and
recycling sorts to identify recovery levels of various recyclables in its community. Based on
the results of the study, the county and municipality will collaborate to increase the recovery
of select recyclable materials being discarded in significant quantities.

E. Grant Payments
The county will make two equal payments to the municipality. One payment will be made after
the county receives the application, which consists of the web-based report and the planning
document. A second payment will be made after basic program requirements, education and
outreach requirements, and recycling performance have been confirmed and approved. If the
municipality meets the county requirements, both payments will be made during the same
calendar year. Funding will be withheld until the municipality meets the requirements of this
policy.

III. Organics Recycling
A. Allocation of Funds
The following formula will be utilized to determine a city’s organics recycling SCORE grant each
year:

5
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Percent of SCORE funds allocated to curbside organics recycling:
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021

20%
30%
40%
50%
50%

City organics recycling grant calculation:
Number of households with
curbside organics in city
--------------------------------- x
Total number of households
with curbside organics in
county

Total SCORE
funds available for
organics

=

Organics grant
amount available
to the city

If the formula above results in cities receiving grants where the dollar amount per participating
household is greater than $25 per year, then a cap will apply. The funding cap per participating
household is $25 per year. The most the county will grant a city is $25 per participating
household per year. If funds are left over because of the cap, those funds will carry over into the
following year’s SCORE funds.
Eligible residential households are defined as single family through eight-plex residential
buildings or other residential buildings where the household is signed up for organics service
and the household sets out its own container with organics for curbside collection. The number
of eligible households will be determined by counting the number of eligible households on
September 1 of each funding year. The city will report the number in the application for funding.

B. Application for Funds
Each municipality must complete an annual application provided by the county by September 1
to receive funding. As a part of the application, a city must submit the number of households
signed up for and receiving curbside organics service.

C. Use of Funds
The grant funds may be used for program expenses, including the following:
•
•

Discount to new customers
Discount to existing customers

6
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Referral incentives
City contract costs
Education and outreach
Compostable bags
Kitchen containers
Carts
Organics drop-off sites

Program administration is not an eligible expense. Yard waste expenses are not eligible. If
organics are co-collected with other waste, the organics expenses must be tracked separately. If
a city passes funds through to a hauler, 100% of those funds must be credited to residents’ bills.
In addition, the following requirements apply:
•
•
•

•

All grant funds must be used during the term of the agreement. Funds not spent must be
returned to the county.
Funds must be expended on eligible activities per Minnesota State Statute 115A.557.
A municipality or joint powers organization may not charge its residents through
property tax, utility fees, or any other method for the portion of its organics program
costs that are funded by county grant funds.

Municipalities must account for organics expenditures separately upon request by the
county. Expenditures are subject to audit.

D. Education and Outreach Requirements
The partnership between the county and municipalities has been highly effective in educating
residents and motivating behavior change. In order to continue this partnership and increase
these efforts, program activities of municipalities must be coordinated with county and regional
efforts. The following requirements apply:
1. Use county terminology when describing organics recycling guidelines, including the
description of materials accepted and not accepted, preparation guidelines, and
promotional materials;
2. Use images provided by the county or the SWMCB if using images of organic materials;
3. Provide organics recycling information on the city’s website, including material accepted
and not accepted, service options, and links to county resources;
4. Work with the county to develop promotional resources to increase participation.

7
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E. Reporting
A report on the city’s organics program must be submitted electronically to the county by
February 15 following each year. The report must include, but is not limited to, the following:
Basic Program Information
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
Results
•
•
•
•
•
•

Hauler(s)
Collection method
Where organics were delivered to and processed
Is service opt-in or opt-out
Cost of service to residents; contract cost for city
How the service was billed
Items included in service, such as curbside collection, cart, compostable bags, etc.

Tons
Number of households signed up
Average pounds per household per year
Participation (set-out rate on pickup day)
Program costs
How funds were used

F. Grant Payment
The county will make one organics grant payment to a municipality each year. The payment will
be made after the county receives the application and confirms that the municipality meets the
requirements of this policy.

8
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 8.a
TITLE: Consider Approval of Resolution 43-2020 Certifying to the County Auditor Assessments for Unpaid
Delinquent Utility Bill Charges
PROPOSED MOTION: To Adopt Resolution No. 43-2020 Certifying to the County Auditor Assessments
for Unpaid Delinquent Utility Bill Charges
PREPARED BY: Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
REVIEWED BY: Jeff 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 43-2020.
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%).These fees have
increased over the past year in order to ensure all administrative burden is covered.
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 2021, action must be made this time of year.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Resolution 43-2020
2.
Delinquency List
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RESOLUTION NO. 43-2020
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 20th day of October 2020.

ATTEST:

____________________________________
Kenneth Willcox, 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 20, 2020.
_____________________________________________
Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
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2020 UNPAID
DELINQUENT UTILITY BILLS
Balance
$1,259.48
$891.91
$614.33
$2,321.59
$463.12
$245.21
$169.95
$526.73
$256.88
$656.76
$1,193.35
$2,470.38
$3,206.05
$488.25
$1,664.98
$303.18
$1,183.78
$17,915.93

Admin Fee
Total Bal Due
$50.00
$1,309.48
$50.00
$941.91
$50.00
$664.33
$50.00
$2,371.59
$50.00
$513.12
$50.00
$295.21
$50.00
$219.95
$50.00
$576.73
$50.00
$306.88
$50.00
$706.76
$50.00
$1,243.35
$50.00
$2,520.38
$50.00
$3,256.05
$50.00
$538.25
$50.00
$1,714.98
$50.00
$353.18
$50.00
$1,233.78
$850.00
$18,765.93

PIDS
05-117-22-13-0018
05-117-22-41-0006
04-117-22-32-0008
05-117-22-44-0041
06-117-22-42-0013
06-117-22-13-0016
06-117-22-13-0098
05-117-22-22-0092
05-117-22-22-0107
05-117-22-22-0108
05-117-22-22-0117
01-117-23-14-0025
12-117-23-12-0032
06-117-22-21-0008
06-117-22-21-0012
31-118-22-33-0050
31-118-22-34-0015

Serv Addr
167 GLEAHAVEN RD
16104 HOLDRIDGE RD W
15906 HILL RD
1820 CROSBY RD
743/747 LAKE ST E
641 PARK ST E
239 CHICAGO AVE N
306 PONDRIDGE CIR
400 PONDRIDGE CIR
402 PONDRIDGE CIR
420 PONDRIDGE CIR
199 LAKEVIEW LA S
308 FERNDALE RD W
553/559 MAPLE SQUARE
367 RIDGEVIEW DR E
141 RIDGEVIEW DR E
375 MARGARET CIR

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
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill
Utility Bill

Levy #
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 9.a
TITLE: Consider Adoption of Resolution 47-2020 Related to $4,360,000 General Obligation Refunding
Bonds, Series 2020B and Authorizing the Issuance, and Awarding the Sale
PROPOSED MOTION: To Adopt Resolution 47-2020 Related to General Obligation Tax Increment Bonds,
Series 2020B and Authorizing the Issuance, and Awarding the Sale
PREPARED BY: Aurora Yager, Administrative Services Director
REVIEWED BY: Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff recommends adoption of the attached resolution that awards the sale of the bonds which will allow the
City to refinance two outstanding debts (Muni and Lake/Superior realignment bonds).
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
The overall Net Present Value benefit of the refinancing of the two bonds is estimated to be $791,000. This
will result in reduced payments out of the Liquor Fund, which will increase margins and additional funds for
future street projects.
The savings of the refinance are made possible due to the favorable market conditions and the City's AAA
bond rating.
BACKGROUND:
At the last two Council Meetings, the Council authorized moving forward with the sale of $4,360,000 General
Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2020B. The City's Financial Advisor, Ehlers and Associates,
recommended refinancing two outstanding bonds of the City (G.O. Improvement Bonds Series 2010A—Muni
Building and G.O. Revenue Bonds Series 2011A Lake Street/Superior Boulevard Realignment) in order to
capture savings from lower interest rates.
Ehlers will conduct the competitive sale on October 20th and will present the results of that sale to the City
Council that evening with an updated resolution and sale report.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
2020B DRAFT Bond Resolution
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CERTIFICATION OF MINUTES RELATING TO
$[PAR] GENERAL OBLIGATION REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2020B
Issuer: City of Wayzata, Minnesota
Governing Body: City Council
Kind, date, time and place of meeting: A regular meeting held on October 20, 2020, at 7:00 p.m.,
at the City Hall in Wayzata, Minnesota.
Members present:
Members absent:
Documents Attached:
Minutes of said meeting (including):
RESOLUTION NO. ____________
RESOLUTION
AUTHORIZING
ISSUANCE,
AWARDING
SALE,
PRESCRIBING THE FORM AND DETAILS AND PROVIDING FOR THE
PAYMENT OF $[PAR] GENERAL OBLIGATION REFUNDING BONDS,
SERIES 2020B
I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and acting recording officer of the public
corporation issuing the bonds referred to in the title of this certificate, certify that the documents
attached hereto, as described above, have been carefully compared with the original records of said
corporation in my legal custody, from which they have been transcribed; that said documents are
a correct and complete transcript of the minutes of a meeting of the governing body of said
corporation, and correct and complete copies of all resolutions and other actions taken and of all
documents approved by the governing body at said meeting, so far as they relate to said bonds;
and that said meeting was duly held by the governing body at the time and place and was attended
throughout by the members indicated above, pursuant to call and notice of such meeting given as
required by law.
WITNESS my hand officially as such recording officer this 20th day of October, 2020.

Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager

4830-6114-5547\3

Page 86 of 230

It was reported that [_______] ([___]) proposals for the purchase of $[PAR] General
Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2020B, were received prior to 11:00 A.M., Central Time, on
Tuesday, October 20, 2020, pursuant to the Preliminary Official Statement distributed to potential
purchasers of the Bonds by Ehlers & Associates, Inc., municipal advisor to the City. The proposals
have been publicly opened, read, and tabulated and were found to be as follows:
(See Attached)

4830-6114-5547\3
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Councilmember ____________________ introduced the following resolution and moved its
adoption, which motion was seconded by Councilmember ____________________:
RESOLUTION
AUTHORIZING
ISSUANCE,
AWARDING
SALE,
PRESCRIBING THE FORM AND DETAILS AND PROVIDING FOR THE
PAYMENT OF $[PAR] GENERAL OBLIGATION REFUNDING BONDS,
SERIES 2020B
BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council (the “Council”) of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota
(the “City”), as follows:
SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION AND SALE.
1.01. Authorization.
Pursuant to a resolution adopted September 15, 2020, this Council authorized the issuance
of the City’s General Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2020B (the “Bonds”), pursuant to
Minnesota Statutes, Chapters 429 and 475, as amended, and Section 45 of the City Charter for the
purpose of:
(a)
currently refunding the December 1, 2021, through December 1, 2030, maturities
of the City’s $2,695,000 General Obligation Improvement Bonds, Series 2010A (the “Series
2010A Bonds”), dated, as originally issued, as of September 1, 2010, aggregating $1,730,000 in
outstanding principal amount;
(b)
currently refunding the December 1, 2021, through December 1, 2035, maturities
of the City’s $3,375,000 General Obligation Revenue Bonds, Series 2011A (the “Series 2011A
Bonds,” and together with the Series 2010A Bonds, the “Refunded Bonds”), dated, as originally
issued, as of March 1, 2011, aggregating $2,515,000 in outstanding principal amount; and
(c)

funding costs of issuance of the Bonds.

The Series 2010A Bonds were issued to finance the costs of a street realignment and utility
relocation (the “Improvement Project”) in the City.
The Series 2011A Bonds were issued to finance the construction of a municipal liquor store
and a bar and grill (the “Liquor Store Project,” and together with the Improvement Project, the
“Project”). The City owns and operates the municipal liquor store and bar and grill as an enterprise
fund of the City (the “Liquor Enterprise”). The 2011A Bonds were authorized by Ordinance No.
711 of the City adopted by 4/5th vote of the members of the Council on January 4, 2011.
The Refunded Bonds will be redeemed on December 1, 2020 (the “Redemption Date”).
The City anticipates substantial debt service savings to result from the refunding of the Refunded
Bonds.
The portion of the Bonds ($[________]) being issued to refinance the Improvement Project
is being issued for the purpose described in Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.67, subdivision 3,
4830-6114-5547\3
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section (b)(2)(i) and in compliance with Minnesota Statutes, Chapters 429 and 475 (the
“Improvement Bonds”).
The portion of the Bonds ($[________]) being issued to refinance the Liquor Store Project
is being issued for the purpose described in Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.67, subdivision 3,
section (b)(2)(i) and in compliance with Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 475 and Section 45 of the
City Charter (the “Liquor Store Bonds”).
Maturity schedules for each portion of the Bonds are attached hereto as Exhibit A.
1.02. Sale. The City has retained Ehlers and Associates, Inc. (“Ehlers”) as independent
municipal advisor in connection with the sale of the Bonds. Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes,
Section 475.60, subdivision 2, paragraph 9, the requirements as to a public sale do not apply to the
issuance of the Bonds. Pursuant to the Preliminary Official Statement and Terms of Proposal
prepared on behalf of the City by Ehlers, proposals for the purchase of the Bonds were received at
or before the time specified for receipt of proposals. The proposals have been opened, publicly
read and considered, and the purchase price, interest rates and net interest cost under the terms of
each proposal have been determined. The most favorable proposal received is that of [Purchaser]
of [City], [State] (the “Purchaser”). It is hereby determined to issue the Bonds at a purchase price
of $[_________] (representing the principal amount of $[PAR], [plus/minus] an original issue
[premium/discount] of $[________] less an underwriter’s discount of $[______]) plus accrued
interest, if any, and upon the further terms and conditions set forth herein.
1.03. Award. The sale of the Bonds is hereby awarded to the Purchaser, and the Mayor
and City Manager are hereby authorized and directed on behalf of the City to execute a contract
for the sale of the Bonds with the Purchaser in accordance with the Terms of Proposal. The good
faith deposit of the Purchaser shall be retained and deposited by the City until the Bonds have been
delivered, and shall be deducted from the purchase price paid at settlement.
SECTION 2. BOND TERMS; REGISTRATION; EXECUTION AND DELIVERY.
2.01. Issuance of Bonds. All acts, conditions and things required by the Constitution and
laws of the State of Minnesota and City Charter to be done, to exist, to happen and to be performed
prior to the issuance of the Bonds have been done, do exist, have happened, and have been
performed, wherefore it is now necessary for this Council to establish the form and terms of the
Bonds, to provide for the security thereof, and to issue the Bonds forthwith.
2.02. Maturities; Interest Rates; Denominations and Payment. The Bonds shall be
originally dated as of the date of issuance thereof, shall be in the denomination of $5,000 each, or
any integral multiple thereof, of single maturities, shall mature on December 1 in the years and
amounts stated below, and shall bear interest from date of issue until paid or duly called for
redemption, at the annual rates set forth opposite such years and amounts, as follows:
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Year

Rate

Year

2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027
2028

Rate

2029
2030
2031
2032
2033
2034
2035

[REVISE MATURITY SCHEDULE FOR ANY TERM BONDS]
The Bonds shall be issuable only in fully registered form. The interest thereon and, upon surrender
of each Bond, the principal amount thereof shall be payable by check or draft issued by the
Registrar described herein, provided that so long as the Bonds are registered in the name of a
securities depository, or a nominee thereof, in accordance with Section 2.08 hereof, principal and
interest shall be payable in accordance with the operational arrangements of the securities
depository.
2.03. Dates and Interest Payment Dates. Upon initial delivery of the Bonds pursuant to
Section 2.07 and upon any subsequent transfer or exchange pursuant to Section 2.06, the date of
authentication shall be noted on each Bond so delivered, exchanged or transferred. Interest on the
Bonds shall be payable on June 1 and December 1 in each year, commencing June 1, 2021, each
such date being referred to herein as an Interest Payment Date, to the persons in whose names the
Bonds are registered on the Bond Register, as hereinafter defined, at the Registrar’s close of
business on the first day of the calendar month in which such Interest Payment Date occurs,
whether or not such day is a business day. Interest shall be computed on the basis of a 360-day
year composed of twelve 30-day months.
2.04. Redemption. Bonds maturing on December 1, 2030, and later years shall be subject
to redemption and prepayment at the option of the City, in whole or in part, in such order of
maturity dates as the City may select and, within a maturity, by lot as selected by the Registrar (or,
if applicable, by the bond depository in accordance with its customary procedures) in integral
multiples of $5,000, on December 1, 2029, and on any date thereafter, at a price equal to the
principal amount thereof and accrued interest to the date of redemption. The City Manager shall
cause notice of the call for redemption thereof to be published if and as required by law, and at
least thirty (30) and not more than sixty (60) days prior to the designated redemption date, shall
cause notice of call for redemption to be mailed, by first class mail, to the Registrar and registered
holders of any Bonds to be redeemed at their addresses as they appear on the Bond Register
described in Section 2.06 hereof, provided that notice shall be given to any securities depository
in accordance with its operational arrangements. No defect in or failure to give such notice of
redemption shall affect the validity of proceedings for the redemption of any Bond not affected by
such defect or failure. Official notice of redemption having been given as aforesaid, the Bonds or
portions of Bonds so to be redeemed shall, on the redemption date, become due and payable at the
redemption price therein specified and from and after such date (unless the City shall default in
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the payment of the redemption price) such Bonds or portions of Bonds shall cease to bear interest.
Upon partial redemption of any Bond, a new Bond or Bonds will be delivered to the owner without
charge, representing the remaining principal amount outstanding.
[COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING PROVISIONS IF THERE ARE TERM BONDS ADD ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS IF THERE ARE MORE THAN TWO TERM BONDS]
[Bonds maturing on December 1, 20__ and 20__ (the “Term Bonds”) shall be subject to
mandatory redemption prior to maturity pursuant to the sinking fund requirements of this Section
2.04 at a redemption price equal to the stated principal amount thereof plus interest accrued thereon
to the redemption date, without premium. The Registrar shall select for redemption, by lot or other
manner deemed fair, on December 1 in each of the following years the following stated principal
amounts of such Bonds:
Year

Principal Amount

The remaining $_______________ stated principal amount of such Bonds shall be paid at
maturity on December 1, 20__.
Year

Principal Amount

The remaining $_______________ stated principal amount of such Bonds shall be paid at
maturity on December 1, 20__.
Notice of redemption shall be given as provided in the preceding paragraph.]
2.05. Appointment of Registrar. The City hereby appoints Bond Trust Services
Corporation, in Roseville, Minnesota, as the initial Bond registrar, transfer agent and paying agent
(the “Registrar”). The Mayor and City Manager are authorized to execute and deliver, on behalf
of the City, a contract with the Registrar. Upon merger or consolidation of the Registrar with
another corporation, if the resulting corporation is a bank or trust company organized under the
laws of the United States or one of the states of the United States and authorized by law to conduct
such business, such corporation shall be authorized to act as successor Registrar. The City agrees
to pay the reasonable and customary charges of the Registrar for the services performed. The City
reserves the right to remove the Registrar, effective upon not less than thirty days’ written notice
and upon the appointment and acceptance of a successor Registrar, in which event the predecessor
Registrar shall deliver all cash and Bonds in its possession to the successor Registrar and shall
deliver the Bond Register to the successor Registrar.
2.06. Registration. The effect of registration and the rights and duties of the City and the
Registrar with respect thereto shall be as follows:
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(a) Register. The Registrar shall keep at its principal corporate trust office a
register (the “Bond Register”) in which the Registrar shall provide for the registration of
ownership of Bonds and the registration of transfers and exchanges of Bonds entitled to be
registered, transferred or exchanged. The term Holder or Bondholder as used herein shall
mean the person (whether a natural person, corporation, association, partnership, trust,
governmental unit, or other legal entity) in whose name a Bond is registered in the Bond
Register.
(b) Transfer of Bonds. Upon surrender for transfer of any Bond duly endorsed by
the Holder thereof or accompanied by a written instrument of transfer, in form satisfactory
to the Registrar, duly executed by the Holder thereof or by an attorney duly authorized by
the Holder in writing, the Registrar shall authenticate and deliver, in the name of the
designated transferee or transferees, one or more new Bonds of a like aggregate principal
amount and maturity, as requested by the transferor. The Registrar may, however, close
the books for registration of any transfer after the first day of the month in which the interest
payment date occurs and until such interest payment date.
(c) Exchange of Bonds. At the option of the Holder of any Bond in a denomination
greater than $5,000, such Bond may be exchanged for other Bonds of authorized
denominations, of the same maturity and a like aggregate principal amount, upon surrender
of the Bond to be exchanged at the office of the Registrar. Whenever any Bond is so
surrendered for exchange the City shall execute and the Registrar shall authenticate and
deliver the Bonds which the Bondholder making the exchange is entitled to receive.
(d) Cancellation. All Bonds surrendered for payment, transfer or exchange shall
be promptly canceled by the Registrar and thereafter disposed of as directed by the City.
(e) Improper or Unauthorized Transfer. When any Bond is presented to the
Registrar for transfer, the Registrar may refuse to transfer the same until it is satisfied that
the endorsement on such Bond or separate instrument of transfer is valid and genuine and
that the requested transfer is legally authorized. The Registrar shall incur no liability for
the refusal, in good faith, to make transfers which it, in its judgment, deems improper or
unauthorized.
(f) Persons Deemed Owners. The City and the Registrar may treat the person in
whose name any Bond is at any time registered in the Bond Register as the absolute owner
of the Bond, whether the Bond shall be overdue or not, for the purpose of receiving
payment of or on account of, the principal of and interest on the Bond and for all other
purposes; and all payments made to or upon the order of such Holder shall be valid and
effectual to satisfy and discharge the liability upon such Bond to the extent of the sum or
sums so paid.
(g) Taxes, Fees and Charges. For every transfer or exchange of Bonds (except for
an exchange upon a partial redemption of a Bond), the Registrar may impose a charge upon
the owner thereof sufficient to reimburse the Registrar for any tax, fee or other
governmental charge required to be paid with respect to such transfer or exchange.
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(h) Mutilated, Lost, Stolen or Destroyed Bonds. In case any Bond shall become
mutilated or be destroyed, stolen or lost, the Registrar shall deliver a new Bond of like
amount, number, maturity date and tenor in exchange and substitution for and upon
cancellation of any such mutilated Bond or in lieu of and in substitution for any Bond
destroyed, stolen or lost, upon the payment of the reasonable expenses and charges of the
Registrar in connection therewith; and, in the case of a Bond destroyed, stolen or lost, upon
filing with the Registrar of evidence satisfactory to it that the Bond was destroyed, stolen
or lost, and of the ownership thereof, and upon furnishing to the Registrar of an appropriate
bond or indemnity in form, substance and amount satisfactory to it, in which both the City
and the Registrar shall be named as obligees. All Bonds so surrendered to the Registrar
shall be canceled by it and evidence of such cancellation shall be given to the City. If the
mutilated, destroyed, stolen or lost Bond has already matured or been called for redemption
in accordance with its terms it shall not be necessary to issue a new Bond prior to payment.
(i) Authenticating Agent. The Registrar is hereby designated authenticating agent
for the Bonds, within the meaning of Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.55, Subdivision 1,
as amended.
(j) Valid Obligations. All Bonds issued upon any transfer or exchange of Bonds
shall be the valid obligations of the City, evidencing the same debt, and entitled to the same
benefits under this Resolution as the Bonds surrendered upon such transfer or exchange.
2.07. Execution, Authentication and Delivery. The Bonds shall be prepared under the
direction of the City Manager and shall be executed on behalf of the City by the signatures of the
Mayor and the City Manager, provided that the signatures may be printed, engraved or
lithographed facsimiles of the originals. In case any officer whose signature or a facsimile of
whose signature shall appear on any Bond shall cease to be such officer before the delivery of such
Bond, such signature or facsimile shall nevertheless be valid and sufficient for all purposes, the
same as if such officer had remained in office until the date of delivery of such Bond.
Notwithstanding such execution, no Bond shall be valid or obligatory for any purpose or entitled
to any security or benefit under this Resolution unless and until a certificate of authentication on
the Bond, substantially in the form provided in Section 2.09, has been executed by the manual
signature of an authorized representative of the Registrar. Certificates of authentication on
different Bonds need not be signed by the same representative. The executed certificate of
authentication on any Bond shall be conclusive evidence that it has been duly authenticated and
delivered under this Resolution. When the Bonds have been prepared, executed and authenticated,
the City Manager shall deliver them to the Purchaser upon payment of the purchase price in
accordance with the contract of sale theretofore executed, and the Purchaser shall not be obligated
to see to the application of the purchase price.
2.08. Securities Depository. (a) For purposes of this section the following terms shall
have the following meanings:
“Beneficial Owner” shall mean, whenever used with respect to a Bond, the person in whose
name such Bond is recorded as the beneficial owner of such Bond by a Participant on the records
of such Participant, or such person’s subrogee.
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“Cede & Co.” shall mean Cede & Co., the nominee of DTC, and any successor nominee
of DTC with respect to the Bonds.
“DTC” shall mean The Depository Trust Company of New York, New York.
“Participant” shall mean any broker-dealer, bank or other financial institution for which
DTC holds bonds as securities depository.
“Representation Letter” shall mean the Representation Letter pursuant to which the City
agrees to comply with DTC’s Operational Arrangements.
(b) The Bonds shall be initially issued as separately authenticated fully registered bonds,
and one Bond shall be issued in the principal amount of each stated maturity of the Bonds. Upon
initial issuance, the ownership of such Bonds shall be registered in the Bond Register in the name
of Cede & Co., as nominee of DTC. The Registrar and the City may treat DTC (or its nominee)
as the sole and exclusive owner of the Bonds registered in its name for the purposes of payment
of the principal of or interest on the Bonds, selecting the Bonds or portions thereof to be redeemed,
if any, giving any notice permitted or required to be given to registered owners of Bonds under
this resolution, registering the transfer of Bonds, and for all other purposes whatsoever; and neither
the Registrar nor the City shall be affected by any notice to the contrary. Neither the Registrar nor
the City shall have any responsibility or obligation to any Participant, any person claiming a
beneficial ownership interest in the Bonds under or through DTC or any Participant, or any other
person which is not shown on the Bond Register as being a registered owner of any Bonds, with
respect to the accuracy of any records maintained by DTC or any Participant, with respect to the
payment by DTC or any Participant of any amount with respect to the principal of or interest on
the Bonds, with respect to any notice which is permitted or required to be given to owners of Bonds
under this resolution, with respect to the selection by DTC or any Participant of any person to
receive payment in the event of a partial redemption of the Bonds, or with respect to any consent
given or other action taken by DTC as registered owner of the Bonds. So long as any Bond is
registered in the name of Cede & Co., as nominee of DTC, the Registrar shall pay all principal of
and interest on such Bond, and shall give all notices with respect to such Bond, only to Cede &
Co. in accordance with DTC’s Operational Arrangements, and all such payments shall be valid
and effective to fully satisfy and discharge the City’s obligations with respect to the principal of
and interest on the Bonds to the extent of the sum or sums so paid. No person other than DTC
shall receive an authenticated Bond for each separate stated maturity evidencing the obligation of
the City to make payments of principal and interest. Upon delivery by DTC to the Registrar of
written notice to the effect that DTC has determined to substitute a new nominee in place of Cede
& Co., the Bonds will be transferable to such new nominee in accordance with paragraph (e)
hereof.
(c) In the event the City determines that it is in the best interest of the Beneficial Owners
that they be able to obtain Bonds in the form of physical certificates, the City may notify DTC and
the Registrar, whereupon DTC shall notify the Participants of the availability through DTC of
Bonds in the form of certificates. In such event, the Bonds will be transferable in accordance with
paragraph (e) hereof. DTC may determine to discontinue providing its services with respect to the
Bonds at any time by giving notice to the City and the Registrar and discharging its responsibilities
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with respect thereto under applicable law. In such event the Bonds will be transferable in
accordance with paragraph (e) hereof.
(d) The execution and delivery of the Representation Letter to DTC, if not previously filed
with DTC, by the Mayor or City Manager is hereby authorized and directed.
(e) In the event that any transfer or exchange of Bonds is permitted under paragraph (b) or
(c) hereof, such transfer or exchange shall be accomplished upon receipt by the Registrar of the
Bonds to be transferred or exchanged and appropriate instruments of transfer to the permitted
transferee in accordance with the provisions of this resolution. In the event Bonds in the form of
certificates are issued to owners other than Cede & Co., its successor as nominee for DTC as owner
of all the Bonds, or another securities depository as owner of all the Bonds, the provisions of this
resolution shall also apply to all matters relating thereto, including, without limitation, the printing
of such Bonds in the form of physical certificates and the method of payment of principal of and
interest on such Bonds in the form of physical certificates.
2.09. Form of Bonds. The Bonds shall be prepared in substantially the form found at
Exhibit B attached hereto.
SECTION 3. REFUNDING.
3.01. Refunding.
(a)
Proceeds of the Improvement Bonds in the amount of $[________] shall be
deposited in the sinking fund established for the Series 2010A Bonds to be applied to their payment
on the Redemption Date, and proceeds of the Improvement Bonds in the amount of $[________]
shall be used to pay costs of issuance of the Improvement Bonds.
(b)
Proceeds of the Liquor Store Bonds in the amount of $[________] shall be
deposited in the sinking fund established for the Series 2011A Bonds to be applied to their payment
on the Redemption Date, and proceeds of the Liquor Store Bonds in the amount of $[________]
shall be used to pay costs of issuance of the Liquor Store Bonds.
3.02. Redemption of Refunded Bonds. The City Manager is hereby directed to advise:
(a)
Wells Fargo Bank, National Association, Minneapolis, Minnesota, as paying agent
for the Series 2010A Bonds, to call the Series 2010A Bonds for redemption and prepayment on
the Redemption Date, substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit D, all in accordance with
the provisions of the resolutions authorizing the issuance of the Series 2010A Bonds; and
(b)
U.S. Bank National Association, St. Paul, Minnesota, as paying agent for the Series
2011A Bonds, to call the Series 2011A Bonds for redemption and prepayment on the Redemption
Date, substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit E, all in accordance with the provisions
of the resolutions authorizing the issuance of the Series 2011A Bonds.
SECTION 4. GENERAL OBLIGATION REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2020B BOND FUND.
The Bonds shall be payable from a separate General Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2020B
Bond Fund (the “Bond Fund”) of the City, which shall be created and maintained on the books of
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the City as a separate debt redemption fund until the Bonds, and all interest thereon, are fully paid.
Within the Debt Service Account (described below) shall be established the following
subaccounts:
(a)

(b)

Improvement Project Subaccount. Into the Improvement Project Subaccount shall
be paid:
i.

any funds received from the Purchaser upon delivery of the Bonds in excess
of the amounts required to accomplish the refunding of the Series 2010A
Bonds described Section 3.01(a) above;

ii.

all excess amounts on deposit in the debt service funds maintained for the
payment of the Series 2010A Bonds upon the retirement of the Series
2010A Bonds on the Redemption Date;

iii.

special assessments and ad valorem taxes pledged pursuant to the resolution
authorizing issuance of the Series 2010A Bonds;

iv.

any taxes collected pursuant to Section 7 hereof; and

v.

any other funds appropriated by this Council for the payment of the
Improvement Bonds.

Liquor Store Project Subaccount. Into the Liquor Store Project Subaccount shall
be paid:
i.

any funds received from the Purchaser upon delivery of the Bonds in excess
of the amounts required to accomplish the refunding of the Series 2011A
Bonds described Section 3.01(b) above;

ii.

all excess amounts on deposit in the debt service funds maintained for the
payment of the Series 2011A Bonds upon the retirement of the Series
2011A Bonds on the Redemption Date;

iii.

net revenues of the Liquor Enterprise of the City;

iv.

any taxes collected pursuant to Section 7 hereof; and

v.

any other funds appropriated by this Council for the payment of the Liquor
Store Bonds.

The principal of and interest on the Bonds shall be payable from the Bond Fund, and the
money on hand in the Bond Fund from time to time shall be used only to pay the principal of and
interest on the Bonds. On or before each principal and interest payment date for the Bonds, the
City Manager is directed to remit to the Registrar from funds on deposit in the Bond Fund the
amount needed to pay principal and interest on the Bonds on the next succeeding principal and
interest payment date.
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There are hereby established two accounts in the Bond Fund, designated as the “Debt
Service Account” and the “Surplus Account.” There shall initially be deposited into the Debt
Service Account upon the issuance of the Bonds the amount set forth in clause (a) above.
Thereafter, during each bond year (each twelve month period commencing on February 2 and
ending on the following December 1, a “Bond Year”), as monies are received into the Bond Fund,
the City Manager shall first deposit such monies into the Debt Service Account until an amount
has been appropriated thereto sufficient to pay all principal and interest due on the Bonds through
the end of the Bond Year. All subsequent monies received in the Bond Fund during the Bond Year
shall be appropriated to the Surplus Account. If at any time the amount on hand in the Debt Service
Account is insufficient for the payment of principal and interest then due, the City Manager shall
transfer to the Debt Service Account amounts on hand in the Surplus Account to the extent
necessary to cure such deficiency. Investment earnings (and losses) on amounts from time to time
held in the Debt Service Account and Surplus Account shall be credited or charged to said
accounts.
If the balance in the Bond Fund is at any time insufficient to pay all interest and principal
then due on all Bonds payable therefrom, the payment shall be made from any fund of the City
which is available for that purpose, subject to reimbursement from the Surplus Account when the
balance therein is sufficient, and the City covenants and agrees that it will each year levy a
sufficient amount of ad valorem taxes to take care of any accumulated or anticipated deficiency,
which levy is not subject to any constitutional or statutory limitation.
SECTION 5. SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS. For the payment of the cost of each of the
improvements financed by the Improvement Bonds, the City has levied special assessments against
all assessable lots, tracts and parcels of land benefited thereby and located within the area proposed
to be assessed therefor, based upon the benefits received by each such lot, tract or parcel, in an
aggregate principal amount not less than twenty percent (20%) of the cost of the Improvement
Project. In the event that any such assessment shall be at any time held invalid with respect to any
lot, piece or parcel of land, due to any error, defect or irregularity in any action or proceeding taken
or to be taken by the City or this Council or any of the City’s officers or employees, either in the
making of such assessment or in the performance of any condition precedent thereto, the City and
this Council hereby covenant and agree that they will forthwith do all such further acts and take
all such further proceedings as may be required by law to make such assessments a valid and
binding lien upon such property.
SECTION 6. PLEDGE OF NET REVENUES. Net revenues of the Liquor Enterprise, to the
extent necessary, are hereby irrevocably pledged and appropriated to the payment of the principal
of the Liquor Store Bonds and interest thereon; provided that nothing herein shall preclude the
City from hereafter making further pledges and appropriations of net revenues of the Liquor
Enterprise for the payment of additional obligations of the City hereafter authorized if the City
Council determines before the authorization of such additional obligations that the estimated net
revenues of the Liquor Enterprise will be sufficient, together with any other sources pledged to or
projected to be used, for the payment of the principal of and interest on the Liquor Store Bonds and
paid therefrom and such additional obligations. Such further pledges and appropriations of said net
revenues may be made superior or subordinate to or on a parity with the pledge and appropriation
herein made, as to the application of net revenues received from time to time.
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SECTION 7. PLEDGE OF TAXING POWERS. For the prompt and full payment of the principal
of and interest on the Bonds as such payments respectively become due, the full faith, credit and
unlimited taxing powers of the City shall be and are hereby irrevocably pledged. In order to
produce aggregate amounts which, together with the collections of other amounts as set forth in
Section 4, will produce amounts not less than 5% in excess of the amounts needed to meet when
due the principal and interest payments on the Bonds, ad valorem taxes are hereby levied on all
taxable property in the City, the taxes to be levied and collected in the following years and
amounts:
Levy Years

Collection Years

Amount

See attached schedules in Exhibit C
The taxes shall be irrepealable as long as any of the Bonds are outstanding and unpaid,
provided that the City reserves the right and power to reduce the tax levies from other legally
available funds, in accordance with the provisions of Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.61.
SECTION 8. DEFEASANCE. When all of the Bonds have been discharged as provided in this
Section, all pledges, covenants and other rights granted by this Resolution to the Holders of the
Bonds shall cease. The City may discharge its obligations with respect to any Bonds which are
due on any date by depositing with the Registrar on or before that date a sum sufficient for the
payment thereof in full; or, if any Bond should not be paid when due, it may nevertheless be
discharged by depositing with the Registrar a sum sufficient for the payment thereof in full with
interest accrued from the due date to the date of such deposit. The City may also discharge its
obligations with respect to any prepayable Bonds called for redemption on any date when they are
prepayable according to their terms by depositing with the Registrar on or before that date an
amount equal to the principal, redemption premium, if any, and interest then due, provided that
notice of such redemption has been duly given as provided herein. The City may also at any time
discharge its obligations with respect to any Bonds, subject to the provisions of law now or
hereafter authorizing and regulating such action, by depositing irrevocably in escrow, with the
Registrar or with a bank or trust company qualified by law to act as an escrow agent for this
purpose, cash or securities which are authorized by law to be so deposited for such purpose, bearing
interest payable at such times and at such rates and maturing or callable at the holder’s option on
such dates as shall be required to pay all principal and interest to become due thereon to maturity
or, if notice of redemption as herein required has been irrevocably provided for, to an earlier
designated redemption date. If such deposit is made more than ninety days before the maturity
date or specified redemption date of the Bonds to be discharged, the City must have received a
written opinion of Bond Counsel to the effect that such deposit does not adversely affect the
exemption of interest on any Bonds from federal income taxation and a written report of an
accountant or investment banking firm verifying that the deposit is sufficient to pay when due all
of the principal and interest on the Bonds to be discharged on and before their maturity dates or
earlier designated redemption date.
SECTION 9. TAX COVENANTS; ARBITRAGE MATTERS AND CONTINUING
DISCLOSURE.
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9.01. General Tax Covenant. The City agrees with the registered owners from time to
time of the Bonds that it will not take, or permit to be taken by any of its officers, employees or
agents, any action that would cause interest on the Bonds to become includable in gross income of
the recipient under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”) and applicable
Treasury Regulations (the “Regulations”), and agrees to take any and all actions within its powers
to ensure that the interest on the Bonds will not become includable in gross income of the recipient
under the Code and the Regulations. All proceeds of the Bonds deposited in the Construction Fund
will be expended solely for the payment of the costs of the Tax Abatement Project. The Project is
and will be owned and maintained by the City and available for use by members of the general
public on a substantially equal basis. The City shall not enter into any lease, management contract,
use agreement, capacity agreement or other agreement with any non-governmental person relating
to the use of the Project, or any portion thereof, or security for the payment of the Bonds which
might cause the Bonds to be considered “private activity bonds” or “private loan bonds” pursuant
to Section 141 of the Code.
9.02. Arbitrage Certification. The Mayor and City Manager being the officers of the City
charged with the responsibility for issuing the Bonds pursuant to this Resolution, are authorized
and directed to execute and deliver to the Purchaser a certificate in accordance with Section 148
of the Code, and applicable Regulations, stating the facts, estimates and circumstances in existence
on the date of issue and delivery of the Bonds which make it reasonable to expect that the proceeds
of the Bonds will not be used in a manner that would cause the Bonds to be “arbitrage bonds”
within the meaning of the Code and Regulations.
9.03. Arbitrage Rebate. The City acknowledges that the Bonds may be subject to the
rebate requirements of Section 148(f) of the Code. The City covenants and agrees to retain such
records, make such determinations, file such reports and documents and pay such amounts at such
times as are required under said Section 148(f) and applicable Regulations to preserve the
exclusion of interest on the Bonds from gross income for federal income tax purposes, unless the
Bonds qualify for an exception from the rebate requirement pursuant to one of the spending
exceptions set forth in Section 1.148-7 of the Regulations and no “gross proceeds” of the Bonds
(other than amounts constituting a “bona fide debt service fund”) arise during or after the
expenditure of the original proceeds thereof.
9.04. Qualified Tax-Exempt Obligations. The Bonds are designated as “qualified taxexempt obligations” for purposes of Section 265(b)(3) of the Code relating to the disallowance of
interest expense for financial institutions, and this Council hereby finds that the reasonably
anticipated amount of tax-exempt obligations which are not private activity bonds (not treating
qualified 501(c)(3) bonds under Section 145 of the Code as private activity bonds for the purpose
of this representation) which will be issued by the City and all subordinate entities during calendar
year 2020 does not exceed $10,000,000.
9.05. Continuing Disclosure. (a) Purpose and Beneficiaries. To provide for the public
availability of certain information relating to the Bonds and the security therefor and to permit the
Purchaser and other participating underwriters in the primary offering of the Bonds to comply with
amendments to Rule 15c2-12 promulgated by the SEC under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934
(17 C.F.R. § 240.15c2-12), relating to continuing disclosure (as in effect and interpreted from time
to time, the Rule), which will enhance the marketability of the Bonds, the City hereby makes the
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following covenants and agreements for the benefit of the Owners (as hereinafter defined) from
time to time of the Outstanding Bonds. The City is the only obligated person in respect of the
Bonds within the meaning of the Rule for purposes of identifying the entities in respect of which
continuing disclosure must be made. If the City fails to comply with any provisions of this section,
any person aggrieved thereby, including the Owners of any Outstanding Bonds, may take whatever
action at law or in equity may appear necessary or appropriate to enforce performance and
observance of any agreement or covenant contained in this section, including an action for a writ
of mandamus or specific performance. Direct, indirect, consequential and punitive damages shall
not be recoverable for any default hereunder to the extent permitted by law. Notwithstanding
anything to the contrary contained herein, in no event shall a default under this section constitute
a default under the Bonds or under any other provision of this resolution. As used in this section,
Owner or Bondowner means, in respect of a Bond, the registered owner or owners thereof
appearing in the bond register maintained by the Registrar or any Beneficial Owner (as hereinafter
defined) thereof, if such Beneficial Owner provides to the Registrar evidence of such beneficial
ownership in form and substance reasonably satisfactory to the Registrar. As used herein,
Beneficial Owner means, in respect of a Bond, any person or entity which (i) has the power,
directly or indirectly, to vote or consent with respect to, or to dispose of ownership of, such Bond
(including persons or entities holding Bonds through nominees, depositories or other
intermediaries), or (ii) is treated as the owner of the Bond for federal income tax purposes.
(b) Information To Be Disclosed. The City will provide, in the manner set forth in subsection (c)
hereof, either directly or indirectly through an agent designated by the City, the following
information at the following times:
(1)
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on or before twelve (12) months after the end of each fiscal year of the City,
commencing with the fiscal year ending December 31, 2020, the following
financial information and operating data in respect of the City (the Disclosure
Information):
(A)

the audited financial statements of the City for such fiscal year, prepared in
accordance with the governmental accounting standards promulgated by the
Governmental Accounting Standards Board or as otherwise provided under
Minnesota law, as in effect from time to time, or, if and to the extent such
financial statements have not been prepared in accordance with such
generally accepted accounting principles for reasons beyond the reasonable
control of the City, noting the discrepancies therefrom and the effect
thereof, and certified as to accuracy and completeness in all material
respects by the fiscal officer of the City; and

(B)

to the extent not included in the financial statements referred to in paragraph
(A) hereof, the information for such fiscal year or for the period most
recently available of the type contained in the Official Statement under
headings: Current Property Valuations, Direct Debt, Tax Levies and
Collections,
US
Census
Data/Population
Trend,
and
Employment/Unemployment Data.
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Notwithstanding the foregoing paragraph, if the audited financial statements are not available by
the date specified, the City shall provide on or before such date unaudited financial statements in
the format required for the audited financial statements as part of the Disclosure Information and,
within 10 days after the receipt thereof, the City shall provide the audited financial statements.
Any or all of the Disclosure Information may be incorporated by reference, if it is updated as
required hereby, from other documents, including official statements, which have been submitted
to the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board (“MSRB”) through its Electronic Municipal Market
Access System (“EMMA”) or to the SEC. The City shall clearly identify in the Disclosure
Information each document so incorporated by reference. If any part of the Disclosure Information
can no longer be generated because the operations of the City have materially changed or been
discontinued, such Disclosure Information need no longer be provided if the City includes in the
Disclosure Information a statement to such effect; provided, however, if such operations have been
replaced by other City operations in respect of which data is not included in the Disclosure
Information and the City determines that certain specified data regarding such replacement
operations would be a Material Fact (as defined in paragraph (2) hereof), then, from and after such
determination, the Disclosure Information shall include such additional specified data regarding
the replacement operations. If the Disclosure Information is changed or this section is amended
as permitted by this paragraph (b)(1) or subsection (d), then the City shall include in the next
Disclosure Information to be delivered hereunder, to the extent necessary, an explanation of the
reasons for the amendment and the effect of any change in the type of financial information or
operating data provided.
(2)

In a timely manner not in excess of ten business days after the occurrence of the
event, notice of the occurrence of any of the following events (each a “Material
Fact”):
(A)
(B)
(C)
(D)
(E)
(F)

(G)
(H)
(I)
(J)
(K)
(L)
(M)
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Principal and interest payment delinquencies;
Non-payment related defaults, if material;
Unscheduled draws on debt service reserves reflecting financial difficulties;
Unscheduled draws on credit enhancements reflecting financial difficulties;
Substitution of credit or liquidity providers, or their failure to perform;
Adverse tax opinions, the issuance by the Internal Revenue Service of
proposed or final determinations of taxability, Notices of Proposed Issue
(IRS Form 5701-TEB) or other material notices or determinations with
respect to the tax status of the security, or other material events affecting
the tax status of the security;
Modifications to rights of security holders, if material;
Bond calls, if material, and tender offers;
Defeasances;
Release, substitution, or sale of property securing repayment of the
securities, if material;
Rating changes;
Bankruptcy, insolvency, receivership or similar event of the obligated
person;
The consummation of a merger, consolidation, or acquisition involving an
obligated person or the sale of all or substantially all of the assets of the
14
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(N)
(O)

(P)

obligated person, other than in the ordinary course of business, the entry
into a definitive agreement to undertake such an action or the termination
of a definitive agreement relating to any such actions, other than pursuant
to its terms, if material; and
Appointment of a successor or additional trustee or the change of name of
a trustee, if material.
incurrence of a financial obligation of the obligated person, if material, or
agreement to covenants, events of default, remedies, priority rights, or other
similar terms of a financial obligation of the obligated person, any of which
affect security holders, if material; and
default, event of acceleration, termination event, modification of terms, or
other similar events under the terms of a financial obligation of the obligated
person, any of which reflect financial difficulties.

For purposes of the events identified in paragraphs (O) and (P) above, the term “financial
obligation” means (i) a debt obligation; (ii) a derivative instrument entered into in connection with,
or pledged as security or a source of payment for, an existing or planned debt obligation; or (iii) a
guarantee of (i) or (ii). The term “financial obligation” shall not include municipal securities as to
which a final official statement has been provided to the MSRB consistent with the Rule.
As used herein, for those events that must be reported if material, an event is “material” if it is an
event as to which a substantial likelihood exists that a reasonably prudent investor would attach
importance thereto in deciding to buy, hold or sell a Bond or, if not disclosed, would significantly
alter the total information otherwise available to an investor from the Official Statement,
information disclosed hereunder or information generally available to the public. Notwithstanding
the foregoing sentence, an event is also “material” if it is an event that would be deemed material
for purposes of the purchase, holding or sale of a Bond within the meaning of applicable federal
securities laws, as interpreted at the time of discovery of the occurrence of the event.
For the purposes of the event identified in (L) hereinabove, the event is considered to occur when
any of the following occur: the appointment of a receiver, fiscal agent or similar officer for an
obligated person in a proceeding under the U.S. Bankruptcy Code or in any other proceeding under
state or federal law in which a court or governmental authority has assumed jurisdiction over
substantially all of the assets or business of the obligated person, or if such jurisdiction has been
assumed by leaving the existing governing body and officials or officers in possession but subject
to the supervision and orders of a court or governmental authority, or the entry of an order
confirming a plan of reorganization, arrangement or liquidation by a court or governmental
authority having supervision or jurisdiction over substantially all of the assets or business of the
obligated person.
(3)

In a timely manner, notice of the occurrence of any of the following events or
conditions:
(A)
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the failure of the City to provide the Disclosure Information required under
paragraph (b)(1) at the time specified thereunder;
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(B)
(C)
(D)
(E)

the amendment or supplementing of this section pursuant to subsection (d),
together with a copy of such amendment or supplement and any explanation
provided by the City under subsection (d)(2);
the termination of the obligations of the City under this section pursuant to
subsection (d);
any change in the accounting principles pursuant to which the financial
statements constituting a portion of the Disclosure Information are
prepared; and
any change in the fiscal year of the City.

(c) Manner of Disclosure.
(1)

The City agrees to make available to the MSRB through EMMA, in an electronic
format as prescribed by the MSRB, the information described in subsection (b).

(2)

All documents provided to the MSRB pursuant to this subsection (c) shall be
accompanied by identifying information as prescribed by the MSRB from time to
time.

(d) Term; Amendments; Interpretation.
(1)

The covenants of the City in this section shall remain in effect so long as any Bonds
are Outstanding. Notwithstanding the preceding sentence, however, the obligations
of the City under this section shall terminate and be without further effect as of any
date on which the City delivers to the Registrar an opinion of Bond Counsel to the
effect that, because of legislative action or final judicial or administrative actions
or proceedings, the failure of the City to comply with the requirements of this
section will not cause participating underwriters in the primary offering of the
Bonds to be in violation of the Rule or other applicable requirements of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, or any statutes or laws successory
thereto or amendatory thereof.

(2)

This section (and the form and requirements of the Disclosure Information) may be
amended or supplemented by the City from time to time, without notice to (except
as provided in paragraph (c)(3) hereof) or the consent of the Owners of any Bonds,
by a resolution of this Council filed in the office of the recording officer of the City
accompanied by an opinion of Bond Counsel, who may rely on certificates of the
City and others and the opinion may be subject to customary qualifications, to the
effect that: (i) such amendment or supplement (a) is made in connection with a
change in circumstances that arises from a change in law or regulation or a change
in the identity, nature or status of the City or the type of operations conducted by
the City, or (b) is required by, or better complies with, the provisions of paragraph
(b)(5) of the Rule; (ii) this section as so amended or supplemented would have
complied with the requirements of paragraph (b)(5) of the Rule at the time of the
primary offering of the Bonds, giving effect to any change in circumstances
applicable under clause (i)(a) and assuming that the Rule as in effect and interpreted
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at the time of the amendment or supplement was in effect at the time of the primary
offering; and (iii) such amendment or supplement does not materially impair the
interests of the Bondowners under the Rule.
If the Disclosure Information is so amended, the City agrees to provide,
contemporaneously with the effectiveness of such amendment, an explanation of
the reasons for the amendment and the effect, if any, of the change in the type of
financial information or operating data being provided hereunder.
(3)

This section is entered into to comply with the continuing disclosure provisions of
the Rule and should be construed so as to satisfy the requirements of paragraph
(b)(5) of the Rule.

SECTION 10. CERTIFICATION OF PROCEEDINGS.
10.01. Registration of Bonds. The City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to file
a certified copy of this resolution with the County Auditor of Hennepin County, together with such
additional information as is required, and to obtain a certificate that the Bonds and the taxes levied
pursuant hereto have been duly entered upon the County Auditor’s Bond register.
10.02. Authentication of Transcript. The officers of the City are hereby authorized and
directed to prepare and furnish to the Purchaser and to Dorsey & Whitney LLP, Bond Counsel,
certified copies of all proceedings and records relating to the Bonds and such other affidavits,
certificates and information as may be required to show the facts relating to the legality and
marketability of the Bonds, as the same appear from the books and records in their custody and
control or as otherwise known to them, and all such certified copies, affidavits and certificates,
including any heretofore furnished, shall be deemed representations of the City as to the
correctness of all statements contained therein.
10.03. Official Statement. The Preliminary Official Statement relating to the Bonds
prepared and distributed by Ehlers, is hereby approved. Ehlers, is hereby authorized on behalf of
the City to prepare and distribute to the Purchaser within seven business days from the date hereof,
a Final Official Statement listing the offering price, the interest rates, selling compensation,
delivery date, the underwriters and such other information relating to the Bonds required to be
included in the Official Statement by Rule l5c2-12 adopted by the Securities and Exchange
Commission under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. The officers of the City are hereby
authorized and directed to execute such certificates as may be appropriate concerning the accuracy,
completeness and sufficiency of the Official Statement.
10.04. Authorization of Payment of Certain Costs of Issuance of the Bonds. The City
authorizes the Purchaser to forward the amount of Bond proceeds allocable to the payment of
issuance expenses to Old National Bank, on the closing date for further distribution as directed by
Ehlers.
10.05 Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its
passage.
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______________________________
Mayor
ATTEST: ___________________________
City Manager

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Member
________________, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted, and was approved and signed
by the Mayor, whose signature was attested by the City Manager.
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EXHIBIT A
Maturity Schedules

Year

Improvement Bonds

Liquor Store Bonds

Total

2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027
2028
2029
2030
2031
2032
2033
2034
2035
Total
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EXHIBIT B
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTIES OF HENNEPIN
CITY OF WAYZATA
GENERAL OBLIGATION REFUNDING BONDS,
SERIES 2020B
R-___

$_________

Interest Rate
__%

Maturity Date

Date of Original Issue

December 1, 20__

November 10, 2020

REGISTERED OWNER:

CEDE & CO.

PRINCIPAL AMOUNT:

THOUSAND DOLLARS

CUSIP No.

CITY OF WAYZATA, State of Minnesota (the “City”) acknowledges itself to be indebted and for
value received hereby promises to pay to the registered owner specified above, or registered assigns, the
principal amount specified above on the maturity date specified above and promises to pay interest thereon
from the date of original issue specified above or from the most recent Interest Payment Date (as hereinafter
defined) to which interest has been paid or duly provided for, at the annual interest rate specified above,
payable on June 1 and December 1 in each year, commencing June 1, 2021 (each such date, an “Interest
Payment Date”), all subject to the provisions referred to herein with respect to the redemption of the
principal of this Bond before maturity. The interest so payable on any Interest Payment Date shall be paid
to the person in whose name this Bond is registered at the close of business on the first day (whether or not
a business day) of the calendar month in which such Interest Payment Date occurs. Interest hereon shall be
computed on the basis of a 360-day year composed of twelve 30-day months. The interest hereon and,
upon presentation and surrender hereof at the principal office of the agent of the Registrar described below,
the principal hereof are payable in lawful money of the United States of America by check or draft drawn
on Bond Trust Services Corporation, Roseville, Minnesota, as Bond registrar, transfer agent and paying
agent, or its successor designated under the Resolution described herein (the “Registrar”) or other agreedupon means of payment by the Registrar or its designated successor. For the prompt and full payment of
such principal and interest as the same respectively come due, the full faith and credit and taxing powers of
the City have been and are hereby irrevocably pledged.
This Bond is one of an issue (the “Bonds”) in the aggregate principal amount of $[PAR] issued
pursuant to a resolution adopted by the City Council on October 20, 2020 (the “Resolution”), to currently
refund certain outstanding general obligations of the City. This Bond is issued by authority of and in strict
accordance with the provisions of the Constitution and laws of the State of Minnesota thereunto enabling,
including Minnesota Statutes, Chapters 429 and 475, as amended, and Section 45 of the City Charter. For
the full and prompt payment of the principal of and interest on the Bonds as the same become due, the full
faith, credit and taxing power of the City have been and are hereby irrevocably pledged. The Bonds are
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issuable only in fully registered form, in the denomination of $5,000 or any integral multiple thereof, of
single maturities.
Bonds maturing on December 1, 2030, and later years shall be subject to redemption and
prepayment at the option of the City, in whole or in part, in such order of maturity dates as the City may
select and, within a maturity, by lot as selected by the Registrar (or, if applicable, by the Bond depository
in accordance with its customary procedures) in multiples of $5,000, on December 1, 2029, and on any date
thereafter, at a price equal to the principal amount thereof and accrued interest to the date of redemption.
The City shall cause notice of the call for redemption thereof to be published if and to the extent required
by law, and at least thirty (30) and not more than sixty (60) days prior to the designated redemption date,
shall cause notice of call for redemption to be mailed, by first class mail (or, if applicable, provided in
accordance with the operational arrangements of the securities depository), to the registered holders of any
Bonds, at the holders’ addresses as they appear on the Bond register maintained by the Bond Registrar, but
no defect in or failure to give such mailed notice of redemption shall affect the validity of proceedings for
the redemption of any Bond not affected by such defect or failure. Official notice of redemption having
been given as aforesaid, the Bonds or portions of Bonds so to be redeemed shall, on the redemption date,
become due and payable at the redemption price therein specified and from and after such date (unless the
City shall default in the payment of the redemption price) such Bonds or portions of Bonds shall cease to
bear interest. Upon partial redemption of any Bond, a new Bond or Bonds will be delivered to the owner
without charge, representing the remaining principal amount outstanding.
[COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING PROVISIONS IF THERE ARE TERM BONDS ADD ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS IF THERE ARE MORE THAN TWO TERM BONDS]
[Bonds maturing in the years 20__ and 20__ shall be subject to mandatory redemption, at a
redemption price equal to their principal amount plus interest accrued thereon to the redemption date,
without premium, on December 1 in each of the years shown below, in an amount equal to the following
principal amounts:
Term Bonds Maturing in 20__
Sinking Fund
Payment Date

Term Bonds Maturing in 20__

Aggregate
Principal Amount

(final maturity)

Sinking Fund
Payment Date

Aggregate
Principal Amount

(final maturity)

Notice of redemption shall be given as provided in the preceding paragraph.]
As provided in the Resolution and subject to certain limitations set forth therein, this Bond is
transferable upon the books of the City at the principal office of the Registrar, by the registered owner
hereof in person or by the owner’s attorney duly authorized in writing upon surrender hereof together with
a written instrument of transfer satisfactory to the Registrar, duly executed by the registered owner or the
owner’s attorney, and may also be surrendered in exchange for Bonds of other authorized denominations.
Upon such transfer or exchange the City will cause a new Bond or Bonds to be issued in the name of the
designated transferee or registered owner, of the same aggregate principal amount, bearing interest at the
same rate and maturing on the same date; subject to reimbursement for any tax, fee or governmental charge
required to be paid with respect to any such transfer or exchange.
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The Bonds have been designated by the City as “qualified tax-exempt obligations” pursuant to
Section 265(b)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended.
The City and the Registrar may deem and treat the person in whose name this Bond is registered
as the absolute owner hereof, whether this Bond is overdue or not, for the purpose of receiving payment as
herein provided and for all other purposes, and neither the City nor the Registrar shall be affected by any
notice to the contrary.
Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Bond, so long as this Bond is registered in the name
of Cede & Co., as nominee of The Depository Trust Company, or in the name of any other nominee of The
Depository Trust Company or other securities depository, the Registrar shall pay all principal of and interest
on this Bond, and shall give all notices with respect to this Bond, only to Cede & Co. or other nominee in
accordance with the operational arrangements of The Depository Trust Company or other securities
depository as agreed to by the City.
IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED, RECITED, COVENANTED AND AGREED that all acts, conditions
and things required by the Constitution and laws of the State of Minnesota to be done, to exist, to happen
and to be performed preliminary to and in the issuance of this Bond in order to make it a valid and binding
general obligation of the City in accordance with its terms, have been done, do exist, have happened and
have been performed as so required; that, prior to the issuance hereof, the City Council has by the Resolution
covenanted and agreed to collect and apply to payment of the bonds ad valorem taxes levied on all taxable
property in the City; special assessments on property specially benefited by the portion of the Bonds issued
to refinance improvement projects in the City, and net revenues of the Liquor Enterprise of the City which
taxes, revenues and assessments are estimated to be collectible in years and amounts sufficient to produce
sums not less than 5% in excess of the principal of and interest on the Bonds when due, and has appropriated
such assessments, revenues and taxes to its General Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2020B Bond Fund
for the payment of such principal and interest; that if necessary for the payment of such principal and
interest, additional ad valorem taxes are required to be levied upon all taxable property in the City, without
limitation as to rate or amount; that all proceedings relative to the projects financed by this Bond have been
or will be taken according to law and that the issuance of this Bond, together with all other indebtedness of
the City outstanding on the date hereof and on the date of its actual issuance and delivery, does not cause
the indebtedness of the City to exceed any constitutional or statutory limitation of indebtedness.
This Bond shall not be valid or become obligatory for any purpose or be entitled to any security or
benefit under the Resolution until the Certificate of Authentication hereon shall have been executed by the
Registrar by manual signature of one of its authorized representatives.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City has caused this Bond to be executed on its behalf by the
facsimile signatures of its Mayor and City Manager and has caused this Bond to be dated as of the date set
forth below.
CITY OF WAYZATA, MINNESOTA

(facsimile signature – City Manager)

(facsimile signature – Mayor)
__________

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICATION
This is one of the Bonds delivered pursuant to the Resolution mentioned within.
Date of Authentication: __________________
BOND TRUST SERVICES CORPORATION,
as Registrar

By
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The following abbreviations, when used in the inscription on the face of this Bond, shall be
construed as though they were written out in full according to the applicable laws or regulations:
TEN COM --as tenants in common

UTMA …………. as Custodian for …………..

(Cust)
(Minor)
TEN ENT --as tenants by the entireties under Uniform Transfers to Minors Act ....……..
(State)
JT TEN --as joint tenants with right of survivorship and not as tenants in common
Additional abbreviations may also be used.
__________
ASSIGNMENT
For value received, the undersigned hereby sells, assigns and transfers unto
______________________________________________________________________ the within Bond
and all rights thereunder, and does hereby irrevocably constitute and appoint
______________________________________________________________________
attorney
to
transfer the said Bond on the books kept for registration of the within Bond, with full power of substitution
in the premises.
Dated:

NOTICE: The assignor's signature to this assignment must
correspond with the name as it appears upon the face of the within
Bond in every particular, without alteration or enlargement or any
change whatsoever.

Signature Guaranteed:
Signature(s) must be guaranteed by an "eligible guarantor institution" meeting the requirements of the
Registrar, which requirements include membership or participation in STAMP or such other "signature
guaranty program" as may be determined by the Registrar in addition to or in substitution for STAMP, all
in accordance with the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended.
PLEASE INSERT SOCIAL SECURITY OR
OTHER
IDENTIFYING
NUMBER
OF
ASSIGNEE:
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EXHIBIT C
Special Assessments and Tax Levies
[to come]
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EXHIBIT D
NOTICE OF REDEMPTION
$2,695,000 General Obligation Improvement Bonds, Series 2010A
Dated September 1, 2010
City of Wayzata, Minnesota
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City of Wayzata, Minnesota (the “City”) has called for redemption and
prepayment on December 1, 2020, the outstanding bonds of the above-referenced issue maturing on December 1 in
the following years, in the principal amounts and having the interest rates and CUSIP numbers listed below (the
“Bonds”):
Year
2021
2022
2023
2024
2025

Amount
$ 150,000
155,000
160,000
165,000
170,000

Interest
Rate
3.000%
3.000
3.000
3.000
3.000

CUSIP
Number*
946796 TG4
946796 TH2
946796 TJ8
946796 TK5
946796 TL3

Year
2026
2027
2028
2029
2030

Amount
$ 175,000
180,000
185,000
190,000
200,000

Interest
Rate
3.100%
3.200
3.300
3.400
3.500

CUSIP
Number*
946796 TM1
946796 TN9
946796 TP4
946796 TQ2
946796 TR0

The Bonds will be redeemed at a price of 100% of their principal amount plus accrued interest to the date of
redemption. Holders of the Bonds should present them for payment to Wells Fargo Bank, National Association, St.
Paul, Minnesota, on or before said date, when they will cease to bear interest, in the following manner:
By Mail or Courier Service:

By Registered or Certified Mail:

In Person, By Hand:

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A.
Corporate Trust Operations
N9300-070
600 South 4th Street, 7th Floor
Minneapolis, MN 55415-1526

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A.
Corporate Trust Operations
P. O. Box 1517
Minneapolis, MN 55480-1517

Corporate Trust Operations
MAC N9300-060
600 South 4th Street, 6th Floor
Minneapolis, MN 55415-1526

Important Notice: In compliance with the Economic Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2001, federal
backup withholding tax will be withheld at the applicable backup withholding rate in effect at the time the payment
by the redeeming institutions if they are not provided with your social security number or federal employer
identification number, properly certified. This requirement is fulfilled by submitting a W-9 Form, which may be
obtained at a bank or other financial institution.
The Registrar shall not be responsible for the selection of or use of the CUSIP numbers, nor is any representation
made as to its correctness indicated in this Notice of Redemption. It is included solely for the convenience of the
Holders.
Additional information may be obtained from the undersigned or from Ehlers & Associates, Inc., 3060 Centre Point
Drive, Roseville, Minnesota 55113-1105 (651-697-8500), municipal advisor to the City.
Dated: ______________, 20120.

BY ORDER OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY WAYZATA, MINNESOTA
By s/

* Denotes full call of CUSIP.

City Manager
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EXHIBIT E

NOTICE OF REDEMPTION
$3,375,000 General Obligation Revenue Bonds, Series 2011A
Dated March 1, 2011
City of Wayzata, Minnesota
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City of Wayzata, Minnesota (the “City”) has called for redemption and
prepayment on December 1, 2020 (the “Redemption Date”), the outstanding bonds of the above-referenced issue
maturing on December 1 in the following years, in the principal amounts and having the interest rates and CUSIP
numbers listed below (the “Bonds”):
Year
2021
2022
2025
2028

Amount
$125,000
130,000
420,000
480,000

Interest
Rate
4.000%
4.000
4.000
4.000

CUSIP
Number*
946796UF4
946796UG2
946796UK3
946796UN7

Year
2030
2032
2035

Amount
$ 350,000
380,000
630,000

Interest
Rate
4.000%
4.200
4.400

CUSIP
Number*
946796UQ0
946796US6
946796UV9

The Bonds will be redeemed at a price of 100% of their principal amount plus accrued interest to the date of
redemption. On the Redemption Date, interest thereon shall cease to accrue. Such redemption price will be payable
upon each such bond on the next succeeding business day following the Redemption Date.
A Form W-9, Payer's Request for Taxpayer Identification Number, must be completed and returned with the called
Bond or 31% of the redemption proceeds will be withheld. Payment of bonds to be redeemed will be made on and
after December 1, 2020, by submitting said Bond along with the completed form W-9 to U.S. Bank National
Association at the following address:
By Overnight Delivery or Hand:
U.S. Bank National Association
Corporate Trust Services
111 Fillmore Avenue East
St. Paul, MN 55107

By Mail, Registered or Certified Mail:
U.S. Bank National Association
Corporate Trust Services
P.O. Box 64111
St. Paul, MN 55164-0111

Pursuant to U.S. federal tax laws, you have a duty to provide the applicable type of tax certification form issued by
the U.S. Internal Revenue Service (“IRS”) to U.S. Bank National Association Corporate Trust Services to ensure
payments are reported accurately to you and to the IRS. In order to permit accurate withholding (or to prevent
withholding), a complete and valid tax certification form must be received by U.S. Bank National Association
Corporate Trust Services before payment of the redemption proceeds is made to you. Failure to timely provide a valid
tax certification form as required will result in the maximum amount of U.S. withholding tax being deducted from any
redemption payment that is made to you.
The Registrar shall not be responsible for the selection of or use of the CUSIP numbers, nor is any representation
made as to its correctness indicated in this Notice of Redemption. It is included solely for the convenience of the
Holders.
Additional information may be obtained from the undersigned or from Ehlers & Associates, Inc., 3060 Centre Point
Drive, Roseville, Minnesota 55113-1105 (651-697-8500), financial advisor to the City.
Dated: ______________, 2020.

BY ORDER OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY WAYZATA, MINNESOTA
By s/

* Denotes full call of CUSIP.

City Manager

4830-6114-5547\3
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HENNEPIN COUNTY AUDITOR’S
CERTIFICATE AS TO REGISTRATION AND TAX LEVY
The undersigned, being the duly qualified and acting County Auditor of Hennepin County,
Minnesota, hereby certifies that there has been filed in my office a certified copy of a resolution
duly adopted on October 20, 2020, by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota, setting forth the
form and details of an issue of $[PAR] General Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2020B dated
the date of issuance thereof.
I further certify that the issue has been entered on my bond register and the taxes required
by law have been levied as required by Minnesota Statutes, Sections 475.61 to 475.63.
WITNESS my hand and official seal on the _____ day of ____________, 2020.

Hennepin County Auditor
(SEAL)

4830-6114-5547\3
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 9.b
TITLE: Consider Adoption of Resolution 44-2020 Approving the Design of a New Accessory Structure at 230
and 240 Central Avenue North
PROPOSED MOTION: To Adopt Resolution 44-2020 Approving a Preliminary and Final Plat at 320 Hampton
Street South
PREPARED BY: Nick Kieser, Assistant Planner
REVIEWED BY: Emily Goellner, Community Development Director, Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff and the Planning Commission recommend approval of Resolution 44-2020 approving the design of a
new accessory structure at 230 and 240 Central Avenue North.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
The owner, Wayzata Woods Apartments LLC, has submitted a development application for design approval of
a new one-story accessory structure at 230 & 240 Central Ave N, Wayzata Woods apartment complex. The
proposed structure is 1,763 square feet and would be used as a leasing office and fitness area for the
Wayzata Woods apartment complex. This project would also incorporate a re-configuration of the parking
stalls and stormwater improvements on the site.
The Planning Commission recommended approval unanimously.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Resolution 44-2020, PC Report and Recommendation, Staff Report, Plans, and Design Review
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RESOLUTION NO. 44-2020
RESOLUTION APPROVING DESIGN OF NEW ACCESSORY BUILDING
AT 230 & 240 CENTRAL AVE N (WAYZATA WOODS APARTMENTS)
WHEREAS, Property owner and applicant , Wayzata Woods Apartments LLC,
(the “Applicant”) has submitted a design review and approval application for a new
1,763 square feet accessory structure for the apartment complex (the “Project”) at 230
& 240 Central Ave N and legally described on Attachment A (the “Property”); and
WHEREAS, the Wayzata Planning Commission, pursuant to the Zoning
Ordinance, held a public hearing on the Application on September 21, 2020, and
adopted a Report and Recommendation to the City Council to approve the Application
on October 5, 2020, a copy of which is attached to this Resolution as Attachment B
(“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 meets the applicable design requirements of
Wayzata’s Zoning Ordinance.
B.
Based on the foregoing, the design of the Project, including the requested
deviation from the Wayzata Design Standards, that is outlined in the PC Report and
Recommendation, is hereby APPROVED, subject to satisfaction of the following:
1.

The Applicant must secure all necessary building permits for
construction, and follow all laws and regulations applicable to the
Project, including building codes and land use regulations.

2.

The Applicant must build and complete the Project in conformance,
in all material respects, with the plans depicted in the Application.

3.

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 City Council this 20th day of October 2020.

Ken Willcox, 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 20, 2020.
__________________________________
Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
SEAL
Attachment A
Legal Description of Property
Attachment B
PC Report and Recommendation
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Attachment A
Information and Legal Description of Property
Address
PID
Legal Description

Abstract or
Torrens?
Certificate No.

230 & 240 Central Avenue North

05-117-22-23-0004

Lots 17, “Dean’s Park Outlots to Wayzata.” According to the recorded plat
thereof, Hennepin County, Minnesota, together with appurtenant
easement(s) for access, utility and open view purposes contained in
Document No. 6298957 by HSM Associates, Inc., grantor, and Wayzata
Woods Apartments, a Minnesota general partnership, grantee.
Abstract
N/A
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Attachment B
PC Report and Recommendation
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION
OCTOBER 5, 2020
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL OF DESIGN
FOR A NEW ACCESSORY STRUCTURE AT 230 & 240 CENTRAL AVENUE N
SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION
Approval* of Design of Accessory Structure with Accent Material Deviation
* with certain conditions listed at the end of this Report

REPORT
Section 1.

BACKGROUND

1.1

Project. Property owner and applicant Wayzata Woods Apartments LLC (the
“Applicant”) has submitted an application for design review and approval for a
proposed new 1,763 square feet accessory structure for the apartment complex
at 230 & 240 Central Avenue North (the “Property”). The Applicant plans to use
the accessory structure for a leasing office and fitness center for the residents of
the apartment complex (the “Project”).

1.2

Approval Requested. The Applicant is requesting approval of the design of the
Project (the “Project Design”) which is outlined in the Staff Report attached to this
Report as Attachment B (“Design Report”). The Project Design includes one
deviation from the Wayzata Design Standards for accent materials used on the
building (the “Deviation”).

1.3

Property. The legal description of the Property is attached to this Report as
Attachment A, and the street addresses, property identification numbers and
owner of the Property are:
Address
PID
230 & 240 Central Ave N 05-117-22-23-0004

1.4

Owner
Wayzata Woods Apartments LLC

Land Use. The Property falls within the following land use areas:
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Zoning District:
2040 Comp Plan designation:
Overlay District:
1.5

R-5 Average Density Multiple Residential District
High Density Residential
Bluff Design District

Notice and Public Hearing. Notice of a public hearing on the Application was
published in the Sun Sailor on September 11, 2020. A copy of the notice was
mailed to all property owners located within 350 feet of the Property on
September 10, 2020. The public hearing on the Application was held at the
September 21, 2020 Planning Commission meeting, at which no member of the
public provided comments.

Section 2.
2.1

Page 2

STANDARDS

Design Standards.
A.

All new building construction in the City with a nonresidential and/or
multifamily component must comply with the Wayzata Design Standards
found in Chapter 909 of the Zoning Ordinance. The relevant design
standards applicable to the Project are outlined in the Design Report.

B.

A deviation from the Design Standards may be permitted under Sec.
909.29 (with the exception of Section 909.10 of the Design Standards) if
City Council (after considering the Planning Commission’s
recommendation) makes a finding 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, 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.
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The project is the remodeling of an existing building which largely
otherwise conforms to the Design Standards.

FINDINGS

Based on the Application materials, staff report, and Wayzata’s Zoning Ordinance, the
Planning Commission of the City of Wayzata makes the following findings of fact:
3.1

Project Design.
A.

The Project meets all of the applicable provisions of the Design Standards
as reflected in the Design Report except for the Deviation.

B.

The Commission finds that there would be an overall positive effect on the
area where the Project is proposed by allowing the Project to proceed as
designed. The Commission finds that the new leasing and fitness center
will benefit the apartment complex tenants and improve the open space,
parking, and drainage on the site. The design of the structure will also fit in
well with the improvements planned for the apartment buildings.

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.

1.

The extent to which the Project advances specific policies and
provisions of the City’s Comprehensive Plan, including aesthetic,
landscaping and stormwater management improvements, and
residential amenities for a property that provides more affordable
residences.

2.

The overall positive effect of the Project on the area, including the
improvement of the Property with a modern leasing office and
amenity building for residents of the apartment complex on the
Property, and improved landscaping and stormwater management.

3.

The alleviation of an undue burden with respect to the allowed
materials, in that the use of proposed accent material will result in
lower maintenance costs and will be in keeping with the overall
design of the proposed building. The material is also similar to an
approved accent material, but will allow for more durability and
moisture resistance.

RECOMMENDATION
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Based on the Findings of this Report, the Planning Commission recommends that the
Project Design and Deviation be APPROVED subject to the following conditions:
A.

The Applicant must secure all necessary building permits for construction,
and follow all laws and regulations applicable to the Project, including
building codes and land use regulations.

B.

The Applicant must build and complete the Project in conformance, in all
material respects, with the plans depicted in the Application.

C.

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 5th day of October 2020.

Voting For the Findings and Recommendation of Approval in this Report:
Voting Against:
Abstaining:
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Attachment A
Information and Legal Description of Property
Address
PID
Legal Description

Abstract or
Torrens?
Certificate No.

230 & 240 Central Avenue North
05-117-22-23-0004
Lots 17, “Dean’s Park Outlots to Wayzata.” According to the
recorded plat thereof, Hennepin County, Minnesota, together with
appurtenant easement(s) for access, utility and open view
purposes contained in Document No. 6298957 by HSM Associates,
Inc., grantor, and Wayzata Woods Apartments, a Minnesota
general partnership, grantee.
Abstract
N/A
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Attachment B
Staff Report on Project Design
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Director Goellner confirmed that this is correct, and the Commissioners are still encouraged to
attend when they are assigned as the liaison; however, there will no longer be reporting back to
the full Commission. She stated that staff still wanted to include the liaison schedule as well as
the City calendar to update the Commission, so item 6b should not be removed from the agenda.
There being no other questions, Chair Plantan asked for a motion to approve the agenda for the
meeting as presented.
Commissioner Flannigan made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Douglas, to approve the
September 21, 2020 agenda as presented.
Director Goellner completed a roll call vote on the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
AGENDA ITEM 4. Consent Agenda
a.) Approval of the September 8, 2020 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes
b.) Approval of Report and Recommendation of Approval for a Conditional Use
Permit for Gate Height at 405 Bushaway Road
c.) Approval of Report and Recommendation of Approval for a Preliminary and
Final Plat at 320 Hampton Street South
Chair Plantan read the items on the consent agenda and asked if any Commissioner wished to pull
an item for further discussion.
Commissioner Merriam asked that a revision to the meeting minutes from September 8, 2020 be
made. She clarified that her comments on page 18, lines 35 and 36 should have stated that she
liked Council’s idea of not opening up the possibilities along Lake Street. She noted that after
listening to the recording, staff has confirmed the correction.
Chair Plantan asked for a motion to approve the Consent Agenda as presented with Commissioner
Merriam’s amendment to the minutes.
Commissioner Parkhill made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Merriam, to approve the
Consent Agenda as presented with such amendment to the minutes.
Director Goellner completed a roll call vote on the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
AGENDA ITEM 5. Public Hearing Items
a) Consider Development Application for Design Approval for a New Amenity
Structure at 230 & 240 Central Avenue North
Assistant Planner, Nick Kieser, stated that this Development Application is for approval of the
design of a new structure on the property located at 230 and 240 Central Avenue North. He noted
that the zoning for this property is R5, average density and multiple residential district. He
explained that it is just south of the intersection of Central Avenue and Highway 12 and noted that
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in the 2040 Comprehensive Plan, this property is designated as high density residential. He noted
that a design review and approval is required for any new construction with a non-residential or
multi-family component. He reviewed the site plan, including the existing apartment buildings
and the proposed amenity building. He stated that the applicant is proposing a one-story, 1,763
square foot amenity building that would be used as a leasing office and a small fitness center. He
stated that there will be some stormwater improvements and parking reconfiguration with this
structure as well. He stated that there will be a net removal of 3.5 tree inches and noted that overall,
there will be 5 significant trees taken down with this project, which is below the ordinance’s
threshold of requiring replacement trees. He showed renderings of the proposed building and
noted that there is a design deviation being requested. He stated that this project is located within
the Design Standard’s Bluff District. He explained that they are asking to use poly-ash trim as an
accent material, which will be located around the windows of the building and would account for
up to 3.7% of the exterior façade. He noted that the applicant has stated that it is similar to the
permitted fiber cement materials but is more durable and moisture resistant. He noted that the
applicant did provide sample materials for review by the Commission. He reviewed the key
questions and standards for the Commission to consider as they are looking at the design approval
request. He stated that reviewing Design Standards is one of first priorities of the newly formed
Zoning Controls Task Force, and they plan to look at building materials specifically.
Chair Plantan asked if the Commission had any questions for Staff.
Commissioner Bashioum asked what will happen to the previous leasing office space.
Planner Kieser stated that he does not know the answer to that question but the applicant should
be able to answer.
Commissioner Bashioum stated that the packet mentioned that some of the apartments have been
improved and asked what percentage of the apartments had been improved.
Planner Kieser stated that the narrative explained a few a/c updates that have been done to a few
of the units, and noted that they are looking to do future improvements on other units. He stated
that this is another area where the applicant should be able to elaborate on this information.
Commissioner Bashioum asked how many units are in the complex.
Planner Kieser stated that he believes there are between 120 and 150 units, but will get the exact
number.
There being no further questions from the Commission for staff, Chair Plantan opened the public
hearing on the application at 6:49 pm. She reiterated the instructions for the public to be involved
in the meeting. While members of the public were given time to connect to the meeting, she asked
the applicant to address the Commission.
Applicant’s representative, David Holland, UrbanWorks Architecture, 901 North Third Street,
Minneapolis addressed the Commission. He noted that also on the call was Josh Highley from
UrbanWorks and a representative from the ownership group, Julie Rodriguez. He explained that
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the project goal is to make a more accessible leasing office and give it a more modern upgrade.
He stated that it will provide amenity space but also solve some drainage problems in the area. He
stated that he would ask Julie Rodriguez to answer the remaining questions raised earlier by the
Commission.
Commissioner Iverson stated that she feels the new proposed building does not necessarily
complement the existing structure. She asked if that had been taken into consideration while
designing the building.
Mr. Holland, stated that they do not want to replicate the existing structure because it was built in
1965, but hoped to create more of a transition between the medical building and their building. He
stated that part of the strategy is also to refinish the old building with some paint, so the colors will
tie in more once that work also begins. He stated that their hope is that the new building will just
have a slightly different articulation than the accents to give it more of a modern “front door”.
Commissioner Iverson asked if the renderings shown on the drawings were existing or if they
would be planting additional trees.
Mr. Holland stated that the trees depicted on the renderings will be new trees.
Commissioner Iverson stated that she wanted to make sure that the drawings were not just
placeholders but that there would actually be replacement trees, since they are planning to take
down a few trees.
Planner Kieser noted that they are planning to add about 35 inches of trees to the site. He stated
that he has an answer for Commissioner Bashioum’s questions regarding the number of units and
explained that there are 107 units between the two buildings.
Commissioner Parkhill stated that for 3% of the building, the applicants are going through a rather
long process to go through the design review and asked what is so important about being able to
use the poly ash materials. He asked if that material came in other colors.
Mr. Holland stated that it is a paintable product and is a much more durable and more stable
product than fiber cement which is one of the allowed materials. He stated that it will perform a
lot better and, as Planner Kieser alluded to, the City may want to consider altering the design
standards to allow this material in the future.
Commissioner Bashioum reiterated her question about how many apartments have been
refurbished and asked what the timeframe will be for the remaining units to be updated.
Applicant’s representative, Julie Rodriguez, stated that currently there have been 5 units that have
been renovated and those were completed based on vacancy. She further noted that these units
have now been re-rented. She stated that their plan is to continue with that process along with the
renovation and structure of the building.
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Commissioner Bashioum asked about the timeframe for the renovation of the anticipated
completion date for the rest of the apartments.
Ms. Rodriguez stated that because the turnover in this building is not particularly high, they
anticipate that it will take them about 18 months or more to turn over all the units. She stated that
the current leasing office space will be turned back into a one-bedroom apartment.
Commissioner Bashioum asked about the refurbishing of the apartment complex, and asked if that
was a similar timeframe as for the individual units.
Ms. Rodriguez stated that will be done within a 12-month period. She noted that they have already
replaced all of the roofs and replaced a front concrete stoop to make it ADA accessible. She stated
that they have also completed some drainage work in the rear of the building.
Commissioner Douglas thanked the applicants for upgrading this building because there is a great
need for affordable or moderately priced rentals in the City.
Director Goellner stated there were no people that called in to the meeting that have asked to speak
at the public hearing.
There being no member of the public wishing to comment on the application, Chair Plantan closed
the public hearing at 7:01 pm.
Chair Plantan asked for the Commission to share their questions and feedback on the application.
There being no commissioner wishing to speak, Chair Plantan expressed her appreciation to the
applicant for the improvements they are planning to the complex. She stated that she would like
to see someplace to sit outside and additional trees planted if possible in connection with the
project.
There being no further discussion among the Commission, Chair Plantan asked for a motion on
the application.
Commissioner Douglas made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Merriam, to direct staff to
prepare a draft Planning Commission Report and Recommendation with appropriate findings
reflecting a recommendation of approval for the project design and design deviation of window
trim material for the Wayzata Woods amenity building at 230 and 240 Central Avenue North, for
review and adoption at the next Planning Commission meeting.
Director Goellner completed a roll call vote on the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
b) Consider Development Application for a Comprehensive Plan Amendment,
Rezoning, Multiple Variances, and a Conditional Use Permit/Shoreland Impact
Plan at 200 Lake Street East
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Staff Report
September 21, 2020
Project Name:

Wayzata Woods

Addresses of Request:

230 & 240 Central Ave N

Prepared by:

Nick Kieser, Assistant Planner

“60 Day” Deadline:

November 9, 2020

Development Application
Introduction
The owner, Wayzata Woods Apartments LLC, has submitted a development application
for design approval of a new one-story accessory structure at 230 & 240 Central Ave N,
Wayzata Woods apartment complex. The proposed structure is 1,763 square feet and
would be used as a leasing office and fitness area for the Wayzata Woods apartment
complex. This project would also incorporate a re-configuration of the parking stalls and
stormwater improvements on the site.
Application Requests
As part of the submitted development application, the applicant is requesting approval of
the following item:
•

Design Review – Design Standards apply to multi-family residential properties if
constructing a new building (§ 909.04.B)

Property Information
The property identification number and owner of the property are as follows:
Address
230 & 240 Central Ave N

PID
05-117-22-23-0004

Owner
Wayzata Woods Apartments LLC
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The current zoning and comprehensive plan land use designation for the property are as
follows:
Zoning

2040 Comp Plan Designation

Overlay Districts

R-5 Average Density
Multiple Residential District

High Density Residential

Bluff Design District

Project Location
Maps 1 and 2: Project Location

Source: Hennepin County
Adjacent Land Uses
The following table outlines the uses, zoning, and Comprehensive Plan land use
designations for adjacent properties:
Direction

Adjacent Use

Zoning

2040 Comp Plan Designation

West

Medical

PUD

North

Medical

PUD

East

Open Space

Institutional

Parks

South

Shopping Center

C-2 Shopping Center
Business District

Mixed Use
Commercial/Residential

Mixed Use
Commercial/Residential
Mixed Use Commercial/
Residential
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This property is accessed from Central Ave North, but it is located behind the Park Nicollet
Center. The entrance is just south of the intersection of Central Ave N and Highway 12.
Public Hearing Notice
The public hearing notice was published in the Sun Sailor on September 11, 2020. The
public hearing notice was also mailed to all property owners located within 350 feet of the
subject property on September 10, 2020.
Analysis of Application
City staff has reviewed the pertinent information and City Code requirements for the
development application, and provides the following analysis and information:
Current Apartment Complex
The 107-unit Wayzata Woods apartment complex was built in 1965 and sold in 2018.The
new owner is in the process of making improvements to the structure and site. New roofs
have been constructed on the existing buildings and the rear area of the site has been
improved for water ponding issues. Improvements have also been made to the existing
apartment units and plans are in place for future improvements as stated in the provided
narrative. The new proposed structure will add extra amenities for the tenants of Wayzata
Woods.
Previous Application
In April 2019, the owner proposed to add 17 additional units to the site. The addition of
units exceeded the maximum density permitted for the property, created parking issues,
and introduced issues related to impervious surface and stormwater management. The
application was tabled by the Planning Commission and withdrawn by the applicant after
several months of discussion with staff.
Project Summary
This proposed project includes a new 1,763 sq. ft. amenity building that includes the uses
listed below. Stormwater improvements would be constructed with this project along with
a reconfiguration of the open space and parking spaces on the site.
New Structure Square Footage Breakdown
Use
Area (sq. ft.)
Office
550
Fitness
977
Utility Room
67
Restroom
51
Lobby
118
Total
1,763
The proposed one-story structure would be used only by the tenants of Wayzata Woods.
It would include a small leasing office for the apartment complex as well. The main exterior
materials would include stucco, wood lap siding, and glass. There would be significant
landscaping completed around the new structure as seen in the renderings provided. At
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the entrance to the building there would be a small sign and planter boxes. The new
building would connect to the apartment complex and parking areas by an existing
sidewalk.
Stormwater Management
The current site has a legal non-conforming impervious surface coverage of 37.8%. This
site was constructed in 1965. At that time, the R-5 Zoning District limit of 35% was not in
place. This new project would maintain the 37.8% impervious surface coverage and
include additional stormwater improvements.
At the north end of the site, an infiltration pond would be constructed to help mitigate and
filtrate the amount of stormwater runoff on the site. A rate control pond would be
constructed on the northwest area of the site to control stormwater runoff on the site.
Parking/Open Space Reconfiguration
The amount of parking is also a legal nonconforming component as the Zoning Code now
states that two parking stalls are required for every multi-family dwelling unit. The number
of parking stalls, 154, will be maintained with this project and no new dwelling units will
be created.
There is additional open space created with this project on the southern open space inlet.
The southern parking lot overall impervious surface area would decrease and open space
created in that extra area. The new parking lot configuration will be similar to the northern
parking lot configuration where the new structure will be located.
Landscaping/Tree Removal
This owner is able to remove 10% of the tree inches on the site without any mitigation.
The plans show five trees to be removed, two of which are significant. No heritage trees
are proposed to be removed. The plans show removal of 38.5 inches of trees and
replacement of 35 inches of trees. This removal is significantly less than 10% of allowed
removal. A majority of the trees will be planted near the northern stormwater pond and
near the proposed structure.
Lighting
No lighting on the site will change besides adding two small light fixtures at the entrance
of the proposed building.
Design Deviation
The project is subject to the Design Standards for the Bluff Design District. A complete
Design Review of the proposal is included as an attachment. The following item does not
comply with the City’s Design Standards. The applicant is requesting approval for one
deviation from the Design Standards:
•

§ 909.14.G – Accent Materials – All Districts: Only the following materials may be
used for lintels, sills, cornices, bases, and decorative accent trims, and must

Page 134 of 230

Wayzata Ave Medical
Page 5 of 8
be no more than 10 percent (10%) of the non-glass surfaces of each elevation
of the exterior building façade:
1. Stone
2. Cast stone
3. Copper (untreated)
4. Rock faced stone
5. Aluminum or painted steel structural shapes
6. Fiber cement board
7. Premium grade wood trim with mitered outside corners. Examples
of premium grade wood are cedar, redwood, and fir.
8. EIFS
The applicant proposes to use a poly-ash material for the accent trim around the
windows. The applicant states that is material is similar to fiber cement board. This
material would comprise 3.0-3.7% of the exterior façade of the entire building. A sample
of this material is available at Wayzata City Hall for review. The Planning Commission
should review this proposed material to determine whether the approval of this deviation
is in accordance with the Design Deviation criteria. The applicant stated that this
material is more durable and moisture resistant than what they would use on the
approved materials list.
Primary Questions to Consider:
1. Would the proposed design with the requested deviation advance specific
policies and provisions of the City’s Comprehensive Plan?
2. Would the proposed deviation have a positive effect on the area in which the
project is proposed?
3. Does allowing the deviation alleviate an undue burden, taking into account
current leasing, housing, and commercial conditions?
Action Steps
After considering the items outlined in this report and the public hearing held at the
meeting, the Planning Commission should direct staff to prepare a 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
• Plans submitted on September 5, 2020 by Urbanworks
• Design Review, 230 & 240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
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Applicable Code Provisions for Review
Design Standards City Code § 901.09:
A. The design standards set forth in Section 9 of the Wayzata City Zoning Ordinance
are referred to collectively as the “Design Standards” or the “Standards”. The
purpose of the Design Standards is to shape the City’s physical form and to
promote the quality, character and compatibility of new development in the City.
The Standards function to:
1. To guide the expansion and renovation of existing structures and the
construction of new buildings and parking, within the commercial districts of
the City;
2. To assist the City in reviewing development proposals;
3. To improve the City’s public spaces including its streets, sidewalks,
walkways, streetscape, and landscape treatments.
B. The Standards address issues that are critical to preserving and enhancing
Wayzata’s character, as described in the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
Deviations from the Design Standards – All Districts § 909.29:
A. With the exception of § 909.10 of the Design Standards, a deviation from any
section of the Design Standards 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, 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.
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7. The project is the remodeling of an existing building which largely otherwise
conforms to the Design Standards.
2030 Comprehensive Plan:
The Comprehensive Plan land use designation for the subject property is Mixed Use
Commercial. The objective of the Mixed Use Commercial land use category is to maintain
and enhance these areas for primarily general retail and other commercial uses, while
allowing the integration of a residential component. The Comprehensive Plan includes
the follow “1st Tier” priorities for the Mixed Use Commercial and Mixed Use Residential
land use categories:
1. Allow for a broad range commercial and residential uses that provide daily
goods and services, as well as a variety of housing opportunities.
2. Increase the walkability of eastern Wayzata Blvd. where possible, through
improvements in the public and private realm.
3. Plan development of parking so that it is not a focal point, but rather
placed behind buildings with appropriate buffers and landscaping.
4. Give particular attention in commercial and services areas to building design
and scale, street trees, and extensive use of landscaping to minimize the
effects of buildings, parking areas and driveways.
5. Consolidate access to streets wherever possible.
6. Develop and enforce ordinances to eliminate the visual pollution created by
signs and "franchise" architecture.
7. Adequately screen or buffer all service and commercial uses from any
adjacent residential neighborhoods.
8. Create safe and convenient pedestrian movement within all service and
commercial districts.
9. Strictly regulate and enforce outdoor commercial storage and environmental
quality maintenance.
10. Enact and enforce a commercial maintenance code to help ensure that
commercial development continues to maintain community character.
11. Identify ecological and water quality impacts on the lake and other water
bodies caused by proposed land use developments, for example
stormwater runoff, and work to mitigate these impacts.
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909.02 - City Character:
A.

One of the primary goals of the City's Comprehensive Plan is to "preserve and
enhance Wayzata's lakeside small town character." Continuing reference is made
in the Comprehensive Plan to the value of Wayzata's unique "small town"
character, unlike the suburban qualities of other communities. The Standards seek
to preserve the high quality "small town" environment while accommodating the
inevitability of change. This character is to be preserved and enhanced by:
1. Attention to the scale, walkability, land use patterns, street and
boulevard character of the City.
2. Reinforcing and enhancing residential neighborhoods.
3. Promoting a vibrant and healthy business climate, including a strong
downtown as key to the economic and social base of the community,
and other primary retail/commercial areas.
4. Shaping the physical environment of the City to allow for the development
of cultural and social activities that provide the opportunity for social
engagement.
5. Promoting community heritage by preserving and redeveloping historic or
significant property to the City's small town roots.
6. Maintaining and enhancing the diversity of housing options and addressing
the need and opportunities for life cycle housing.
7. Promoting a more connected community through building physical and
psychological connections between all residential neighborhoods, business
areas, and links to other recreational amenities.
8. Protecting and preserving significant natural resource areas, and promoting
access to community parks and open space resources.
9. Strengthening and reinforcing community gateways, and providing
announcement and a sense of place to areas of the community at key
entry points through architectural, landscape and urban design
elements.
10. Promoting sustainability in development.

B.

The Standards encourage buildings that are well crafted and well detailed,
and that express Wayzata's heritage, location, topography, and scale. The
Standards address issues of building height and views of rooftops from above as
well as from below.
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Assistant Planner
City of Wayzata
600 Rice St. E
Wayzata, MN 55391

UrbanWorks Architecture LLC
901 North Third Street Suite 145
Minneapolis, MN 55401
612.455.3100

CC
Julie Rodriguez, Sage Apartment Communities
Michael Henry, Sage Apartment Communities

September 9, 2020
Wayzata Woods
19-0005

RE: WAYZATA WOODS – AMENITY BUILDING DESIGN REVIEW
The purpose of this request is to describe the proposed building for design review. The project is located at 240 Central
Ave. N in Wayzata, also known as Wayzata Woods. The existing parcel is 5.06 acres, and contains 107 dwelling units.
The parcel is accessed through a shared easement drive through the adjacent parcel, currently owned by Park Nicollet,
and has no property lines abutting the public right-of-way. The current configuration of the site creates challenges for site
visibility. Further, the existing buildings were constructed in 1965 and did not include space for tenant amenities or an
office. Those spaces are currently in former units, and do not offer much space or flexibility to accommodate updates.
The proposal is to construct a single-story, 1800sf leasing office and amenity building. The former leasing office and
fitness center would move to the new building to provide an updated amenity space, and an accessible and centrally
located leasing office. The proposal includes adjustments to the parking lot layout, and the construction of a rain garden
in the northwest corner of the site. The total site impervious area will remain at 1.91 acres. The new amenity space will
allow the property to better adapt to the market and provide tenants with contemporary facilities.
The project would be constructed concurrently with ongoing renovations to the existing buildings and site. The existing
buildings have received roof replacements, and a portion of the back area of the site has been reworked to alleviate an
existing water ponding issue. In addition, five units have received finish updates, and a test unit has been fitted with an
updated A/C system in preparation for updates property-wide. The owner is also exploring options for an upgrade to the
boiler system, and exterior upgrades to the existing buildings to compliment the proposed amenity building.
The amenity building is designed to meet the Wayzata Boulevard design district standards, with one material deviation;
the windows feature an integral poly-ash window shroud. We propose poly-ash trim as an alternative to the existing trim
materials listed in the design standards. Composed of fly-ash, a waste product recovered from coal combustion, polyash trim is a similar product to fiber cement, but is moisture resistant and more durable. Because of its composition, the
trim can be used as an integral window shroud, where the dimensional fluctuation of wood and the fragility of fiber
cement rule out their use in this capacity. Samples of each material will be provided for your review.
Please find our design documents attached with this memo. Samples of each material in the proposed design will be
provided for your review.
END OF MEMO

H:\19\19-0005\04 - Regulatory Agencies\4.1 Planning and Zoning\4.1.2 Land Use Application\200831 Application Resub\Individual Files\200909 Memo.docx Page 1 of
1
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Bearings are based on the Hennepin County
Coordinate System (NAD 83 - 1986 adj.)
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DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY SURVEYED
(per. L.W.D Doc. No. A10595487)

A title opinion was not furnished to the surveyor as part of this survey. Only easements per the recorded plat are
shown unless otherwise denoted hereon.

Site Address: 230 & 240 Central Ave. N, Wayzata, MN 55391

STANDARD NOTES

Parcel Area Information:

BY

10/16/2019

DATE

REVISION
NORTH CULVERT LOCATED

LOT 17

Fence ties are shown on the
side of the boundary line that
the fence is located on.

The proposed driveway shown is conceptual only and does not purport to show exactly how the driveway shall be
built.

All set offset irons are measured to hundredths of a foot and can be used as benchmarks for construction.
9)

Verify sanitary service invert prior to any concrete work.

Proposed grades shown adjacent to building foundation refers to top of black dirt.

Grading must maintain a minimum 2% slope gradient to accommodate positive drainage.

10)

Dated this 23rd day of September, 2019.
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150 SOUTH BROADWAY
WAYZATA, MN. 55391
(952) 476-6000

SATHRE
BERGQUIST
INC.

I hereby certify that this survey, plan or report 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.

N

N

________________________________________________________
Jared J. Averbeck, PLS
Minnesota License No. 53642
javerbeck@sathre.com

G

WAYZATA,
MINNESOTA

TWP:117-RGE.22-SEC.05
Hennepin County

11)

7)

Fence
Line

8)

Boundary
Line

Lot 17, "Dean's Park Outlots to Wayzata", according to the recorded plat thereof, together with the easements contained
in the Easement Agreement dated May 25, 1994, filed of record June 13, 1994, as Document No. 6298957 by HSM
Associates, Inc., grantor, and Wayzata Woods Apartments, a Minnesota general partnership, grantee.

2)

1)

Benchmark: Elevations are based on City of Wayzata Benchmark - Top Nut Hydrant 170 feet west of NW
corner of 230 Central Ave N. Building = 951.63 feet.

Gross Area: 219,968 s.f. ~ 5.05 acres

4)

3)

Front: 20 feet; Side: 10 feet; Rear: 20 feet
Height: 35 feet or 3 stories
Hardcover: 30 percent of lot area

5)

Principal Structure Setbacks -

Front: 20 feet; Side: 5 feet; Rear: 5 feet

Zoning Information: The current Zoning for the subject property is R-5 (Average Density Multiple Residential
District) per the City of Wayzata's zoning map dated 8/24/2019. The setback, height, and floor space area
restrictions for said zoning designation were obtained from the city of Wayzata found on their web site on the date
of 8/29/2019 and are as follows:

Accessory Structure Setbacks -

Please note that the general restrictions for the subject property may have been amended through a city process.
We could be unaware of such amendments if they are not in a recorded document provided to us. We recommend
that a zoning letter be obtained from the Zoning Administrator for the current restrictions for this site. All setback
information and hardcover data for planning and design must be verified by designers, architect or the likes.

JJA

6)

1

NO.

USE (INCLUDING COPYING, DISTRIBUTION, AND/OR
CONVEYANCE OF INFORMATION) OF THIS PRODUCT IS
STRICTLY PROHIBITED WITHOUT SATHRE-BERGQUIST, INC.'s
EXPRESS WRITTEN AUTHORIZATION. USE WITHOUT SAID
AUTHORIZATION CONSTITUTES AN ILLEGITIMATE USE AND
SHALL THEREBY INDEMNIFY SATHRE-BERGQUIST, INC. OF
ALL RESPONSIBILITY. SATHRE-BERGQUIST, INC. RESERVES
THE RIGHT TO HOLD ANY ILLEGITIMATE USER OR PARTY
LEGALLY RESPONSIBLE FOR DAMAGES OR LOSSES
RESULTING FROM ILLEGITIMATE USE.

Utilities: We have shown the location of utilities to the best of our ability based on observed evidence together
with evidence from the following sources: plans obtained from utility companies, plans provided by client,
markings by utility companies and other appropriate sources. We have used this information to develop a view of
the underground utilities for this site. However, lacking excavation, the exact location of underground features
cannot be accurately, completely and reliably depicted. Where additional or more detailed information is
required, the client is advised that excavation may be necessary. Also, please note that Seasonal conditions may
inhibit our ability to visibly observe all the utilities located on the subject property. A Gopher State One Call was
submitted for this survey. Please reference Ticket No. 192553094 for a list of utility operators in this area.

JJA
DRAWN

FIELD CREW

JJA

DATE

JJA

CHECKED

08/29/2019
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JOB NUMBER: 19132

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

SIGNED
DATE
LICENSE #

KEITH MATTE
10/25/2019
46674

PRELIMINARY CITY SUBMITTAL
06/30/2020

REVISIONS

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

10/25/2019
19450
PS
WH
KAM

GRADING,
DRAINAGE, AND
EROSION
CONTROL PLAN

C200
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SEVILLE DRIVE
WAYZATA, MN 55391

WAYZATA WOODS
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CONSULTANT
6120 Earle Brown Drive, Suite 700
Minneapolis, MN 55429-2518
Phone: (763) 843-0420
Fax: (763) 843-0421
www.bkbm.com
JOB NUMBER: 19132

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

SIGNED
DATE
LICENSE #

KEITH MATTE
10/25/2019
46674

PRELIMINARY CITY SUBMITTAL
06/30/2020

REVISIONS

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

10/25/2019
19450
PS
WH
KAM

UTILITY PLAN
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SEVILLE DRIVE
WAYZATA, MN 55391

WAYZATA WOODS
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CONSULTANT
6120 Earle Brown Drive, Suite 700
Minneapolis, MN 55429-2518
Phone: (763) 843-0420
Fax: (763) 843-0421
www.bkbm.com
JOB NUMBER: 19132

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

SIGNED
DATE
LICENSE #

KEITH MATTE
10/25/2019
46674

PRELIMINARY CITY SUBMITTAL
06/30/2020

REVISIONS

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

10/25/2019
19450
PS
WH
KAM

PAVING AND
GEOMETRIC PLAN

C400
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CONSULTANT
6120 Earle Brown Drive, Suite 700
Minneapolis, MN 55429-2518
Phone: (763) 843-0420
Fax: (763) 843-0421
www.bkbm.com
JOB NUMBER: 19132

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

SIGNED
DATE
LICENSE #

KEITH MATTE
10/25/2019
46674

PRELIMINARY CITY SUBMITTAL
06/30/2020

REVISIONS

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

10/25/2019
19450
PS
WH
KAM

CIVIL DETAILS
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SEVILLE DRIVE
WAYZATA, MN 55391

WAYZATA WOODS
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CONSULTANT
6120 Earle Brown Drive, Suite 700
Minneapolis, MN 55429-2518
Phone: (763) 843-0420
Fax: (763) 843-0421
www.bkbm.com
JOB NUMBER: 19132

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

SIGNED
DATE
LICENSE #

KEITH MATTE
10/25/2019
46674

PRELIMINARY CITY SUBMITTAL
06/30/2020

REVISIONS

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

10/25/2019
19450
PS
WH
KAM

CIVIL DETAILS
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WAYZATA WOODS

2

3
2

3

SEVILLE DRIVE
WAYZATA, MN 55391

1

4

CONSULTANT
6120 Earle Brown Drive, Suite 700
Minneapolis, MN 55429-2518
Phone: (763) 843-0420
Fax: (763) 843-0421
www.bkbm.com
JOB NUMBER: 19132

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

SIGNED
DATE
LICENSE #

KEITH MATTE
10/25/2019
46674

PRELIMINARY CITY SUBMITTAL
06/30/2020

REVISIONS

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

10/25/2019
19450
PS
WH
KAM

STORM WATER
POLLUTION
PREVENTION PLAN

C600
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CONTRACTOR SHALL INSPECT THE SITE AND BECOME FAMILIAR
WITH EXISTING CONDITIONS RELATING TO THE NATURE AND SCOPE
OF WORK.

2.

CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY PLAN LAYOUT AND BRING TO THE
ATTENTION OF THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT DISCREPANCIES WHICH
MAY COMPROMISE THE DESIGN OR INTENT OF THE LAYOUT.

3.

CONTRACTOR SHALL ASSURE COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE
CODES AND REGULATIONS GOVERNING THE WORK AND MATERIALS
SUPPLIED.

4.

CONTRACTOR SHALL PROTECT EXISTING ROADS, CURBS/GUTTERS,
TRAILS, TREES, LAWNS AND SITE ELEMENTS DURING
CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS. DAMAGE TO SAME SHALL BE
REPAIRED AT NO ADDITIONAL COST TO THE OWNER.

5.

CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALIGNMENT AND LOCATION OF
UNDERGROUND AND ABOVE GRADE UTILITIES AND PROVIDE THE
NECESSARY PROTECTION FOR SAME BEFORE CONSTRUCTION
BEGINS (MINIMUM 10' CLEARANCE).

6.

CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE THE PHASES OF CONSTRUCTION
AND PLANTING INSTALLATION WITH OTHER CONTRACTORS
WORKING ON SITE.

7.

UNDERGROUND UTILITIES SHALL BE INSTALLED SO THAT TRENCHES
DO NOT CUT THROUGH ROOT SYSTEMS OF EXISTING TREES TO
REMAIN.

8.

EXISTING CONTOURS, TRAILS, VEGETATION, CURB/GUTTER AND
OTHER ELEMENTS ARE BASED UPON INFORMATION SUPPLIED TO
THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT BY OTHERS. CONTRACTOR SHALL
VERIFY DISCREPANCIES PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION AND NOTIFY
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT OF SAME.

9.

HORIZONTAL AND VERTICAL ALIGNMENT OF PROPOSED WALKS,
TRAILS OR ROADWAYS ARE SUBJECT TO FIELD ADJUSTMENT
REQUIRED TO CONFORM TO LOCALIZED TOPOGRAPHIC CONDITIONS
AND TO MINIMIZE TREE REMOVAL AND GRADING. CHANGES IN
ALIGNMENT AND GRADES MUST BE APPROVED BY THE LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECT PRIOR TO IMPLEMENTATION.

10. CONTRACTOR SHALL REVIEW THE SITE FOR DEFICIENCIES IN SITE
CONDITIONS WHICH MIGHT NEGATIVELY AFFECT PLANT
ESTABLISHMENT, SURVIVAL OR WARRANTY. UNDESIRABLE SITE
CONDITIONS SHALL BE BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF WORK.
11. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ONGOING MAINTENANCE OF
NEWLY INSTALLED MATERIALS UNTIL TIME OF SUBSTANTIAL
COMPLETION. REPAIR OF ACTS OF VANDALISM OR DAMAGE WHICH
MAY OCCUR PRIOR TO SUBSTANTIAL COMPLETION SHALL BE THE
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE LANDSCAPE CONTRACTOR.

13. EXISTING TREES TO REMAIN, UPON DIRECTION OF LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECT, SHALL BE FERTILIZED AND PRUNED TO REMOVE DEAD
WOOD, DAMAGED AND RUBBING BRANCHES.
14. CONTRACTOR SHALL PREPARE AND SUBMIT A WRITTEN REQUEST
FOR THE SUBSTANTIAL COMPLETION INSPECTION OF LANDSCAPE
AND SITE IMPROVEMENTS PRIOR TO SUBMITTING FINAL PAY
REQUEST.

2.

WHERE SOD ABUTS PAVED SURFACES, FINISHED GRADE
OF SOD/SEED SHALL BE HELD 1" BELOW SURFACE
ELEVATION OF TRAIL, SLAB, CURB, ETC.

11. FERTILIZE PLANT MATERIAL UPON INSTALLATION WITH DRIED BONE
MEAL AND OTHER APPROVED FERTILIZER MIXED IN WITH THE
PLANTING SOIL (PER THE MANUFACTURER'S INSTRUCTIONS) OR
TREAT FOR SUMMER AND FALL INSTALLATION WITH AN APPLICATION
OF GRANULAR 10-0-5 OF 12 OZ. PER 2.5" CALIPER TREE AND 6 OZ.
PER SHRUB WITH AN ADDITIONAL APPLICATION OF 10-0-10 THE
FOLLOWING SPRING IN THE TREE SAUCER.

3.

SOD SHALL BE LAID PARALLEL TO THE CONTOURS AND SHALL HAVE
STAGGERED JOINTS. ON SLOPES STEEPER THAN 3:1 OR IN
DRAINAGE SWALES, SOD SHALL BE STAKED SECURELY.

4.

UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE, THE APPROPRIATE DATES FOR SPRING
SEED & SOD PLACEMENT IS FROM THE TIME
GROUND HAS
THAWED TO JUNE 15.

5.

FALL SODDING IS ACCEPTABLE FROM AUGUST 15 TO
NOVEMBER 1. FALL SEEDING IS ACCEPTABLE FROM AUGUST 15 TO
SEPTEMBER 15. ADJUSTMENTS TO SOD/SEED PLANTING DATES
MUST BE APPROVED IN WRITING BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT.

12. INSTALL 18" DEPTH OF PLANTING SOIL IN AREAS RECEIVING GROUND
COVER, PERENNIALS, AND ANNUALS. PLANTING SOIL SHALL
CONSIST OF MnDOT 3877-B MODIFIED TO CONTAIN A MAXIMUM OF
30% SAND, A PH OF 7.1 MAX, OR AS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED IN THE
PROJECT SPECIFICATIONS MANUAL.

15. CONTRACTOR SHALL PREPARE AND SUBMIT REPRODUCIBLE
AS-BUILT DRAWING(S) OF LANDSCAPE INSTALLATION, IRRIGATION
AND SITE IMPROVEMENTS UPON COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION
INSTALLATION AND PRIOR TO SUBSTANTIAL COMPLETION.
16. SYMBOLS ON PLAN DRAWING TAKE PRECEDENCE OVER SCHEDULES
IF DISCREPANCIES IN QUANTITIES EXIST. SPECIFICATIONS AND
DETAILS TAKE PRECEDENCE OVER NOTES.

13. TREE WRAPPING MATERIAL SHALL BE TWO-WALLED PLASTIC
SHEETING APPLIED FROM TRUNK FLARE TO FIRST BRANCH. WRAP
SMOOTH-BARKED DECIDUOUS TREES PLANTED IN THE FALL PRIOR
TO DECEMBER 1 AND REMOVE WRAPPING AFTER MAY 1.

1.

SPRING PLANT MATERIAL INSTALLATION IS FROM APRIL 15 TO JUNE
15.

14. APPLY PRE-EMERGENT HERBICIDE (PREEN OR APPROVED EQUAL) IN
ANNUAL, PERENNIAL, AND SHRUB BEDS FOLLOWED BY SHREDDED
HARDWOOD MULCH. REFER TO SPECIFICATIONS FOR ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION REGARDING USE OF HERBICIDES.
1.

INSTALL 4" DEEP SHREDDED HARDWOOD MULCH] RINGS AT
CONIFEROUS & DECIDUOUS TREES WITH NO MULCH IN DIRECT
CONTACT WITH TREE TRUNK.

2.

INSTALL 3" DEEP SHREDDED HARDWOOD MULCH] RINGS AT SHRUB
PLANTING AREAS WITH NO MULCH IN DIRECT CONTACT WITH
SHRUB STEMS.
INSTALL 3" DEEP FINELY SHREDDED MULCH IN PERENNIAL PLANTING
BEDS. REMOVE ALL MULCH FROM STEMS OF PERENNIALS - PLANT
STEMS SHOULD NOT BE IN DIRECT CONTACT WITH MULCH.

PLANTING

MULCHING

2.

FALL CONIFEROUS PLANTING IS ACCEPTABLE FROM AUGUST 21 TO
SEPTEMBER 30.

3.

FALL DECIDUOUS PLANTING IS ACCEPTABLE FROM AUGUST 15 UNTIL
NOVEMBER 15.

4.

ADJUSTMENTS TO PLANTING DATES MUST BE APPROVED IN WRITING
BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT.

5.

STAKE PROPOSED PLANTING LOCATIONS PER PLAN FOR REVIEW
AND APPROVAL BY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT PRIOR TO INSTALL.

3.

6.

PLANT MATERIAL SHALL COMPLY WITH THE CURRENT EDITION OF
THE AMERICAN STANDARD FOR NURSERY STOCK, ANSI Z60.1.
UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE, DECIDUOUS SHRUBS SHALL HAVE AT
LEAST 5 CANES AT THE SPECIFIED HEIGHT. ORNAMENTAL TREES
SHALL HAVE NO 'V' CROTCHES AND SHALL BEGIN BRANCHING NO
LOWER THAN 3' FEET ABOVE THE ROOT BALL. STREET AND
BOULEVARD TREES SHALL BEGIN BRANCHING NO LOWER THAN 6'
ABOVE PAVED SURFACE.

1.

PLANTED MATERIALS SHALL BE WATERED BY TEMPORARY MEANS
UNTIL PLANTS ARE ESTABLISHED.

2.

7.

INSTALL PLANT MATERIAL AFTER FINAL GRADING AND
CONSTRUCTION HAS BEEN COMPLETED IN THE IMMEDIATE AREA.

TEMPORARY WATERING MEANS, METHODS, AND SCHEDULING SHALL
BE THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBILITY. REMOVE TEMPORARY
WATERING EQUIPMENT UPON PLANT ESTABLISHMENT.

WARRANTY

8.

INSTALL PLANT MATERIALS PER PLANTING DETAILS.

9.

SUBSTITUTION REQUESTS FOR PLANT MATERIAL TYPE & SIZE SHALL
BE SUBMITTED TO THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT FOR
CONSIDERATION PRIOR TO BIDDING. SUBSTITUTIONS AFTER
BIDDING MUST BE APPROVED BY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT AND ARE
SUBJECT TO CONTRACT ADJUSTMENTS.

IRRIGATION NOTES
1.

CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PROVIDING AN
IRRIGATION LAYOUT PLAN AND SPECIFICATION THAT MEETS THE
REQUIREMENTS OF THE PROVIDED PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION
AS PART OF THE SCOPE OF WORK. SUBMIT LAYOUT PLAN AND
SPECIFICATIONS FOR APPROVAL BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT
PRIOR TO ORDER AND/OR CONSTRUCTION. IT SHALL BE THE
CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBILITY TO ENSURE THAT SODDED/SEEDED
AND PLANTED AREAS ARE IRRIGATED PROPERLY, INCLUDING THOSE
AREAS DIRECTLY AROUND AND ABUTTING BUILDING FOUNDATION.

2.

CONTRACTOR SHALL FIELD VERIFY WATER SUPPLY, VOLUME,
PRESSURE AND LOCATION FOR SYSTEM TAP PRIOR TO SYSTEM
DESIGN.

3.

CONTRACTOR SHALL CONFIRM COMPLETE LIMITS OF IRRIGATION
WITH LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT PRIOR TO SUPPLYING SHOP
DRAWINGS.

4.

CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT FOR
INSPECTION AND APPROVAL OF AREAS RECEIVING DRIP
IRRIGATION PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF MULCH.

5.

CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE THE OWNER AND LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECT WITH AS-BUILT DRAWINGS, DETAILED SYSTEM
OPERATION INSTRUCTIONS AND AN IRRIGATION SCHEDULE
APPROPRIATE TO THE PROJECT SITE CONDITIONS AND PLANTED
MATERIAL GROWTH REQUIREMENTS.

6.

IRRIGATION SYSTEM SHALL BE DESIGNED SO THAT NO WATER
DIRECTED TOWARDS OR IS IN CONTACT WITH VERTICAL HARDSCAPE
AND/OR STRUCTURES.

WATERING

1.

240 CENTRAL AVE N. WAYZATA, MN

1.

10. ADJUSTMENTS IN LOCATION OF PROPOSED PLANT MATERIALS MAY
BE NEEDED IN FIELD. LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT MUST BE NOTIFIED
PRIOR TO ADJUSTMENT OF PLANTS.

© URBANWORKS ARCHITECTURE LLC, 2017
901 NORTH THIRD STREET, SUITE 145, MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55401

SHALL BE PROTECTED AND SAVED UNLESS NOTED TO BE REMOVED
OR ARE LOCATED IN AN AREA TO BE GRADED. QUESTIONS
REGARDING EXISTING PLANT MATERIAL SHALL BE BROUGHT TO THE
ATTENTION OF THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT PRIOR TO REMOVAL.

SITE PREPARATION NOTES

WAYZATA WOODS
AMENITY BUILDING

SITE AND LANDSCAPE NOTES

WARRANTY NEW PLANT MATERIAL THROUGH [ONE] CALENDAR YEAR
FROM THE DATE OF SUBSTANTIAL COMPLETION. NO PARTIAL
ACCEPTANCE WILL BE CONSIDERED.

TURF NOTES
1.

12. EXISTING TREES OR SIGNIFICANT SHRUB MASSINGS FOUND ON SITE

SOD AREAS DISTURBED DUE TO GRADING UNLESS NOTED
OTHERWISE.

CONSULTANT

OVERALL PLANT SCHEDULE
TREES

CODE

QTY

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME

SIZE

CONT.

NOTES

AC-U

5

ACER RUBRUM `FRANKSRED` TM / RED SUNSET RED MAPLE

2.5" CAL.

B&B

TRUNK FREE OF BRANCHES 6`-7` FROM BASE

BE-N

3

BETULA NIGRA / RIVER BIRCH MULTI-TRUNK

2.5" CAL.

B&B

NATURAL FORM, SINGLE LEADER

QU-B

4

QUERCUS BICOLOR / SWAMP WHITE OAK

2.5" CAL.

B&B

NATURAL FORM, SINGLE LEADER

CODE

QTY

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME

SIZE

CONT.

NOTES

AB-F

2

ABIES FRASERI / FRASER FIR

6` HT.

B&B

NATURAL, FULL FORM

401 North 2nd Avenue, Suite 410
Minneapolis, MN 55401
p: 612.332.7522

CONIFERS

SHRUBS

CODE

QTY

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME

SIZE

CONT.

NOTES

HY-P

6

HYDRANGEA PANICULATA `LIMELIGHT` / LIMELIGHT HYDRANGEA

#3

CONT.

SPACE 5`-0" O.C.

SL

144

SCHIZACHYRIUM SCOPARIUM / LITTLE BLUESTEM GRASS

#1

CONT.

SPACE 2`-6" O.C.

SO-S

9

SORBARIA SORBIFOLIA `SEM` / SEM ASH LEAF SPIREA

#2

CONT.

SPACE 3`-0" O.C.

CODE

QTY

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME

SIZE

CONT.

NOTES

6,660 SF

RAINGARDEN MIX

SPACE 18" O.C.

PRELIMINARY
NOT FOR
CONSTRUCTION

9.8.2020
DESIGN
REVIEW

REVISIONS

9/17/2019 8:40:25
19-0013
AMdevon.lundy_detached.rvt

SHRUB AREAS

AC

308

ANEMONE CANADENSIS / CANADIAN ANEMONE

#1

CONT

AM

44

ARONIA MELANOCARPA ELATA / GLOSSY BLACK CHOKEBERRY

#5

CONT

SPACE 48" O.C. AT PERIMETER

BK

308

BROMUS KALMII / PRAIRIE BROME

#1

CONT

SPACE 18" O.C.

CB

616

CALAMAGROSTIS CANADENSIS / BLUEJOINT REED GRASS

#1

CONT

SPACE 18" O.C.

CS

616

CAREX PENSYLVANICA / PENNSYLVANIA SEDGE

#1

CONT

SPACE 18" O.C.

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

9/8/2020
19-0005
Design Review
B. Doucette
J. Symynkywicz

REFERENCE NOTES SCHEDULE
AMENITY
SYMBOL
CB2

28

CORNUS SERICEA `BAILADELINE` TM / FIREDANCE DOGWOOD

#5

CONT

SPACE 60" O.C. AT PERIMTER

IV

308

IRIS VERSICOLOR / BLUE FLAG

#1

CONT

SPACE 18" O.C.

RH

308

RUDBECKIA HIRTA / BLACK-EYED SUSAN

#1

CONT

SPACE 18" O.C.

AA

9 SF

ANNUAL PLANTING / BY OWNER

1 GAL

AM-01

GENERAL NOTES
SHEET
AND SCHEDULES

DESCRIPTION

QTY

MATERIAL PROFILE/ASSEMBLY

CONCRETE PLANTER

2

BY OWNER

DESCRIPTION

QTY

MANUFACTURER

PRODUCT/MODEL

COLOR/FINISH

COMMENTS

STEEL EDGING

104 LF

RYERSON

3/16" GALV. STEEL

BLACK

4"X 3/16" WITH 12" STAKES - RYERSON
APPROVED EQUAL

DESCRIPTION

QTY

MANUFACTURER

PRODUCT/MODEL

COLOR/FINISH

COMMENTS

CONCRETE PAVING

710 SF

N/A

CONCRETE

STANDARD GREY, JOINT AS SHOWN

SEE CIVIL FOR PROFILE

NAME

EDGING
SYMBOL
ED-01

PAVING
SYMBOL
P-01

L010
L100

Page 149 of 230

EXISTING TREE TO BE
REMOVED, REFER TO REMOVAL
SCHEDULE

147

© URBANWORKS ARCHITECTURE LLC, 2017
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146

151

OUTLINE OF PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT

154

155

CONSULTANT

PROPERTY LINE

LIMIT OF WORK

PROPERTY LINE

LIMIT OF

WORK

EXISTING TREE TO BE
REMOVED, REFER TO REMOVAL
SCHEDULE

SERVICE DRIVE

240 CENTRAL AVE N. WAYZATA, MN

WAYZATA WOODS
AMENITY BUILDING

240 CENTRAL AVENUE
BUILDING

401 North 2nd Avenue, Suite 410
Minneapolis, MN 55401
p: 612.332.7522

PRELIMINARY
EXISTING TREE TO REMAIN
AND BE PROTECTED DURING
CONSTRUCTION

NOT FOR
CONSTRUCTION

TREE REMOVAL SUMMARY
TOTAL SIGNIFICANT TREES REMOVED: 2 TREES / 38.5 DBH INCHES
TOTAL HERITAGE TREES REMOVED:
0 TREES / 0.0 DBH INCHES
OUTLINE OF PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT

TREE REPLACEMENT SUMMARY
SIGNIFICANT TREE REPLACEMENT:

9.8.2020
DESIGN
REVIEW

34.7 INCHES / 14 - 2 21" CALIPER TREES

(REPLACED AT A RATIO OF ONE (1) CALIPER INCH PER ONE (1) INCH OF DBH REMOVED.
TEN (10%) PERCENT OF EXISTING DBH INCHES CAN BE REMOVED WITHOUT OBLIGATION OF REPLACEMENT)
REVISIONS

* CALCULATIONS BASED ON CITY OF WAYZATA, MN CODE OF ORDINANCES - CHAPTER 936: TREE PRESERVATION,
SECTIONS 936.04 - APPLICABILITY & 936.08 TREE REPLACEMENT.
* CALIPER INCHES THAT ARE NOT ABLE TO REPLACED ON-SITE WILL BE REPLACED IN MONETARY VALUE TO THE
CITY OF WAYZATA.

LIM

IT

O

F

W

O

R

K

* REFER TO L140 - LANDSCAPE PLANTING PLAN FOR SPECIES AND PLACEMENT THROUGHOUT OUT THE SITE.

Species

9/17/2019 8:40:25
19-0013
AMdevon.lundy_detached.rvt

Tree #

DBH

Condition

Stems

Significant

Maple, sugar

22.0

Good

1

Yes

147

Maple, sugar

16.5

Good

1

Yes

No

151

Arborvitae

20.0

Good

3

No

No

154

Arborvitae

19.0

Fair

3

No

No

155

Spruce, blue

16.0

Poor

1

No

No

38.5

TOTAL HERITAGE TREE TREE
REMOVAL: (IN INCHES)

0.0

9/8/2020
19-0005
Design Review
B. Doucette
J. Symynkywicz

Heritage

146

TOTAL SIGNIFICANT TREE
REMOVAL: (IN INCHES)

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

EXISTING TREE TO REMAIN
AND BE PROTECTED
DURING CONSTRUCTION

TREE REMOVAL SCHEDULE
No

TREE REMOVAL
PLAN
230 CENTRAL AVENUE
BUILDING

0

20

SCALE: 1" = 20'

40

60

NORTH

L012
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240 CENTRAL AVENUE
BUILDING

240 CENTRAL AVE N. WAYZATA, MN

WAYZATA WOODS
AMENITY BUILDING

INFILTRATION POND,
SEE CIVIL

© URBANWORKS ARCHITECTURE LLC, 2017
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RETAINING WALL,
TO REMAIN

INFILTRATION POND,
SEE CIVIL

EXPANDED PARKING,
SEE CIVIL

5'-0"

4'-0"

ED-01

ED-01

AMENITY
BUILDING
AM-01
ED-01

LIMITS
OF WORK
LIMIT OF
WORK

CONSULTANT

WORK

PROPERTY LINE

LIMITS OF WORK

LIMITS OF

PROPERTY LINE

SERVICE DRIVE

LIMIT OF

WORK

15'-10"

5'-0"

P-01

6'-4"

401 North 2nd Avenue, Suite 410
Minneapolis, MN 55401
p: 612.332.7522

PARKING,
SEE CIVIL

PRELIMINARY

LIM

IT

O

F

W

O

R

K

NOT FOR
CONSTRUCTION

PARKING,
SEE CIVIL

9.8.2020
DESIGN
REVIEW

EXISTING RETAINING
WALL, TO REMAIN

REVISIONS

230 CENTRAL AVENUE
BUILDING

9/17/2019 8:40:25
19-0013
AMdevon.lundy_detached.rvt

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

OVERALL SITE
PLAN

REFERENCE NOTES SCHEDULE
AMENITY
SYMBOL
AM-01

9/8/2020
19-0005
Design Review
B. Doucette
J. Symynkywicz

DESCRIPTION

QTY

CONCRETE PLANTER

2

MATERIAL PROFILE/ASSEMBLY
BY OWNER

DESCRIPTION

QTY

MANUFACTURER

PRODUCT/MODEL

COLOR/FINISH

STEEL EDGING

104 LF

RYERSON

3/16" GALV. STEEL

BLACK

4"X 3/16" WITH 12" STAKES - RYERSON OR
APPROVED EQUAL

0

DESCRIPTION

QTY

MANUFACTURER

PRODUCT/MODEL

COLOR/FINISH

COMMENTS

CONCRETE PAVING

710 SF

N/A

CONCRETE

STANDARD GREY, JOINT AS SHOWN

SEE CIVIL FOR PROFILE

SCALE: 1" = 30'

EDGING
SYMBOL
ED-01

COMMENTS

30

60

90

PAVING
SYMBOL
P-01

NORTH

L100
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RAINGARDEN MIX (3,450 sf)
1 - QU-B

1 - QU-B
1 - AC-U
3 - BE-N

EXISTING TREE CANOPY

WAYZATA WOODS
AMENITY BUILDING

2 - QU-B

EXISTING TREE CANOPY

240 CENTRAL AVENUE
BUILDING

240 CENTRAL AVE N. WAYZATA, MN

2 - AC-U

© URBANWORKS ARCHITECTURE LLC, 2017
901 NORTH THIRD STREET, SUITE 145, MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55401

2 - AB-F

EXISTING TREE
TO REMAIN

RAINGARDEN MIX (3,210 sf)

2 - AC-U

6 - HY-P

9 - SO-S

AMENITY
BUILDING
8 sf - AA
2 sf - AA
42 - SL

LIMITS
OF WORK
LIMIT OF
WORK

CONSULTANT

WORK

PROPERTY LINE

LIMITS OF WORK

LIMITS OF

PROPERTY LINE

SERVICE DRIVE

LIMIT OF

WORK

102 - SL

401 North 2nd Avenue, Suite 410
Minneapolis, MN 55401
p: 612.332.7522

TREE REPLACEMENT SUMMARY
DECIDUOUS TREES:
EVERGREEN
TREES:
PLANT SCHEDULE
TREES

PRELIMINARY

12 TREES / 30 CALIPER INCHES
2 TREES / 5 CALIPER INCHES

CODE

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME

AC-U

ACER RUBRUM `FRANKSRED` TM / RED SUNSET RED MAPLE

BE-N

BETULA NIGRA / RIVER BIRCH MULTI-TRUNK

QU-B

QUERCUS BICOLOR / SWAMP WHITE OAK

CODE

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME

AB-F

ABIES FRASERI / FRASER FIR

CODE

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME

HY-P

HYDRANGEA PANICULATA `LIMELIGHT` / LIMELIGHT HYDRANGEA

SL

SCHIZACHYRIUM SCOPARIUM / LITTLE BLUESTEM GRASS

SO-S

SORBARIA SORBIFOLIA `SEM` / SEM ASH LEAF SPIREA

EXISTING TREE CANOPY

LIM

CONIFERS

SHRUBS

IT

O

F

W

O

R

NOT FOR
CONSTRUCTION

K

9.8.2020
DESIGN
REVIEW

REVISIONS

SHRUB AREAS

CODE

230 CENTRAL AVENUE
BUILDING

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME

9/17/2019 8:40:25
19-0013
AMdevon.lundy_detached.rvt

RAINGARDEN MIX

AC

ANEMONE CANADENSIS / CANADIAN ANEMONE

AM

ARONIA MELANOCARPA ELATA / GLOSSY BLACK CHOKEBERRY

BK

BROMUS KALMII / PRAIRIE BROME

CB

CALAMAGROSTIS CANADENSIS / BLUEJOINT REED GRASS

CS

CAREX PENSYLVANICA / PENNSYLVANIA SEDGE

CB2

CORNUS SERICEA `BAILADELINE` TM / FIREDANCE DOGWOOD

IV

IRIS VERSICOLOR / BLUE FLAG

RH

RUDBECKIA HIRTA / BLACK-EYED SUSAN

AA

ANNUAL PLANTING / BY OWNER

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

9/8/2020
19-0005
Design Review
B. Doucette
J. Symynkywicz

LANDSCAPE
PLANTING PLAN

EXISTING TREE CANOPY

0

30

SCALE: 1" = 30'

60

90

NORTH

L140
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PREPARE PLANTING SOIL FOR
THE ENTIRE BED

PREPARE PLANTING SOIL FOR
THE ENTIRE BED

CONTAINER GROWN MATERIAL
SHALL HAVE ROOTS HAND LOOSENED
EDGE CONDITION VARIES;
REFER TO PLAN
PLANTING SOIL FOR SHRUBS

SPACING

1'-6"

12" MIN.
CONTAINER GROWN MATERIAL SHALL
HAVE ROOTSH AND LOOSENED

SCARIFY SIDES AND BOTTOM OF ENTIRE
BED WITH SPADE BY HAND TO BIND
WITH PLANTING SOIL

PLANTING SOIL FOR PERENNIALS

UNDISTURBED SUBGRADE

PREPARE BED
A MIN. 4" DEEPER
THAN ROOT BALL

SCARIFY SIDES AND BOTTOM OF ENTIRE
BED WITH SPADE BY HAND TO BIND WITH
PLANTING SOIL
UNDISTURBED SUBGRADE
3" MULCH; DO NOT PLACE IN CONTACT
WITH PLANT STEM

4

DETAIL - PERENNIAL PLANTING
1 1/2" = 1'-0"

LAND-PLANT-PER-04

2

DETAIL - SHRUB PLANTING
1" = 1'-0"

LAND-PLANT-SHR-02

NOTE:
CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
MAINTAINING TREES IN A PLUMB POSITION
THROUGHOUT THE WARRANTY PERIOD. WRAP
TREE TRUNKS ONLY UPON APPROVAL BY
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT. SEE SPECIFICATION
SECTION RELATED TO PLANTS AND SOIL
PREPARATION.
DRIPLINE VARIES

EACH TREE SHALL BE PLANTED SUCH THAT THE
ROOT FLARE IS VISIBLE AT THE TOP OF THE
ROOT BALL. IF THE ROOT FLARE IS NOT VISIBLE,
THE SOIL SHALL BE REMOVED IN A LEVEL
MANNER FROM THE ROOT BALL TO WHERE THE
FIRST MAIN ORDER ROOT (21" DIA. OR LARGER)
EMERGES FROM THE TRUNK. SET MAIN ORDER
ROOT 1" HIGHER THAN ADJACENT GRADE. DO
NOT COVER TOP OF ROOT BALL WITH SOIL.

TENSIONER: COATED WIRE OR NYLONE ROPE TO KEEP
FENCE TAUGHT
TREE PROTECTION FENCING: 48" ORANGE SNOW FENCING
OR CONSTRUCTION GRADE CHAIN LINK. FASTEN TO POSTS
WITH GALVANIZED WIRE TIES

PROVIDE & INSTALL RODENT PROTECTION.21"
HARDWIRE CLOTH MESH CYLINDER, 8" DIA. OR
GREATER X 36" HGT; STAKE IN PLACE. PER SPEC

TREE PROTECTION SIGNAGE SPACED EVERY 50' ALONG
FENCE. REFER TO SIGNAGE DETAIL

240 CENTRAL AVE N. WAYZATA, MN

SPACING

© URBANWORKS ARCHITECTURE LLC, 2017
901 NORTH THIRD STREET, SUITE 145, MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55401

6"
MIN.

WAYZATA WOODS
AMENITY BUILDING

APPLICATION OF PRE-EMERGENT
HERBICIDE
3" MULCH; DO NOT PLACE IN
CONTACT WITH SHRUB STEM

EDGE CONDITION VARIES; REFER TO PLAN

CONSULTANT

401 North 2nd Avenue, Suite 410
Minneapolis, MN 55401
p: 612.332.7522

PRELIMINARY
PLANTING PIT TO BE TWO
TO FIVE TIMES THE DIAMETER
OF THE ROOT BALL, SLOPED

POSTS: 7' U-CHANNEL 1.12 LBS/FOOT STRENGTH PAINTED
OR GALVANIZED

1.

TREE PROTECTION FENCING SHALL BE INSTALLED
PRIOR TO DEMOLITION IN LOCATIONS SHOWN ON
PLANS AND SHALL BE MAINTAINED FOR THE
DURATION OF THE CONSTRUCTION PERIOD.TREE
PROTECTION FENCING MAY BE RELOCATED AS
NECESSARY WITH APPROVAL FROM THE LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECT.

2.

CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT STORE MATERIALS,
EQUIPMENT OR PARK VEHICLES IN TREE
PROTECTION ZONES. THE FENCE SHALL PREVENT
TRAFFIC MOVEMENT AND THE PLACEMENT OF
TEMPORARY FACILITIES, EQUIPMENT, STOCKPILES
AND SUPPLIES FROM HARMING VEGETATION WITHIN
THE LIMITS OF PROTECTION.

36" RADIUS
10' MAX. BETWEEN
SUPPORTS

EDGE CONDITION VARIES;
REFER TO PLAN

1

PERSPECTIVE

PREPARED PLANTING SOIL
PER SPEC

INSTALL FENCE 6' MIN. OUTSIDE
DRIPLINE OR AS SHOWN ON PLAN.

1
SCARIFY SIDES OF TREE PIT
WITH SPADE BY HAND TO BIND
WITH PREPARED PLANTING SOIL

3.

PLACE 4" DEPTH ORGANIC WOOD MULCH WITHIN
TREE PROTECTION FENCING FOR MOISTURE
PRESERVATION

4.

PLACE TREE PROTECTION WITHIN DRIPLINE WHEN
FULL DRIPLINE PROTECTION IS NOT FEASIBLE DUE TO
EXISTING PAVEMENT OR OTHER OBSTACLES.

5.

WHERE TREE PROTECTION OCCURS WITHIN DRIPLINE
OF TREE, WRAP TRUNK W/ 2X4X8 BOARDS SECURED
TIGHTLY AROUND TRUNK WITH STRAP BINDINGS.

6.

NO PRUNING SHALL BE PERFORMED EXCEPT WHERE
APPROVED BY APPROVED LANSDCAPE ARCHITECT
AND PERFORMED BY ISA CERTIFIED ARBORIST.

7.

WHERE WORK OCCURS WITHIN DRIPLINE OF TREE,
ROOT PRUNING TO BE PERFORMED BY ISA CERTIFIED
ARBORIST PRIOR TO EXCAVATION OR TRENCHING.

DIG PLANTING PIT
4" TO 6" DEEPER
THAN ROOT BALL

9/17/2019 8:40:25
19-0013
AMdevon.lundy_detached.rvt

UNDISTURBED SUBGRADE

4" BUILT-UP EARTH SAUCER BEYOND EDGE OF
ROOT BALL

6' M

TAMP SOIL AROUND ROOT BALL BASE FIRMLY
WITH FOOT PRESSURE SO THAT ROOT BALL
DOES NOT SHIFT

4" ORGANIC MULCH; DO NOT PLACE MULCH IN
CONTACT WITH TREE TRUNK
PLAN

DETAIL - TREE PLANTING
3/4" = 1'-0"

IN

REMOVE BURLAP, TWINE, ROPE AND WIRE FROM
TOP HALF OF ROOT BALL
PLACE ROOT BALL ON UNDISTURBED OR
COMPACTED SOIL

3

NOT FOR
CONSTRUCTION

NOTES:

6' DIAMETER
MULCH RING

LAND-PLANT-TRE-01

1

DETAIL - TREE PROTECTION
1 1/2" = 1'-0"

LAND-PROT-19

9.8.2020
DESIGN
REVIEW

REVISIONS

DATE
PROJECT #
PHASE
DRAWN BY
CHECKED BY

9/8/2020
19-0005
Design Review
B. Doucette
J. Symynkywicz

LANDSCAPE
DETAILS

L500
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DRIVEWAY PERSPECTIVE

WAYZATA WOODS - LEASING OFFICE
WAYZATA, MN / 09.11.2020 / 019-0005

LEASING OFFICE AND AMENITY BUILDING

1
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NORTHEAST PERSPECTIVE

WAYZATA WOODS - LEASING OFFICE
WAYZATA, MN / 09.11.2020 / 019-0005

LEASING OFFICE AND AMENITY BUILDING

2
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
The Design Report is based on the plans submitted on September 5, 2020 by Urbanworks:
Comments

Compliance

Building Recesses
909.06.A.1 – All Districts
Building facades shall be articulated through the use of
pilasters and/or recesses that create visible shadow lines
and dimensions especially on the street level
909.06.A.2 – All Districts
Street level landscaped courtyards, outdoor seating areas
and gathering areas shall be incorporated into building and
site plan design.

The proposed building utilizes window
recesses and entrance recesses on the
street level and this building is only one
story so there are not any additional
recesses for additional stories.
There is significant open space
incorporated and expanded with this
project.

Yes

The new building incorporates special
treatment at entrances, rhythm of
elements, and articulation in the facade.
The entrance to the building is set back
from the front façade, has additional
wood lap siding, and incorporates a sign
near the entrance. The building has a
rhythm of windows, stucco, and wood
lap siding all around the building. The
building has articulation in the façade as
the windows and front entrance are set
back from the main façade.

Yes

Yes

Building Width
909.07.A – New Buildings – All Districts
In order to reduce the scale of longer façades and to
eliminate the long horizontal expressions of buildings,
divisions or breaks in materials shall be included and at
least three of the following design strategies shall be
incorporated into the design:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Window bays
Special treatment at entrances
Variations in roof lines or parapet detailing
Awnings
Building setbacks or articulation of the facade
Rhythm of elements

1
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Upper Story Setbacks
909.08.A.1 – New Buildings – All Districts
Building height shall conform to the height of the
applicable zoning district. Where three (3) story
buildings are permitted, the third (3rd) story must be
recessed from all façades fronting public right of ways at
least a distance equal to the vertical distance of the 3rd
story height from the second (2nd) floor footprint, or an
average of ten (10) feet across the facade, but no
portion of the 3rd story structure shall be closer than six
(6) feet to the 2nd story façade. The 3rd story façade
shall be designed with railings, pillars, dimensional
windows, building recesses or other similar design
techniques to break up the 3rd story façade.
909.08.A.2 – New Buildings – All Districts
The façades fronting public right-of-ways of every two
and three story building, longer than sixty (60) feet, must
have a recessed second story of approximately twentyfive percent (25%) of the façade’s length, setting back a
minimum of six (6) feet from the face of the first floor
façade. The required third floor setback must follow the
frontal plane of the second story setback.
909.08.A.3 – New Buildings – All Districts
Wintertime sun orientation, solar access, and views of
Lake Minnetonka are significant issues within the Design
Districts. Building height should not negatively and
significantly impact neighboring properties.

The new building is one story.

Yes

The new building is one story.

Not Applicable

The new building is only one-story tall
and is not near Lake Minnetonka, so it
will not negatively impact views.

Yes

2
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Roof Design
909.09.A – All Districts
“Green” roofs, roof garden terraces, arbors and other
similar structures are encouraged on roofs of building.
909.09.B.1 – Roof Materials – All Districts
The roof material for all sloped roofs in all districts shall be
slate, untreated copper, pre-finished metal, cedar shake or
asphalt shingle in dark colors.
909.09.B.2 – Roof Materials – All Districts
The roof material for all flat roofs in all districts shall be
treated synthetic membrane or other similar material in
dark colors.

Not Applicable
This project does not propose to have a
green roof.
Not Applicable
The project has a flat roof.

Yes
The proposed roof will be a dark
membrane with dark stone.

Screening of Rooftop Equipment
909.10.B – Bluff District
No mechanical equipment for a building may be located
on the roof deck. All such mechanical equipment must be
located within the interior of the structure.

There is no mechanical equipment
proposed on the rooftop.

Yes

3
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Comments
Facade Transparency
909.11.D – Bluff District
No less than 35 percent of ground level public facades for
buildings containing commercial or office uses shall be
transparent glass.
Ground Level Expression
909.12 – All Districts
In multi-story buildings, the ground floor shall be
distinguished from the floors above by the use of at least
three of the following elements:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Compliance
Yes

The public facing façade includes 40%
transparent glass.

Not Applicable
The proposed building is one story.

An intermediate cornice line
A difference in building materials or detailing
An offset in the façade
An awning, trellis, or loggia
Arcade
Special window lintels
Brick/stone corbels

Entries
909.13 – All Districts
The front facade of all buildings shall be landscaped with
window boxes or planters with seasonally appropriate
plantings. The main entries shall face the primary
street at sidewalk grade.

Yes
The landscaping plan shows the addition
of different plantings along the exterior of
the building.

4
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
909.14.A – Primary Opaque Surfaces – All Districts
Other than the accent materials listed in Section
909.14.G, ninety percent (90%) of the non-glass
surfaces of each elevation of the exterior building façade
shall be composed of one or more of the following
materials:
1. Brick
2. Stone
3. Cast stone
4. Factory finished and certified wood, including, but
not limited to:
a. Wood shingles (cedar shingles six (6) inch
maximum exposure)
b. Lap-siding (six (6) inch maximum width)
5. Stucco

The exterior of this building proposes to
be stucco and wood lap siding.

Yes

Yes

909.14.B – Façade Coverage – All Districts
The primary opaque surface materials of all free
standing buildings must be the same on all facades of
the building.

The materials used are the same on all
sides of the building.

909.14.C – Type of Brick – All Districts
On all facades of a free-standing building where brick is
used, full course modular, Roman, Norman or other
standard size brick must be used.

Brick is not a proposed material used on
the building.

Not Applicable

5
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
909.14.D – Façade Detail – All Districts
1. Brick and/or stone façades shall be well detailed and
dimensionally designed in order to avoid fractional
cuts and odd pieces. All outside brick corners must
be full bricks (custom if necessary), with no mitering,
forming continuous vertical joints.

Not Applicable
Brick and stone are not proposed
materials on the building.

2. The narrow face of an exposed stone butt joint, at
corners, must be a minimum dimension of two (2)
inches. Mitered and quirked stone corners are also
acceptable.
909.14.E – Brick Joints – All Districts
1. The mortar for brick must be dark grey or in the color
range of the brick. All joints must be concave or ‘v’
joint. No mortar may be used beyond the face of the
brick.

Not Applicable
Brick is not a proposed material on the
building.

2. All brick walls must be built to avoid efflorescence
909.14.F – Stone Joints – All Districts
Stone joints shall be no larger than one-fourth (1/4) inch.

Stone is not a proposed material on the
building.

Not Applicable

6
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
909.14.G – Accent Materials – All Districts
Only the following materials may be used for lintels, sills,
cornices, bases, and decorative accent trims, and must
be no more than 10 percent (10%) of the non-glass
surfaces of each elevation of the exterior building
façade:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Stone
Cast stone
Copper (untreated)
Rock faced stone
Aluminum or painted steel structural shapes
Fiber cement board
Premium grade wood trim with mitered outside
corners. Examples of premium grade wood are
cedar, redwood, and fir.
8. EIFS
909.14.H - Parapets, Flashing, Coping – All Districts
1. Only the following materials may be used for
parapets, flashing and coping:
a. copper (untreated)
b. brick
c. stone
d. cast stone
e. premium grade wood.

The project proposes to use a poly-ash
material for the accent trim around the
windows. The applicant states that
material is similar to fiber cement board.
The accent material will be a dark color
as shown in the renderings. This
material comprises 3.0-3.7% of the
exterior façade of the entire building.

Design Deviation
Requested

The proposed parapet is constructed of
a 5 inch prefinished aluminum material.

Yes

2. Pre-finished, painted .032 aluminum may only be
used as a standard parapet coping with a maximum
exposed edge of five (5) inches.

7
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
909.14.I – Awnings – All Districts
1. Only the following types of awnings may be used:

No awnings are proposed on the
building.

Not Applicable

a. Fabric awnings of a heavy canvas in dark solid
colors or other colors that are approved as part of
the design review process
b. Highly detailed, ornate metal in dark colors
c. Glass awnings
2. Backlit awnings are prohibited.
3.

Awnings with text or graphic material may be
permitted but require approval via the sign permit
process of the Zoning Ordinance.

909.14.J – Balconies – All Districts
Balconies shall be accessible and useable by persons.
Fake or unusable balconies are prohibited. All
balconies shall remain within the property line. Metal
railings with members painted dark, or glass panels are
permitted.
909.14.K – Glass – All Districts
Glass shall not be mirrored, reflective or darkened.
Slight green, bronze and grey tints are acceptable.
Spandrel glass shall not be counted as transparent
glass for the purposes of calculations under the
transparency requirements of Section 909.11 of the
Standards, but may be used for detailing purposes.
Environmentally appropriate glass, such as Lowemissivity glass, shall be used in all projects

Not Applicable.
There are no balconies in the proposed
plans.

The glass proposed is not mirrored,
reflective or darkened.

Yes
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
909.14.L – Doors – All Districts
Unless there are building security concerns, main entry
doors shall be primarily glass. If, for security reasons, a
main entry door is not possible or practical, a main entry
door must be well detailed. Appropriately designed
wood doors may be utilized for retail and office
buildings.

Yes
The main entry doors are made of glass.

Comments

Compliance

Franchise Architecture
909.15 – All Districts
A.
Typical or standardized franchise architecture
(including building design that is the trade dress
of, or identified with a particular chain, franchise
or business and is repetitive in nature) is
prohibited.
B.

Yes
The project is not associated with
franchise architecture.

Large, bold or bright signage, trade dress or
logos must be altered and scaled down to meet
the purpose of these standards as articulated
herein, and must not be repeated on the facades
of the principal structure more than once. All
new, altered and/or proposed signage for
buildings must be submitted for review under
Section 909.22 by the Planning Commission at
the time of Design Standards Review application

9
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Walkways
909.16.C – Bluff District
1. Continuous sidewalks at least five feet in width shall
be provided along all public street frontages. The
sidewalk street grid shall be maintained and extended
wherever possible.

Not Applicable
The building does not front Wayzata
Boulevard, but does incorporate
sidewalks to the building.

2. Where the sidewalk street grid is interrupted by steep
slopes or other topographic variations, walkways or
stairways shall be built to maintain pedestrian continuity.
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Comments
Landscaping
909.17.A – All Districts
A.
Seasonal landscaping shall be used in all Design
Districts, including use of window boxes, hanging
flowers baskets, vines and/or other similar
seasonal landscaping. If feasible, garden areas
and ornamental trees shall be used at the street
level.
B.

Window boxes, hanging baskets and planters
with seasonally appropriate plantings shall be
used around entries to buildings.

C.

Vines shall be used to cover walls with more than
one hundred (100) square feet of uninterrupted
surface area.

D.

Streetscaping shall include all of the following:
1. Boulevard species trees, with at least three
(3) caliper inches.
2. Exposed aggregate sidewalks with brick
accents
3. Street lights
4. Benches (if building length is 50 feet or
greater), which utilize existing city bench
designs.
5. Flowers

909.17.C – Bluff and Wayzata Blvd Districts
Trees with a minimum of three (3) caliper inches shall be
planted no more than twenty-six (26) feet apart within a
landscaped boulevard.

Compliance
Yes

The project proposes seasonal
landscaping around the entire building
along with additional trees planted in the
open space around the building and near
the rain garden on the north side of the
property.

Not Applicable
The project does not front Wayzata
Boulevard, but does incorporate tree
plantings in the open spaces.
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240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Comments
Parking Lot Landscaping
909.18 – All Districts
A landscaped buffer strip at least five (5) feet wide shall be
provided between all parking areas and the sidewalk or
street. The buffer strip shall consist of shade trees
appropriately spaced for the particular Design District, and
a decorative metal fence, masonry wall or hedge. A solid
wall or dense hedge shall be no less than three (3) feet
and no more than four (4) feet in height.
Surface Parking
909.19 – All Districts
A.
Off-street parking shall be located to the rear of
buildings. When parking must be located in a
side yard adjacent to the street, a landscaped
buffer shall be provided in accordance with the
Design Standards. The street frontage occupied
by parking shall not exceed sixty (60) feet per
property.
B.

Side-by-side parking lots creating a parking area
frontage longer than sixty (60) feet are
prohibited, except where a heavily landscaped
buffer of at least twenty (20) feet wide completely
separates both lots.

C.

Side yard parking shall not extend beyond the
front yard setback of the primary building on the
property.

D.

Front yard parking is prohibited.

E.

There shall be no corner parking.

Compliance
Yes

A landscaped buffer will be in between
the sidewalk and proposed building.

Not Applicable
The parking will be reconfigured to
incorporate more green space, but will
be in the same locations.
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Compliance
Comments
909.20 – All Districts – Bicycle Parking
Commercial developments requiring more than twenty (20)
parking spaces shall provide at least four (4) bicycle
parking spaces in a convenient, visible, preferably
sheltered location.

Not Applicable
The new building does not require more
than 20 additional stalls.
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240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Parking Structures
909.21.A – All Districts
Parking structures shall meet the following standards,
along with all other applicable building code standards:
1.

The ground floor façade abutting any public
street or walkway shall be architecturally
compatible with surrounding commercial or office
buildings.

2.

The parking structure shall be designed in such a
way that sloped floors do not dominate the
appearance of the façade.

3.

Windows or openings shall be similar to those of
surrounding buildings.

4.

Vines and other significant landscaping shall be
used to minimize the visual impact of the parking
structure.

Not Applicable
This project does not incorporate a
parking structure.
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240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Comments
Signs
909.22.A – All Districts – Compatibility
1. Signs shall be architecturally compatible with
the style, composition, materials, colors and
details of the building, and with other signs on
nearby buildings. Signs shall be an integral
part of the building and site design.
2. A sign plan shall be developed for buildings
which house more than one (1) business.
Signs need not match, but shall be compatible
with one another. Franchise or national chains
must comply with these Sign Standards to
create signs compatible with their context.

Compliance
Yes

The proposed building does have a sign
plan that would meet the sign
requirements. The details of the signs
can be seen in the renderings provided
to show how they fit in with the proposed
structure.

3. When illuminated signs are proposed, only the
text and/or logo portion of the sign may be
illuminated. Illuminated signs must be
compatible with the location. Illumination of the
sign to highlight architectural details is
permitted. Fixtures shall be small, shielded,
and directed towards the sign rather than
toward the street, so as to minimize glare for
pedestrians and adjacent properties.
4. Sign plans must be submitted for review as part
of an Applicant for Design Approval. Proposed
signs must also conform to the requirements of
Chapter 927 of the Wayzata Zoning Ordinance.
909.22.B – All Districts – Sign Location
1. Wall signs on a storefront-type building shall be
placed between the first and second floors of a
building.

Not Applicable
The proposed building does not have
wall signs and is only one story.
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240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
2. Wall or roof signs on buildings that are not
storefront type buildings shall be placed where
they do not obscure architectural features.
909.22.C – All Districts – Sign Material
1. The material of which signs are constructed
shall be consistent and compatible with the
original construction materials and architectural
style of the building facade on which the signs
are affixed.

Yes
The proposed materials used for the
signs are compatible with the
construction materials and architectural
style of the building. The sign will also be
a similar color as the proposed building
as seen in the renderings.

2. Material, such as wood and metal, shall be
used, as appropriate, for the sign location.
3. Neon signs may only be used for windows.
Permitted Signs
909.23.B - Bluff District
Only the following types of signs are permitted in the Bluff
District:

Yes
The proposed signage includes a ground
sign near the entrance of the building.

1. Wall, awning or projecting signs (for storefront
buildings at the street line).
2. Free-standing, ground or monument signs (for
buildings with front yards).
3. Roof signs if located on pitched-roof buildings, below
the peak of the roof.
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Design Review
240 Central Ave N – Wayzata Woods Accessory Structure
September 21, 2020
Comments
Parking Lot and Building Lighting
909.24 – All Districts
A.
Parking lot lighting shall be designed in such a way
as to be in scale with its surroundings, and reduce
glare.
B.
Cutoff fixtures shall be located below the mature
height of trees located in parking lot islands so as
to minimize ambient glow and light pollution.
C.
Pedestrian-scale lighting, not exceeding thirteen
(13) feet in height, shall be located on walkways
and adjacent to store entrances. All sidewalk
lighting must be projected downwards. City light
standard shall be followed for all public streets.
D.
Light posts shall be of a dark color.
E.
Lighting fixtures shall be compatible with the
architecture of the building.
F.
Lights attached to buildings shall be screened by
the building’s architectural features to eliminate
glare to adjacent properties. All façade lighting
must be projected downwards.
G.
All lighting fixtures shall comply with City Code
Section 916.06 as it relates to glare.

Compliance
Yes

There are no proposed changes to the
parking lot lighting.
There are two lighting fixtures proposed
at the entrance of the building that will be
recessed into the entrance.
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City of Wayzata
City Council Agenda Report

MEETING DATE: October 20, 2020
AGENDA ITEM: 9.c
TITLE: Consider Adoption of Resolution 46-2020 and Approval of First Reading of Ordinance 803 Approving
PUD Amendment for Promenade of Wayzata at 801 Lake Street East
PROPOSED MOTION: To Adopt Resolution 46-2020 and Approve First Reading of Ordinance 803 Approving
PUD Amendment for Promenade of Wayzata at 801 Lake Street East
PREPARED BY: Emily Goellner, Community Development Director
REVIEWED BY: Jeff Dahl, City Manager
ACTION REQUESTED:
Staff and the Planning Commission recommend Adoption of Resolution 46-2020 and Approval of First
Reading of Ordinance 803.
FINANCIAL OR BUDGET CONSIDERATION:
N/A
BACKGROUND:
The objective this PUD Amendment is to clarify and expand the list of permitted uses on the ground floor of
several buildings in the Promenade of Wayzata PUD (the “Promenade” or “PUD”). These spaces comprise the
130,000 square feet of “retail space” identified in the PUD General Plan approved in 2008.
Since approval of the PUD, the owner of the Promenade, represented by Bill Hagstrom of Wayzata Bay
Senior Housing, Inc. (associated with Presbyterian Homes), has worked with leasing agents at Mid-America
Real Estate to lease the retail spaces in the PUD. They have noted that it’s challenging to attract and retain
retail tenants due to the large amount of square footage designated for retail use in the PUD, as well as the
“Wayzata-unique” aspects of this market. They also note how retail has evolved over the past decade since
the PUD was approved.
The Promenade leasing team has said they’ve had more success attracting and retaining service-based
businesses that still bring foot traffic to the site.
The applicant has thus requested that the City consider a change to the PUD that would allow for expanding
the types of uses permitted on the ground floor of the buildings within the PUD beyond strictly retail to include
offices, service businesses, clinics, childcare, food establishments, and health/wellness uses.
While some of this has already been occurring, staff has concluded that this PUD amendment process should
take place so that community input can be gathered through a public hearing and the decision about the
expanded uses can be made by City Council and formalized as an amendment to the PUD. This expansion
and clarity on types of uses allowed in the PUD will assist the leasing agent and staff respond to future leasing
opportunities with more clarity. Currently, a dental office, Wayzata Dental, is interested in space on the East
Block of the PUD (see site map attached). Also, a financial office is interested in space on the Plaza Block of
the PUD. Staff has told the applicant that a dental office and financial office are currently not a permitted use
within the PUD and would need to be permitted as part of this PUD Amendment.
The City Council held a workshop with staff and the applicant on the possible changes to the PUD on
September 1. At the workshop, the Council discussed some of the background of the PUD, including the
historical concerns about retail and vibrancy in the area, and generally expressed a desire to preserve and
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grow the retail and restaurant uses along Lake Street and Superior Blvd.
There was less concern about the current uses and locations of tenants in the Promenade. The Council
expressed a desire to look at more flexibility of uses within the PUD, particularly if the focus of Lake Street and
Superior Blvd remained retail.
Council also noted concern about conglomeration of like uses – for example, too many nail salons in close
proximity, too many clinics making the area a medical rather than a shopping/eating/entertainment destination,
or too many offices that lack the vibrancy and foot traffic desired for the area.
A public hearing was conducted and the application was reviewed by the Planning Commission on September
8, 2020. The Commission recommended that the list of permitted and conditional uses be expanded at this
site to reduce the vacancy rate and increase the vibrancy of the area while still remaining cautious to the
impacts that certain land uses can have on the residential units on upper floors of the buildings. The specific
list is found in the attached Report and Recommendation. The Report also includes a map that illustrates the
location restrictions.
At the meeting, the Planning Commission recommended that the threshold for the CUP requirement be
reduced from the applicant’s proposal of 10,000 square feet to 5,000 square feet. The applicant noted that the
space formerly occupied by the Dough Room was 5,100 square feet, so to accommodate a restaurant or retail
space there without the need for a CUP, the Commission updated the threshold to 5,100. After the September
8 meeting, the applicant entered into a lease agreement with a financial office that hopes to occupy about
5,700 square feet on the Plaza block. The applicant requested that the threshold be set at 6,000 square feet
instead. The Planning Commission found this change to be acceptable and unanimously adopted the Planning
Commission Report and Recommendation showing a threshold of 6,000 square feet.
The Planning Commission’s Report and Recommendation does not include a provision to prevent
conglomeration of like uses (salons, clinics, and offices in being of particular concern to City Council at the
September 1 workshop).
Staff received a letter from the Karen Quast, President of the Regatta HOA (located on the Plaza Block), on
September 8. Director Goellner has spoken on the phone with four residents of the Regatta and Ms. Quast. A
letter was also submitted by Mr. Getchell, a resident of the Regatta (see letters attached). In general, residents
are supportive of uses on the ground floor that have minimal noise impacts. While offices, clinics, retail, and
service-oriented businesses are typically quiet, the Regatta has had noise issues with Fly Feet, a fitness
center. In the Planning Commission Report and Recommendation, fitness centers of all sizes require a
Conditional Use Permit. This review process will allow for more thorough evaluation of noise impacts for any
future fitness center. Fly Feet does not have a Conditional Use Permit.
To amend the permitted land uses at this site, both an Ordinance and Resolution are required.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
Ordinance, Resolution, Planning Commission Report and Recommendation, Minutes, Public
Comments, Staff Report - Promenade of Wayzata PUD Amendment

Page 176 of 230

CITY OF WAYZATA
HENNEPIN COUNTY, MINNESOTA
DRAFT ORDINANCE NO. 803
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE PERMITTED AND CONDITIONAL USES
WITHIN THE PROMENADE OF WAYZATA PUD DISTRICT
THE CITY OF WAYZATA ORDAINS:

Section 1.
1.1.

PUD Zoning District Uses. Based upon City Council Resolution 46-2020 (the
“Resolution”) and the findings made therein, the Promenade of Wayzata PUD District
(the “Zoning District”), as shown on the Official Zoning Map of the City of Wayzata, is
hereby amended to change the permitted and conditional uses within the Zoning District
as specified in the Resolution.

Section 2.
2.1

Zoning District Amendment

Effective Date

This Ordinance will become effective upon passage and publication.

Adopted by the City Council this 10th day of November 2020.

___________________________
Ken Willcox
Mayor
ATTEST:
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of an ordinance adopted by the City
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at duly authorized meetings held on _____________
and _________________, 2020.

__________________________________
Kathy Leervig, City Clerk
SEAL
First Reading:
Second Reading:
Publication:
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RESOLUTION NO. 46-2020

RESOLUTION APPROVING AMENDMENT
TO THE PROMENADE OF WAYZATA PUD AT 801 LAKE STREET EAST

WHEREAS, applicant and property owner, Wayzata Bay Senior Housing, Inc.,
(the “Applicant”) has submitted an application (the “Application”) for approval of an
amendment to the Promenade of Wayzata Planned Unit Development (PUD) Plan and
PUD District at Superior Boulevard and Lake Street that encompasses the area
depicted and described on Attachment A (the “Property”, the “PUD” and the “PUD
District”) to clarify and expand the permitted and conditional uses within the PUD; and
WHEREAS, the Wayzata Planning Commission, pursuant to the Zoning
Ordinance, held a public hearing on the Application on September 8, 2020, and adopted
a Report and Recommendation to the City Council on October 5, 2020 to approve the
Application, with certain modifications to the requested PUD amendment as specified in
the PC Report and Recommendation (as so modified, the “PUD Amendment”), 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 PUD Amendment meets the applicable requirements of
Wayzata’s Zoning Ordinance.
B.
Based on the foregoing, the (i) Zoning District Amendment, and (ii) the
PUD Amendment, as set forth in the PC Report and Recommendation are hereby
APPROVED, subject to the following conditions of approval:
1.

The Applicant must enter into an amendment to the existing 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 conditions of
previous approvals for the existing PUD that are not superseded by
the approvals this Resolution.
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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 20th day of October 2020.

Ken Willcox, 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 20, 2020.

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

Attachment B
PC Report and Recommendation
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION
October 5, 2020
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL OF
AMENDMENT TO PROMENADE PUD USES AT LAKE ST AND SUPERIOR BLVD

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION
Approval* of PUD Amendment (Zoning District and PUD Plan)
* with certain revisions and conditions listed at the end of this Report

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
Section 1.

BACKGROUND

1.1

Proposed Land Use. The applicant, Wayzata Bay Senior Housing, Inc., (the
“Applicant”) has submitted an application for approval of an amendment to the
Promenade of Wayzata Planned Unit Development (PUD) Plan and PUD District
at Superior Boulevard and Lake Street that encompasses the area depicted and
described on Attachment B (the “Property”, the “PUD” and the “PUD District”).
The Applicant is seeking the approvals to clarify and expand the permitted and
conditional uses within the PUD.

1.2

Existing PUD. The Property received initial City Council approval in 2008 as a
Planned Unit Development, which removed the then existing shopping area
(Wayzata Bay Center) and created a new mixed use development that specified
the following permitted uses:
A.
B.
C.
D.
E.

1.3

130,000 square feet of retail use
255 senior housing units
155 conventional housing units (condominiums or apartments)
25,070 square feet of office use
80-100 room limited service hotel

PUD Amendment Requested. The Application includes the request for approval
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of a PUD Amendment that would amend the permitted uses within the PUD to
allow following uses anywhere in the PUD provided they are (i) located on the
ground floor of a building; and (ii) less than 10,000 square feet:
A.
B.
C.
D.
E.
F.
G.
H.

retail
service businesses
office
clinic (medical/dental/chiropractic/esthetic)
child care
restaurant/deli
specialty food/grocery
fitness/spa/massage/health/wellness centers

1.4

Council Workshop. The City Council held a workshop with staff and the
Applicant on the possible changes to the PUD on September 1 (the “Council
Workshop”). At the workshop, the Council discussed some of the background of
the PUD, including the historical concerns about retail and vibrancy in the area,
and generally expressed a desire to preserve and grow the retail and restaurant
uses along Lake Street and Superior Blvd. The Council expressed a desire to
look at more flexibility of uses within the PUD, particularly if the focus of Lake
Street and Superior Blvd remained retail. Council also noted potential concern
about conglomeration of too many like uses within the PUD.

1.5

Property. The address, lot numbers, property identification numbers, and owners
of the ground level Property in the PUD are identified on Attachment B.

1.6

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

1.7

Notice and Public Hearing. Notice of the public hearing on the Application was
published in the Sun Sailor on August 27, 2020 and mailed to all property owners
located within 500 feet of the Property on August 26, 2020. The public hearing
on the Application was held at the September 8, 2020 Planning Commission
meeting.

Section 2.
2.1

PUD/ Planned Unit Development
Downtown Mixed Use District

STANDARDS

Zoning District Amendment. Because the PUD Amendment would change the
uses allowed in the PUD District, the Planning Commission and City Council
shall consider the possible adverse effects of the proposed amendment to the
PUD Zoning District. Its judgment shall be based upon (but not limited to) the
following factors:
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A.

The proposed action in relation to the specific policies and provisions of
the official City Comprehensive Plan.

B.

The proposed use’s conformity with present and future land uses of the
area.

C.

The proposed use’s conformity with all performance standards contained
in the Zoning Ordinance (i.e., parking, loading, noise, etc.).

D.

The proposed use’s effect on the area in which it is proposed.

E.

The proposed use’s impact upon property value in the area in which it is
proposed.

F.

Traffic generation by the proposed use in relation to capabilities of streets
serving the property.

G.

The proposed use’s impact upon existing public services and facilities
including parks, schools, streets, and utilities, and the City’s service
capacity.

PUD Plan 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. Section 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 of 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. Because the
PUD Amendment is limited to changes in uses within the PUD, many of
the applicable criteria for evaluating a PUD Concept Plan do not apply,
and thus the criteria listed here go to the proposed changes in types,
mixtures and ratios of uses:
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.

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

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

Zoning District Amendment. The proposed uses associated with the PUD
Amendment (the “Proposed Uses”) would not have an adverse effect on
surrounding properties or the community, and meets the standards for a zoning
ordinance amendment:
A.

The Proposed Uses are consistent with the Comprehensive Plan land use
designation of the Property, and meets the policies of the Comp Plan in
that the area has been guided for a mixture of commercial and residential
uses.

B.

The Proposed Uses are consistent with current and future land uses in the
area, which includes a mixture of commercial, residential, and institutional
uses in the downtown business district.

C.

The Proposed Uses would meet the performance standards outlined in the
Zoning Ordinance.

D.

The Proposed Uses would not adversely impact surrounding properties.
Uses with the potential for adverse impacts are categorized as Conditional
Uses.

E.

The Proposed Uses would not negatively impact property values in the
area.

F.

The existing and improved facilities can meet the traffic demand of the
Proposed Uses.

G.

The Proposed Uses would not exceed service capacity of public services
and facilities including parks, schools, streets, and utilities, and the City’s
service capacity. Further analysis of capacity would be provided with any
Conditional Use Permit applications required in association with the
Proposed Uses.
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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.

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 and elsewhere in this Report with respect to the PUD
Amendment:

C.

Section 4.
4.1

PC Report and Recommendation

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 uses.

2.

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

3.

A development pattern in harmony with the objectives of the
Wayzata Comprehensive Plan.

4.

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

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 with the
Existing PUD. The PUD Amendment will mainly allow for expanded and
appropriate uses that are consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, realties
of the current leasing market, and the City’s continued goal of a vibrant,
downtown mixed PUD. The PUD Amendment would not include any other
significant changes (except as noted in the Report and associated
requests in the Application) to the previously approved and Existing PUD.

RECOMMENDATION

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

The Zoning District and PUD Amendment be modified to further clarify,
expand, and control permitted and conditional uses as specified on
Attachment A.

B.

The Applicant must enter into an amendment to the existing PUD
Development Agreement with the City, with terms and in a form
acceptable to the City Attorney, that incorporates the approvals and
conditions of City Council approval, and maintains all conditions of
previous approvals for the Existing PUD that are not superseded by the
approvals of the Zoning District and PUD Amendment.

C.

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 5th day of October 2020.

Voting For Approval Recommendation: _________________________
Voting Against Approval Recommendation: ______________________
Abstaining: ____________________________________
Absent: _________________
Attachments:
Attachment A: PUD Amendment
Attachment B: PUD District Map and Legal Description of Property
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Attachment A:
PUD Amendment

1.

Permitted Uses: Subject to applicable provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, and in
addition to the uses permitted in the Existing PUD, any permitted use in the C-4
District is also a permitted use within the PUD District (other than adult uses and
pawn shops), provided such use (i) is located on the ground floor of a building;
and (ii) does not exceed 6,000 square feet in size for any single tenant or
commercial use.

2.

Conditional Uses: Subject to applicable provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, the
following are conditional uses within the PUD District provided (i) they are located
on the ground floor of a building; and (ii) a conditional use permit is issued for
such use, based upon standards and procedures set forth in Chapter 904 of the
Zoning Ordinance:
A.
B.
C.
D.
E.
F.
G.
H.

3.

Any single tenant permitted use that exceeds 6,000 square feet in size
Multi-family Residential on the East Block, as shown in the PUD District
Map
Childcare
Micro-Production Facilities as regulated under the standards of the C-4A
District
Drive-in facilities for banks or savings and loan associations
Fitness Establishments
Residential on the ground floor of the East Block fronting Lake Street
Any other use that the City Council finds is compatible with the other
current uses in the PUD District

Lake St. and Superior Blvd. Uses Limited to Retail and Restaurant. The area of
the ground floor of a building that fronts Lake Street or Superior Boulevard, as
shown on the PUD District Map, are limited to retail and restaurant uses, and
other uses (i) that the City Council finds support a high level of pedestrian activity
and are compatible; and (ii) a conditional use permit is issued for such use,
based upon standards and procedures set forth in Chapter 904 of the Zoning
Ordinance.
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Attachment B:
Property Information and PUD District Map

Address
801 Lake Street East
350 Superior Blvd
300 Superior Blvd
99 Address Unassigned
803 Lake St E
801 Mill St E
825 Lake St E
829 Mill St E
301 Promenade Ave
320 Promenade Ave
847 Lake St E
101 Promenade Ave
825 Mill St E
202 Superior Blvd
121 Promenade Ave
849 Mill St E
100 Promenade Ave

PID
06-117-22-42-0102
06-11722-42-0107
06-117-22-42-0101
06-117-22-42-0106
06-117-22-42-0100
06-117-22-42-0103
06-117-22-42-0099
06-117-22-42-0104
06-117-22-42-0105
06-117-22-41-0098
06-117-22-41-0099
06-117-22-42-0094
06-117-22-42-0095
06-117-22-42-0096
06-117-22-42-0097
06-117-22-42-0098
06-117-22-41-0090

Owner
The Promenade Master Assn.
Wayzata Bay West All Age Hsg
Wayzata Bay West Retail LLC
The Promenade Master Assn
Wayzata Bay West Retail LLC
Wayzata Bay West Retail LLC
Wayzata Bay West Senior Hsg
Wayzata Bay West Senior Hsg
Wayzata Bay West Retail LLC
The Promenade Assn
Wayzata Bay West Retail LLC
Wayzata Bay Senior Hsg
Wayzata Bay Superior Retail
Wayzata Bay Superior Retail
The Promenade Master Assoc
Wayzata Bay Superior Retail
Wayzata Bay Senior Hsg Inc

879 Lake St N
200 Promenade Ave
202 Promenade Ave
925 Lake St E
99 Address Unassigned
925 Lake St E
300 Engel St
925 Lake St E
99 Address Unassigned
937 Lake St E
981 Lake St E
925 Lake St E
925 Lake St E

06-117-22-41-0110
06-117-22-41-0011
06-117-22-41-0112
06-117-22-41-0177
06-117-22-41-0178
06-117-22-41-0181
06-117-22-41-0182
06-117-22-41-0183
06-117-22-41-0184
06-117-22-41-0186
06-117-22-41-0187
06-117-22-41-0190
06-117-22-41-0191

Wayzata Bay Plaza Retail LLC
The Promenade Master Ascn
Wayzata Bay Plaza Retail LLC
Bohland Hotel Group LLC
The Promenade Assn
Bohland Hotel Group LLC
Wayzata Bay East Retail LLC
Bohland Hotel Group LLC
The Promenade Assn
Wayzata Bay East Retail LLC
Wayzata Bay East Retail LLC
Bohland Hotel Group LLC
Bohland Hotel Group LLC
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Promenade Permitted Land Uses
NORTH
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BLOCK

PLAZA
WEST

BLOCK

BLOCK

EAST
BLOCK

Legend
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= C-4 Central Business District Permitted
Uses
= C-4 Central Business District Permitted
Uses; Residential as a Conditional Use

¯
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even before the next Planning Commission meeting with an update on what they have learned
from the engineering staff on the questions raised by the Commission.
Commissioner Merriam stated that criteria #3 in the Subdivision standards is that the building pads
should be located with respect of natural topography to minimize filling or grading. She stated
that they are planning about 2 feet of fill, which does not seem minimal to her.
Planner Kieser stated that he will touch base again with the Project Engineer, who essentially stated
that this is a pretty standard grading plan with the amount of fill and cut that is proposed on the
site. He explained that she did not feel like it was much, and was certainly within the limits to get
a building permit approved. He stated that he will touch based again with the City Engineer and
the Project Engineer on the amount of grading and specifically the drainage to the eastern lot to
ensure there will not be issues. He stated that this conversation will come up again during the
building permit process when there will be more specific and detailed plans.
Commissioner Merriam stated that she is particularly sensitive to drainage issues because she had
a structure on the other side of their house that did not drain in the right direction, and they had
floods onto their property every time it rained. She stated that overall, she feels like the request is
reasonable, but does have concerns about drainage.
There being no further discussion, Chair Plantan asked for a motion on the application.
Commissioner Parkhill made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Flannigan, to direct staff to
prepare a draft Planning Commission Report and Recommendation with appropriate findings
reflecting a recommendation for approval for subdivision of the property at 320 Hampton Road
South into two single-family lots for review and adoption at the next Planning Commission
meeting, subject to the following conditions: drainage meeting the City’s code and requirements;
to determining that the fire hydrants will have adequate pressure to supply water for a fire; and to
determine that there are no wetlands via soil borings under Lot 2.
Commissioner Iverson asked if this item would come back on the next meeting’s Consent Agenda
or as a separate agenda item.
Chair Plantan stated that she believes it will come back on the Consent Agenda.
Director Goellner stated that in the staff report, they can write an update on the things that Planner
Kieser stated that he would follow up on.
Director Goellner completed a roll call vote on the motion. The motion carried with 6 ayes, 1 nays
(Iverson).
c) Consider Planned Unit Development Amendment for 801 Lake Street East –
Promenade of Wayzata
Director Goellner explained that Section 933.09 of the Zoning Ordinance requires that if there is
a deviation or a modification to the terms of conditions of an approved PUD permit that would
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require a PUD amendment. She stated that it follows the same general process as a concept PUD
plan. She stated that this was brought before the Council at a workshop meeting last week just to
get some high-level policy ideas and background on the proposal before bringing it to the
Commission. She stated that this property is currently zoned as a PUD and includes many
properties within The Promenade and noted that she is using 801 Lake Street East as the number
one property, but it also includes 350 Superior Boulevard and several other properties. She stated
that they were zoned PUD in 2008 with the redevelopment of the Wayzata Bay Center and includes
130,000 square feet of retail use as described in the original approval. She stated that this approval
also included a number of housing units, office uses and a limited service hotel. She noted that
the final phase was completed in 2018. She stated that the 2040 Comprehensive Plan designates
this property as Downtown Mixed Use and is meant to have a mix of residential and commercial
uses. She stated that the applicant would like to expand the list of permitted uses from only retail
on the ground floor because it has been challenging to attract and retain retail tenants due to the
large amount of square footage. She noted that the current list of tenants at this site was included
in the packet. She stated that over time, the applicants have been asking the City if they could
include office uses, such as the financial services or a clinic use, such as a dental office. She stated
that the City has tried to be flexible with the owner and the leasing agent to expand the strict
definition of retail to include more service based and commercial businesses that seem compatible
with the area. She stated that when they got an inquiry for a clinic, staff felt that was quite far
from retail use, so they wanted to make sure through this process that the community is
comfortable with the City expanding the list of uses a bit, beyond what is allowed today to help
increase the use of these spaces on the ground floor. She noted that the discussion this evening is
not surrounding the residential aspects of the PUD. She stated that the applicant is looking to have
the option to lease space to offices, service businesses, clinics, childcare, food establishments, and
health/wellness uses. She stated that they are asking that these uses be permitted and would not
need a public hearing, if they are under 10,000 square feet and would only require a CUP if they
were over 10,000 square feet. She explained that staff suggested that the applicant at least put
something together for the Commission to respond to and staff has taken what they proposed and
added some detail. She reviewed the site map with the current tenants. She noted that they have
received feedback from people who live upstairs from the Regatta which she will share a bit later.
She noted that currently Wayzata Dental is located on Central Avenue and is interested in signing
a lease in this location. She stated that this is a complicated PUD amendment with a lot to think
about in terms of allowed usage, but asked the Commission to anchor their thoughts tonight on
whether they would consider a dental clinic appropriate for this area, since there is a tenant waiting
to find out if they will be able to utilize this space. She explained that the Wayzata Bay Center
had 130,000 square feet of retail space and noted that a retail study was completed in 2007 that
showed that much retail space was required in order to attract customers and tenants. She stated
that the leasing challenges have shown there is a lot of space to fill and there have been a lot of
retail spaces closing around the country, even before the complications brought by COVID-19.
She stated that COVID-19 has made it especially challenging for fitness and wellness in addition
to these other uses. She stated that at the Council workshop, the Council discussed this item and
focused on how important it is that the City have retail and restaurants on our Lake Street and
Superior Boulevard storefronts in order to maintain the urban vibrancy on the exterior to the site.
She stated that they were more open to other uses being allowed on the interior of the site and the
other streets within the PUD, but reiterated that it was very important to them that Lake Street and
Superior Boulevard remain as vibrant as possible. She noted that there was sort of an open-ended
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question left on the table regarding whether some service businesses, such as a salon, could be
appropriate for Lake Street or Superior Boulevard. She noted that this question was not really
answered at the workshop, but did seem to be in line with retail and restaurant uses. She stated
that the Council felt that the uses that are there today are pretty appropriate and work fairly well
for the area. She noted that the Council felt the City needed to avoid a conglomeration of similar
uses, because they still want to this be, at its heart, a shopping and entertainment district. She gave
examples of too many clinics perhaps turning this into a medical destination or too many salons
creating a salon and spa destination and which is not what we are looking for as a community. She
stated that the Council also noted that the City needs to make sure that they are avoiding noise
impacts to the residential uses that are located above the retail spaces. She reviewed the definitions
from the City Code and noted that Permitted Uses mean that they are not necessarily reviewed by
the Planning Commission or the City Council, but is a use on a list that is allowed as long as it
meets all the other requirements in terms of the building and zoning code. She stated that
Conditional Uses means that there is that next level of review by the Planning Commission and
City Council. She noted that there are usually conditions of approval that are specific to things
like hours of operation, trash storage and pick-up, parking, traffic, drop-off/curbside pick-up, and
odors. She stated that the only downside to a CUP is that it takes about 3 months to get through
the process and that also adds extra cost to the prospective tenant. She stated that the City has
received five individual comments on this issue so far. She noted that one of the letters received
was from the Regatta HOA which is above the Plaza Block in the middle of the site. She noted
that she had sent the letter via e-mail to the Planning Commission. She explained that the Regatta’s
biggest concern was with exercise and workout facilities. She stated that there were concerns with
Fly Feet over the summer because of noise issues and residents spent money to work through
sound issues with them. She stated that the problem most notably was the dropping of large
weights onto the floor because it would reverberate to the upper floors of the building. She stated
that there was also loud music and Fly Feet also started to hold some classes outdoors on the great
lawn which were held very early in the morning which was disruptive to the residents. She stated
that these types of things would typically be handled in a CUP process by limiting hours of
operation and noise mitigation methods. She stated that the letter indicates that the HOA tried to
work with the owner of Fly Feet and eventually came to a resolution but it was not necessarily
easy to work with the leasing group and owner. She stated that she would have preferred that these
issues be handled on the front end through a CUP process rather than on a complaint basis. She
stated that the letter also noted that there are some noise complaints between two businesses. She
stated that the HOA stated that they do not want vacancies and want the area to be filled but wanted
to share their concerns with the City about preventing very noisy uses at this location. She stated
that other feedback she had received is that they believe clinics would fit in with the area, but have
concerns about traffic and parking impacts. She stated that they also would like to see more
restaurants along Lake Street and Superior Boulevard, but have concerns about odors, noise,
parking and trash issues when they are below residential. She stated that a CUP may be the best
way to go with restaurants in this site, because there is residential above. She stated that the last
bit of feedback from the public is that Nonna’s has run well and has not had problems, but other
childcare uses may have parking, pick-up, drop-off issues so a CUP may be appropriate. She
stated that staff attempted to think about how this may work geographically. She reiterated the
Council’s desire that the parcels along Lake Street and Superior Boulevard should remain retail
and/or restaurants only, with the open-ended question about whether some services, such as salons
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would be appropriate. She explained that the main goal would be to increase foot traffic and make
sure it is vibrant and not occupied by only offices.
Director Goellner stated that staff has put together a way to use the existing code, in the C4 district,
in order to help the City with the interior of the development. She stated that Council also
discussed the storefronts along East Lake Street underneath the hotel and noted that they may be
open to residential uses on the ground floor even though that is not something that the City would
typically do on Lake Street in this area, but because those areas can be so hard to fill, they felt
residential may be fitting for this space. She explained that staff felt the C-4 Central Business
Zoning District made sense to use because it aligns with downtown mixed use and would include
all of the current tenants so they wouldn’t make anyone non-conforming. She stated that this
would also allow Wayzata Dental to enter the space. She stated that childcare is not listed
anywhere in C-4, so that should perhaps be listed as a CUP and fitness is also not listed as a
permitted use, but as a conditional use. She stated that staff is recommending taking what the
applicant proposed, adding more detail and then have the Planning Commission discuss it with the
idea of making a recommendation. She noted that she realizes this is a complicated issue that does
not have to be resolved tonight and could come back to a future meeting for further discussion.
She stated that staff is generally proposing using the C4 district as guidance, prohibiting the
conglomeration of uses through a minimum distance requirement, allowing retail and restaurants
on Lake Street and Superior Boulevard, requiring a CUP for anything over 10,000 square feet.
She reiterated the other instances where a CUP may be warranted. She noted that there are a few
things within the C4 that staff felt may be a bit questionable in this area, such as, adult uses; pawn
shops; and restaurants. She reviewed the key questions for the Commission to consider.
Chair Plantan asked if the Commission had any questions for Staff.
Commissioner Douglas asked if the spa in the PUD that had pulled out of their space had a CUP.
Director Goellner stated that they did design review.
City Attorney Schelzel stated that he does not believe they would have had a CUP because the
uses are governed by the approved PUD plan and the PUD zoning district.
Planner Kieser asked if the question was referring to The CommonWell. He stated that there was
a PUD amendment for a structural change for that location, but he does not believe a design review
was completed.
Commissioner Douglas asked if there was a CUP for Fly Feet.
Director Goellner stated that a CUP was not required for Fly Feet, but staff is suggesting that any
future fitness centers have a CUP for approval.
Commissioner Flannigan asked how the 10,000 square feet threshold in the proposed PUD
amendment was established.
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Director Goellner stated that there was not a lot of thought put into the 10,000 square feet threshold,
but was something that was discussed between her and the applicant briefly as a number to begin
with. She stated that without further research, the number is fairly insignificant.
Commissioner Flannigan stated that with the current tenants, he doesn’t think anything is really
over the 5,000 square foot threshold. He stated that of the available space, there are only two that
have space over 10,000 square feet. He thinks there is some discussion that needs to happen on
the square footage to trigger a CUP. He asked if there could be any consideration given to moving
Fly Feet out of its current location as a concession to those living in The Promenade.
Director Goellner stated that is a good question, and she would be curious to know if the owner
and leasing agent have talked to Fly Feet about that possibility or if the issues have been resolved.
Commissioner Flannigan stated that it may be more of a rhetorical question and for them to
consider if the residents are still having issues, and if Fly Feet isn’t feeling the love in that location.
He stated that he knows that they have a fairly prominent sign in this location. He noted that he
has concerns about the whole area becoming one big billboard.
Director Goellner asked Planner Kieser to answer the question since he is involved in issuing sign
permits.
Planner Kieser stated that he has not received many requests for this location, but he uses the C4
district sign standards because it is not laid out specifically in the PUD plan.
Commissioner Flannigan stated that he thinks as part of this discussion, there needs to be special
consideration given to signage for this area.
Commissioner Douglas stated that someone had come to her with the idea of loft apartments, and
asked if that had been considered.
Director Goellner stated that the City has not received any inquiries into loft apartments but thinks
it is an interesting proposition for east block near the hotel.
Commissioner Douglas noted that she was heavily involved with this development when she was
with the Chamber of Commerce. She stated that in the retail study that they did with the City for
the project, the principal, Jim McComb, said that it was important to have critical mass to get
people, which at the time was about 250,000 people, in order to support this amount of retail. She
explained that he also talked about walkability and continuity. She stated that her concern in the
east corner is people will get to Anthropologie or the Benedict’s and then see the great lawn and
say, oh there is nothing down there to go look at so they are not driven for retail in that location.
She stated that she doesn’t think that area is realistic for retail shops, but could perhaps house small
offices that would not need walk in traffic.
Chair Plantan stated that she would like to echo Commissioner Flannigan and say that she thinks
the 10,000 square foot number is really high, and suggested permitted uses be kept at 5,000 square
feet or under and anything above that would require a CUP.
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Commissioner Douglas noted that Anthropologie is almost 10,000 square feet.
Commissioner Flannigan asked where the inside parking that is available to the community was
situated.
Director Goellner stated that her understanding is that each block has some of that. She explained
that generally the underground parking on each block is for residential only and then there is also
on street parking.
Commissioner Flannigan asked if there was accessible parking in every block.
Director Goellner stated that is her understanding.
Commissioner Flannigan stated that he is unsure where that parking is for the east block. He stated
that he is a bit concerned with the east block and thinks it would be a great idea to open that area
up to professional services, but is concerned about parking. He asked about the restrictions on
utilization of the great lawn and what it is there for.
Director Goellner stated that she has not researched the great lawn. She stated that she knows the
City is interested in utilizing it for public events in the future, but that is about the extent of her
knowledge.
Commissioner Iverson stated that when this development was brought before the Commission, the
great lawn was presented as green space for the entire community to utilize. She explained that
somewhere down the road, that green space got picked up by the Regatta, so the Regatta and the
HOA maintains it and has the right to that space. She stated that she is not sure where and how
that changed from the original building agreement because it was supposed to be for the entire
community.
Commissioner Flannigan stated that is unfortunate because he was going to suggest opening up
the utilization of that area. He suggested that this be added to the list of discussion items.
Commissioner Douglas stated that the City was doing summer concerts there for a while as well
as a few outdoor movies. She stated that the rotary club also just held an outdoor meeting in that
location, but she got the impression that there may be a charge to use this space. She stated that
she would also like to know more about it because it was supposed to be a community space. She
stated that there was plenty of parking provided, but she cannot say how many people have said to
her that they don’t know where to park when they go there. She explained that people have no
clue that there is public parking inside those buildings. She stated that if the leasing agents are
listening, they should look into signage for better indication of public parking availability.
Commissioner Bashioum asked about the size of the spaces. She asked if the leasing agent was
amenable to breaking up some of the spaces so they could be smaller shops.
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Director Goellner stated that it had not been discussed specifically, but she agrees that it is an
excellent idea because smaller spaces would increase the vibrancy, in general. She stated that she
would be very curious to see what the applicant says about how many of the spaces are divisible.
Commissioner Merriam stated that at the end of Director Goellner’s presentation, she had a list of
questionable uses. She noted that she had listed off adult, pawn shop and restaurants. She stated
that she is getting a mixed message regarding restaurants and asked what the message is on
restaurants in this area.
Director Goellner stated that she has mixed feelings about it because they do want restaurants but
they know that they can be very impactful to residents that live above. She stated that in her
opinion, they want restaurants on the exterior and she believes the Council is open to that without
a CUP, but they had not yet heard all this feedback from residents that are concerned about how
they will function in that space. She stated that she would think a CUP requirement would not
slow down a restaurant because they are pretty commonly used in the suburbs. She stated that
right now she would lean towards thinking restaurants are appropriate for a CUP because she wants
to protect the residents that live above these units.
Commissioner Merriam asked if that would be within the interior only or also along Lake Street
and Superior Boulevard as well.
Director Goellner stated that is a question for the Planning Commission to consider because there
are residences that face the exterior also.
Commissioner Flannigan asked if there were residences on the west block.
Director Goellner stated that there are residences on the west block.
Commissioner Iverson stated that if the City is also trying to drive traffic into that center block,
where Fly Feet is located and all the empty space, she thinks restaurants are a way to drive traffic
and there are a ton of amazing products out there that provide great soundproofing. She stated that
she wants to make sure that the City is not short sighted in disallowing restaurants in the middle
because it is a way to drive people in.
Commissioner Merriam agreed, and stated that she thinks this area needs restaurants. She stated
that she likes the City Council’s idea of opening it up along Lake Street and Superior Boulevard.
She asked about adult uses and pawn shops and whether the City was legally obligated to include
those in its code.
Director Goellner stated that adult uses need to be permitted somewhere in the City, and believes
that they are currently included in the C2 district, C3 and C4 districts. She stated that the C2
district is the Colonial Square Shopping Center, Cross Creek Shoppes, and The Village Shoppes.
She stated that the C3 district is along Wayzata Boulevard.
Commissioner Merriam asked if the City can choose one location and say this is the only place
where you can have adult usage.
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Director Goellner stated that would be fine and reasonable.
Commissioner Douglas asked for a definition of adult usage.
Director Goellner stated that the other common term for this is sexually oriented businesses
generally for people 18 years or older.
Commissioner Douglas asked about inclusion of pawn shops.
Director Goellner stated that pawn shops are a little bit different and the City doesn’t necessarily
have to allow them. She stated that pawn shops are usually pretty specific to a demographic trade
area and does not think the market would call for one in this area.
Chair Plantan reminded the Commission that the applicants are present and the public hearing still
needs to be held.
Commissioner Bashioum asked if there were any complaints about restaurants within the past year,
specifically the ones in the area.
Director Goellner stated that to her knowledge, the City has not received any complaints.
Commissioner Bashioum stated that she thinks that the Commission needs to take this into
consideration and not just assume that there will be problems with restaurant uses. She stated that
she does agree that soundproofing would be a good idea ,and thinks it would be nice if there were
a few more restaurant options.
Commissioner Flannigan asked Director Goellner to reiterate what the mission is for the
Commission regarding this request.
Director Goellner stated that there was the information proposed by the applicant for the proposed
PUD Amendment that is basically a list of permitted uses under 10,000 square feet. She stated
that she would like feedback from the Commission on whether they are willing to have staff write
a draft PC report and recommendation that includes the additional things mentioned in the staff
report, which included making it more detailed than what was proposed by the applicant.
Chair Plantan stated that there is a tenant interested in moving into the space and this issue is very
large and complicated. She asked if there was a way to break it up so the City can make it easier
for the tenant to get in, if the Commission feels it is a suitable use and then take a look at the PUD
in greater detail.
Director Goellner stated that the Commission could start tonight be making a list of things that
everyone is comfortable with in this location. She stated that if they could at least get that list
together that would be one way to move this forward. She stated for the other more complicated
issues that discussion could be brought back on a later date.
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Commissioner Iverson stated that she thinks there is more due diligence that needs to be done. She
stated that the City is kind of in a place with COVID-19 where there aren’t a lot of the residents
involved in City meetings. She stated that she thinks it is very important to get community
feedback on what is being discussed tonight and input on what other uses they would like to see
in this location. She stated that she has concerns about looking at this very massive thing without
bringing in the community on things as important as what uses will be permitted. She stated that
they have been vacant for a while and suggested that perhaps the City should wait until after
COVID-19 has passed when we can have people participate in meetings and provide feedback.
She stated that even if that process takes 6 months or a year, it would be worth it to really
understand how the community sees how this can be utilized versus just the City Council and the
Planning Commission trying to piece something together. She reiterated that this is a very big
issue and is a lot of space. She stated that these spaces really have an opportunity to service our
community, draw more business in, and she does not want the City to be short-sighted. She stated
that she would be happy to move forward with the dentist application today, but believes the rest
deserves more discussion and due diligence.
City Attorney Schelzel stated that he appreciates the concerns raised by Commissioner Iverson
that this is not the ideal time to try to get community input. He stated that on a procedural note,
there is an application for a PUD amendment that the Commission needs to make a
recommendation on to Council. He stated that it may be a situation where the Commission makes
a recommendation regarding this application, and there are other things that they can reserve
judgment on until a later date. He noted that staff felt most of the things being discussed were
digestable and related to the request. He reiterated that there is an application before the
Commission that needs a recommendation.
Director Goellner stated that she would like to see where the discussion goes and if the
Commission feels like they can move forward with some, but not all of it, that can be the path that
is taken.
Chair Plantan asked the applicant to speak about this application.
Applicant’s representative, Bill Hagstrom, Presbyterian Homes and Services, 2845 Hamline
Avenue, Roseville, stated that he tried to write down most of the things that the Commission has
brought up so far in order to answer their questions. He stated that they are willing to break down
the spaces into smaller units, but do not do that until they know what the tenant wants. He stated
that the great lawn and the pavilion, which is the indoor part of the great lawn, is actually operated
by the Master Association which is Presbyterian Homes, the motel, The Landing, the Regatta and
retail. He stated that the Master Association makes the decisions on renting or leasing the spaces
and is their goal to bring in as much of the community as they can to these spaces. He stated
typically there are about 140 parking spaces in each block. He stated that the parking in the east
block, is actually the hotel parking. He explained that there is enough parking for guests and also
another 140 spots for the retail use. He noted that there are “P” signs for parking, but he would go
back to an earlier comment that if there are 55 parking signs out there, it will look pretty shabby.
He stated that there are a decent number of signs, but they do try to limit it somewhat so signage
doesn’t take over the area. He stated that they did construct the buildings with shafts in certain
areas so there can be exhaust for restaurant spaces, so they may be something limited in where
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restaurants could be put. He stated that they will look into the possibility of creating residential
areas in the east block near the hotel. He stated that there are statements in the lease about nuisance
noise for Fly Feet. He noted that they have put in additional flooring to help with the vibration
and noise from people dropping the weights. He stated that they have had numerous resident
meetings with people in the area and talked about countless idea for things to come in. He stated
that the problem is that they come in as ideas, not leasees. He stated that at this point they are
doing their best to get anything they can and have focused a bit on service tenants.
Commissioner Douglas asked about the price point relative to Lake Street or Wayzata Boulevard
for retail.
Mr. Hagstrom stated that they are in the same price range as the mall across the street and negotiate
leases as needed.
Commissioner Bashioum asked for an example of micro-production.
Director Goellner stated that a micro-production business would typically be a brewery or a
distillery. She noted that it was added to the Code in 2015 when the craze began.
Commissioner Iverson asked about the marketing efforts that have been done to date and how
many applicants have approached interested in leasing space. She stated that she would like to
know how many have signed leases and how many have walked away.
Jessica Doherty, Mid-American Real Estate, 5353 Wayzata Boulevard, Applicant’s leasing agent,
stated that she has been part of the marketing team since the project was under construction. She
stated that they do keep all their records, so she can provide a list with specific numbers to the City
at a later time. She stated that from a marketing standpoint, it boils down to good, old-fashioned
cold calling. She stated that they have had upwards of 3 individuals working on this from a
marketing standpoint and gave some examples of how they contact prospective clients in ways
like mass e-mails and posting information on-line.
Commissioner Iverson asked how many applicants have approached them that it did not work out
for them to lease space.
Ms. Doherty reiterated that she would have to get back to the City with those specific numbers.
Commissioner Iverson stated that this information may not be relevant. She asked for pricing per
square foot and how the pricing compares to nearby areas such as Minnetonka or Excelsior.
Ms. Doherty stated that in the beginning, they were looking for a higher mark, closer to $40/square
foot range, but pre-COVID-19 were around $25/square foot. She stated that this can be negotiated
up or down depending on various factors. She stated that she believes the pricing is within line of
other retail that is within Wayzata and downtown Excelsior.
Commissioner Iverson asked what percentage of the build-out is covered by the landlord.
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Ms. Doherty stated that there is not a set amount and is all negotiable. She stated that they do not
offer anything specifically and it varies deal by deal.
Commissioner Parkhill asked how long they have been trying to lease these spaces.
Ms. Doherty stated that it has been longer than 10 years because their company has been involved
in the leasing efforts since it was under construction which began in 2008.
Commissioner Parkhill asked if there had been a number of businesses that have come in and not
made it.
Ms. Doherty agreed that, unfortunately, there have been some closures and failures.
Commissioner Parkhill stated that he worries about this and wants to try to help them get the retail
spaces filled with businesses that the community would like and can use. He stated that 10 years
is a pretty good try, and he feels the City needs to do everything in its power to help them get this
leased within the next few months rather than continuing to wait. He stated that the community
has had 10 years to chime in, and the City has recently received feedback from them. He stated
that he feels strongly that the City needs to help them open up some options in order to get people
through there and get some foot traffic in the area. He stated that he feels this will bring
revitalization back to that end of the City. He stated that he would definitely support the dental
office and feels restaurants should be allowed, specifically where there are the vents, and suggested
moving the restriction to 5,000 square feet. He stated that he would not support a pawn shop and
adult uses in this location. He noted that he also thinks fitness is a good use in this area. He stated
that he thinks childcare could be allowed with a CUP because of traffic flow. He stated that he
likes the idea of filling the space by The Landing with some residential in order to get that filled
up. He stated that retail has been tried for 10 years and now something needs to change in order
to get people in these spaces.
Commissioner Flannigan stated that he agrees with Commissioner Parkhill. He asked what the
current percentage of unleased retail space right now.
Mr. Hagstrom stated that they are about 60% leased.
Commissioner Flannigan asked what the percentage would be if it was considered to be going
well.
Ms. Doherty stated that they would like it to be 100% leased, but anything above 90% would be
considered to be going well.
Commissioner Flannigan reiterated that he agrees with Commission Parkhill and what the other
Commissioners have shared. He stated that he thinks there is a direction here for staff to consider.
He stated that there should also be a discussion about signage and utilization of the great lawn. He
stated that he understands that he is the one who said that they don’t want this area to become a
billboard, but he thinks there could be an opportunity with some strategically placed parking signs
to bring some people in.
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Commissioner Iverson stated that she wants to go on the record that she is not against moving
forward but also thinks the City needs to look at other things. She stated that she had done some
research and thinks other possible uses to consider would be things like: a community center, popup stores, an indoor farmer’s market, art center, food theme, or co-working space. She stated that
she wants the City to open up the possibilities of who can be invited in so this space can get filled.
She suggested that some of those possible uses be added to the list for consideration.
There being no questions from the Commission for the applicant, Chair Plantan opened the public
hearing on the application at 9:38 pm. She reiterated that instructions to be involved in the meeting
via Zoom.
Director Goellner stated there were no people that called in to the meeting that have asked to speak
at the public hearing.
There being no one wishing to comment on the application, Chair Plantan closed the public hearing
at 9:39 pm.
Chair Plantan asked for the Commission to share their questions and feedback on the application.
Commissioner Douglas stated that she agrees that people are open to the idea of switching out
from full retail and feels that people will support activity so our City looks alive. She stated that
she agrees with Commissioner Iverson that there may be even more possible things to be added to
the list, and she thinks it could be an open list because life changes and the City has to be adaptable
to change.
Director Goellner stated that she likes the idea that the City cannot predict every use that may be
compatible in this location. She stated that generally, if it is not listed in the Code that means you
cannot do it. She stated that she plans to work with City Attorney Schelzel on language that would
be appropriate and provides a bit of a window for some of the uses mentioned by the Commission
be allowed with a CUP.
Commissioner Douglas stated that she feels the City has done this exact thing with the 2040
Comprehensive Plan because it contains flexibility.
Commissioner Bashioum stated that there could also be something as simple as a cooking school
and likes the idea of work/live spaces with lofts on the other end because the more people there
are walking around, the more vibrant the City will feel. She stated that she supports opening up
to ideas beyond things that are strictly retail and likes Director Goellner’s idea to use some
language to supply some wiggle room.
Commissioner Iverson asked Ms. Doherty if they had looked at some of the possibilities that she
mentioned, or if they had thought outside the box on ways to get new tenants in place.
Ms. Doherty stated that they have and have tried to cast a wide net, but they have not yet had luck.
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Commissioner Iverson stated that she found one that created a dynamic, flexible sales area where
they have people come in and create an innovative space. She stated that they do it without
committing a long-term lease. She asked what the process would be for approving this and how
the dialogue can continue. She stated that she thinks the conversation needs to be larger than just
the approval of the dental office tonight. She stated that she thinks the conversation should
continue and feels that Mid-America is going to need to push a little harder and be a bit more
creative because there is nothing to lose because the space is already empty.
Director Goellner stated that she would like to bring this idea to Council and see if they agree on
the direction the Commission is suggesting. She stated that they are currently struggling with
resource management with all of the development going on, but perhaps in a few months, things
will lighten up and they can make room for something like this.
Commissioner Iverson asked if some of the ideas brought up tonight would be included on the list
or whether it would be an addendum in the future.
Director Goellner stated that she thinks she and City Attorney Schelzel would talk about some
general uses, and would add community center and a few of the other ideas that were mentioned.
City Attorney Schelzel stated that as long as it is a compatible use, it could be permitted as a CUP
and the applicant could make the case that this use makes sense and is compatible. He stated that
he thinks it is a balancing act, because the City doesn’t want to throw it wide open to just anything.
He stated that he thinks staff can brainstorm some language that would work.
Chair Plantan asked about the suggestion that the square footage be changed to 5,000 square feet
as discussed. She stated that she has concerns of opening it up to wide to have all uses available.
Director Goellner asked about the proposed size for the dental space.
Ms. Doherty stated that she believes it was bout 2,400 square feet.
Director Goellner stated that she feels the 5,000 square foot threshold may make sense, but it will
need a bit more analysis. She stated that she feels the Commission is comfortable with a dental
space in this size. She asked for further clarification from the Commission regarding restaurant
spaces. She asked how they would feel about restaurants over 5,000 square feet needing a CUP.
Chair Plantan noted that Mr. Hagstrom noted that there are only a few spaces that had the venting
shafts suitable for restaurants.
Ms. Doherty noted that the former Dough Room space is about 5,100 square feet.
There being no further discussion, Chair Plantan asked for a motion on the application.
Commissioner Parkhill made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Douglas, to direct staff to
prepare a draft Planning Commission Report and Recommendation with appropriate findings
reflecting a recommending of approval for The Promenade PUD Amendment to be reviewed and
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adopted at the next Planning Commission meeting, including the following uses and standards 1:
A dental clinic, 2. Restaurants under 5,100 square feet. 3. Do not allow pawn shops or adult uses,
5. Approve fitness and child care with a CUP if over 5,100 square feet, 6. Consider approval of
residential and work/live with a CUP, 7. Include a flexibility statement under the CUP guidelines
that would allow us to review other uses that may not be listed currently.
City Attorney Schelzel stated that he encouraged discussion on the motion, and noted that this is
more complicated than the typical application, so when this comes back for Commission approval,
it would be the hope to put it on the consent agenda, but the staff report will flag, precisely, what
is in the proposed PC report. He stated that the Council had talked about compatibility of uses, as
well and asked if that may be a friendly amendment that the Commission would entertain, since it
was important to Council.
Commissioner Douglas asked about what they take into consideration when they are leasing a
space and asked if they consider compatible uses like City Attorney Schelzel was referring to.
Ms. Doherty stated that this varies and noted that with the nail salon that is in the Regatta building,
they do have an agreement in their lease that Mid-America will not lease space to another nail
salon in the commercial space. She stated that they have allowed multiple hair salons, so some of
the restrictions have been block by block. She stated that there is not really a clear answer because
it can vary depending on each deal and how it is negotiated.
Commissioner Douglas suggested that this is something that City will need to outline then if it is
something that they want.
Commissioner Parkhill stated that he agrees, but for examples, likes it when more restaurants are
together, so he wouldn’t want to restrict that. He stated that he is not sure how to include that in
the motion.
Commissioner Flannigan stated that he feels this is usually negotiated with the lessee.
Commissioner Parkhill suggested that there be a CUP if there is one other “like” businesses there
already, other than restaurant and retail.
Ms. Doherty stated that is part of their evaluation because they don’t want to put in a retail tenant
that will eventually put out an existing tenant, so they are very mindful of that in their leasing
process to make sure that they are not leasing space in order to put someone else out of business.
City Attorney Schelzel stated that the comment from the Commission may be that they do not
recommend that restriction and wants to leave it to the landlord to manage. He stated that this may
be something that needs more research and consideration.
Chair Plantan asked if Commissioner Parkhill would consider adding language that there would
not be a “like” business on the same block.
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Commissioner Parkhill stated that he would be fine with that as long a they could go through the
CUP process. He suggested stating that if it going to be the same type of business, it has to go
through the CUP process.
Commissioner Bashioum stated that Director Goellner had used the term “compatible” which she
feels may solve the problem and keep it from being 4 banks and 3 salons in a row.
Commissioner Flannigan stated that there could be two seemingly non-compatible businesses
working a totally different clientele. He gave examples from a financial space where there is low
end investment and high-end investment, which would be totally compatible to sitting right next
to each other. He stated that he gets a little concerned about not allowing the free market to do
what it needs to do and feels it will all work itself out. He stated that he would support the motion,
as is. He stated that he just hopes that the Council will also get the feedback on the signage, the
opening of the great lawn and reiterated his concern about limiting businesses. He stated that eBay
has a lot of pawn shops throughout the country and they are all digital and doing a large amount
of business. He stated that this is a pawn shop that is doing business differently than the historic
pawn shop. He explained that some of them sell things on consignment and noted that he has
clients that are doing $40 million worth of business in a year. He stated that he is concerned about
limiting things when we are thinking of them in the historic sense because it limits the potential
for this space. He stated that he wants to make sure the Commission is not simply thinking of
things with outdated definitions or the way they were 5 years ago.
Commissioner Merriam stated that nothing was noted in the motion about restricting the uses on
Lake Street and Superior Boulevard. She stated that she thinks the discussion was to limit those
uses for retail and restaurants, but suggested that perhaps those could also be opened up to some
creative uses that may invite traffic.
Commissioner Parkhill stated that he is willing to add that to his motion.
Commissioner Iverson stated that she thinks it would be super fun during COVID-19 to open up a
store where people can try to make those bakery things like they do on the show Nailed It.
City Attorney Schelzel stated that there is a suggested amendment by Commissioner Merriam
which Commissioner Parkhill accepted, but noted that the seconder needs to accept this
amendment as well.
Commissioner Douglas stated that she does not think the City should tie the leasing company down
to retail along Lake Street.
Commissioner Merriam stated that she understands her concern and feels perhaps it should be
Lake Street up until the hotel area.
Commissioner Parkhill amended the motion to include 8, To limit the use along Lake Street as
outlined by staff that excludes the east building areas, Commissioner Douglas amended her second.
Director Goellner completed a roll call vote on the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
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Emily Goellner
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Karen Quast <karenmquast@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, September 8, 2020 3:38 PM
Public Comment
Wayzata Planning Meeting-Promenade land uses

I am the President of Regatta Bay Residences Homeowners Association. Our community comments regarding
the use of the leased spaces are mostly regarding companies that may cause noise issues for our owners and
residents. Our biggest concern would be exercise/ workout facilities. Currently Flyfeet is in the southeast
corner under our homes. Both Flyfeet and the Regatta have each incurred expenses including, legal,
engineering, and sound proofing that have been in the tens of thousands of dollars each to resolve sound
issues. Probably totaling well over one hundred thousand dollars.
Our owners are aware we live in a mixed use area, but this sound issue was excessive according to sound
engineers and problematic for everyone involved. Not knowing exactly what the City of Wayzata and Wayzata
Bay Senior Housing, Inc. will be discussing and deciding, I was asked to express our community’s concerns. I
also wanted to add that the management company/leasing company was not helpful as we tried to resolve this
issue, and I am sure the owner of Flyfeet would agree. We were left to “fight it out” with no assistance from
Mid America or Presbyterian Homes. As much as Flyfeet has tried to change the way they hoped to conduct
business when they opened, and then tried to change their plan by having classes outside during government
mandates, we still occasionally have sound issues. In my opinion, this arrangement has not been fair to them
either.
I don’t know a lot of details, but when Solid Core was located next to Twiggs Salon in the Promenade there
were sound issues between this two businesses also. I had several conversations with those two business
managers as we tried to resolve our issue with Flyfeet.
We understand these spaces need to be leased. We want vacancies filled too providing a vibrant community
with useful retail and services we can all enjoy. Again, we wanted to share concerns before this type of situation
would be allowed to happen again.
Sincerely,
Karen Quast
612-749-8050

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

Jim Getchell <jamesgetchell@aol.com>
Monday, October 5, 2020 3:19 PM
Emily Goellner
Karen Quast; Jim Getchell
Promenade comments

Hello Emily ‐ After speaking with you a couple of weeks ago, I understand that you are still interested in comments
regarding the Planning Board’s review of the Promenade uses.
I have reviewed the documents that you forwarded to our Regatta President, Karen Quast. As a owner of a Regatta
condo, I believe that any uses of the retail space below our residents should carefully consider the impact of noise in our
concrete construction. The issues that Regatta has experienced with the Fly Feet operation is an example of how the
noise is amplified in a concrete building, causing significant nuisances to the surrounding businesses and residents.
Future uses should be permitted only if they do not create unnecessary disturbances to the building. Office, retail and
service uses are unlikely to have this effect, based on the nature of their use. However high impact fitness centers do by
their nature create issues in these adjacent settings.
As a side comment, would the City consider the conversion of the excess retail space to new residential use (similar to
the Blue building with sidewalk residents? It appears that we have substantially more retail space that we will likely
need, especially given the shift to on‐line business models.
Thank you for listening to our thoughts. We think the Promenade area is a wonderful place, and we are especially
appreciative of the many recreational uses of the Great Lawn by large numbers of residents and visitors.
Jim Getchell, 875 Lake Street N., Wayzata.
Sent from my iPad

1
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Staff Report
September 8, 2020
Project Name:

Promenade of Wayzata

Applicant:

Wayzata Bay Senior Housing, Inc.

Representative:

Bill Hagstrom

Request:

Planned Unit Development (PUD) Amendment

Address:

801 Lake Street East

Prepared by:

Emily Goellner, Community Development Director
Nick Kieser, Assistant Planner

“60 Day” Deadline:

October 18, 2020

Development Application
Project Background
The final phase of the Promenade of Wayzata at Superior Boulevard and Lake Street was
completed in 2018. The development received initial City Council approval in 2008 as a
Planned Unit Development, which removed the existing shopping area (Wayzata Bay Center)
and created a new mixed use development that permitted:
 130,000 square feet of retail use
 255 senior housing units
 155 conventional housing units (condominiums or apartments)
 25,070 square feet of office use
 80-100 room limited service hotel
The subject of this PUD Amendment is to clarify and expand the list of permitted uses on the
ground floor of several buildings in the Promenade of Wayzata PUD (the “Promenade” or
“PUD”). These spaces comprise the 130,000 square feet of “retail space” identified in the PUD
General Plan approved in 2008.
Since approval of the PUD, the owner of the Promenade, represented by Bill Hagstrom of
Wayzata Bay Senior Housing, Inc. (associated with Presbyterian Homes), has worked with
leasing agents at Mid-America Real Estate to lease the retail spaces in the PUD. They have
noted that it’s challenging to attract and retain retail tenants due to the large amount of square
footage designated for retail use in the PUD, as well as the “Wayzata-unique” aspects of this
market. They also note how retail has evolved over the past decade since the PUD was
approved.
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The Promenade leasing team has said they’ve had more success attracting and retaining
service-based businesses that still bring foot traffic to the site. A list of current tenants within
the PUD is provided in this report.
The applicant has thus requested that the City consider a change to the PUD that would allow
for expanding the types of uses permitted on the ground floor of the buildings within the PUD
beyond strictly retail to include offices, service businesses, clinics, childcare, food
establishments, and health/wellness uses. While some of this has already been occurring for
uses compatible with retail, staff has concluded that this PUD amendment process should
take place so that community input can be gathered through a public hearing, and the decision
about the expanded uses can be made by City Council and formalized as an amendment to
the PUD. This expansion and clarity on types of uses allowed in the PUD will assist the leasing
agent and staff respond to future leasing opportunities with more clarity. Currently, a dental
office, Wayzata Dental, is interested in space on the East Block of the PUD (see site map
attached). Staff has told the applicant that a dental office is currently not a permitted use within
the PUD and would need to be permitted as part of this PUD Amendment.
Property Information*
Address
PID
801 Lake Street East
06-117-22-42-0102
350 Superior Blvd
06-11722-42-0107
*additional tax parcels are located within this PUD,
condominiums
Zoning District:
2040 Comp Plan Designation:

Owner
Wayzata Bay Senior Housing, Inc.
Wayzata Bay West All Age Hsg
including those associated with the

Planned Unit Development
Downtown Mixed Use District

Project Location
The PUD is located within the intersections of Lake Street, Superior Blvd, and Circle A Drive:
Map 1: Aerial Photograph of Area, 2019

Map 2: Aerial Photograph of Site, 2019

Source: Hennepin County Interactive Property Map
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Application Requests
The applicant is requesting approval of the following item:
PUD Amendment: Section 933.09 of the Zoning Ordinance requires that any
deviation or modification from the terms or conditions of an approved PUD
permit shall require a PUD Amendment. The same application and hearing
procedure for an amendment of a PUD permit is followed as is followed with a PUD
Concept Plan. The PUD Amendment the applicant is requesting is to expand the
list of uses permitted on the ground floor of several buildings from strictly “retail use”
as outlined later in this Report.
Comprehensive Plan
The 2040 Comprehensive Plan land use designation for the subject property is Downtown
Mixed Use which is a designation that was specifically created for the Promenade PUD. This
category provides for a mixture of commercial uses, condominiums, and senior living units.
The density range is 20 to 30 units per acre. The breakdown for this designation is 60 percent
commercial, including office or retail, and 40 percent residential.
Adjacent Land Uses
Direction

Adjacent Use

North

Office/Apartment Units

East

Single-family
homes/Apartment
Units
Shopping Center

South
West

Restaurant/Townhome
s/Shops

Zoning

Comp Plan Land Use
Designation

C-1 Office and Limited
Mixed Use CommercialCommercial District/R-5
Residential/HighAverage Density Multiple
Density Residential
Residential
R-3A Single and Two Family
Central Core
Residential District/R-5 Average Residential/High Density
Density Multiple Residential
Residential
C-2 Shopping Center Business Central Business District
District
Institutional/PUD/C-4B Central
Institutional/Public/Medi
Business District
um Density
Residential/Central
Business District

Public Hearing Notice
The public hearing notice was mailed to all property owners located within at least 500 feet of
the subject property on August 26, 2020. The public hearing notice was published in the Sun
Sailor on August 27, 2020.
Analysis of Application
City staff has reviewed the pertinent information and City Code requirements for the proposed
PUD Amendment, and provides the following analysis and information:
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PUD Amendment Application
The applicant is requesting that the following uses within the PUD be “permitted uses”, and
any approvals needed with new tenants be handled administratively (rather than approving
each use through an amendment to the PUD, including a public hearing and City Council
review and approval), but only if these uses are (i) located on the ground floor of a building;
and (ii) less than 10,000 square feet:
 retail
 service businesses
 office
 clinic (medical/dental/chiropractic/esthetic)
 child care
 restaurant/deli
 specialty food/grocery
 fitness/spa/massage/health/wellness centers
Staff has looked at additional changes that could be a part of the PUD Amendment, discussed
below in this Report, which include:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Referencing the permitted uses allowed in the C-4 District
Prohibiting conglomerations of uses
Requiring retail in areas that front Lake Street and Superior Blvd
Requiring a CUP for any use in excess of 10,000 sq. ft.
Requiring a CUP for fitness, childcare, micro-production facilities, and drive-through
facilities for banks or savings and loan associations

Existing Tenants at Promenade of Wayzata
A breakdown of the existing tenants of the Promenade as listed below. There is a mix of office,
retail, restaurant, and salons/barbers in the Promenade currently.
Block

Current Tenants

Sq. Ft.

C-4 District Categorization

North

Barber’s Inn
State Farm Insurance
Sotheby’s
Anthropologie
Twigg’s Salon
Truce Juice
Benedict’s Morning Heroes
Nonna’s
360 Financial
Ninetwentyfive
Dry Bar
18/8 Salon
Fly Feet

884
984
4,306
9,691
2,728
1,215
5,346
8,387
2,876
4,000
1,651
1,655
4,837

Barber Shop
Office
Office
Wearing Apparel Stores
Beauty Parlor
Coffee Shop
Restaurant
Childcare not listed in C-4
Office
Restaurant
Beauty Parlor
Beauty Parlor/Barber Shop
Fitness Establishment
(Conditional Use in C-4)

Superior
West

Pavilion
East

Plaza
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Block

Current Tenants

Suite Nails
Beauty Ecology
Source: Mid-America Real Estate Minnesota, 2020

Sq. Ft.

C-4 District Categorization

1,207
1,286

Beauty Parlor
Beauty Parlor

There are two vacant spaces within the Promenade buildings that are larger than 10,000
square feet. The property owner notes that it would be supportive of reserving the spaces
along Lake Street and Superior Boulevard for restaurant and retail only to maintain a vibrant
presence on the main streets.
Council Workshop
The City Council held a workshop with staff and the applicant on the possible changes to the
PUD on September 1.
At the workshop, the Council discussed some of the background of the PUD, including the
historical concerns about retail and vibrancy in the area, and generally expressed a desire to
preserve and grow the retail and restaurant uses along Lake Street and Superior Blvd.
There was less concern about the current uses and locations of tenants in the Promenade.
The Council expressed a desire to look at more flexibility of uses within the PUD, particularly
if the focus of Lake Street and Superior Blvd remained retail.
Council also noted concern about conglomeration of like uses – for example, too many nail
salons in close proximity, too many clinics making the area a medical rather than a
shopping/eating/entertainment destination, or too many offices that lack the vibrancy and foot
traffic desired for the area.
Referencing the C-4 Zoning District Uses
The C-4 Central Business Zoning District is intended to provide a district that accommodates
those retail, service, and office functions which are characteristic to a "downtown" area and
to allow the present downtown area to expand, develop and redevelop, with emphasis on
specialty shops and office uses. Planned commercial development will be encouraged so as
to provide a cohesive and unified Central Business District in general accordance with the
Comprehensive Plan.
Staff recommends that the uses permitted on the ground floor of the PUD include the
permitted uses listed in the C-4 Central Business Zoning District (with additional criteria listed
below to address noise and hours of operation). Using the existing City Code regulations as
much as possible will:
 Create continuity between the regulations of the downtown-oriented areas of this PUD
and other properties in the downtown area
 Make administration is more straightforward for staff
 Give the leasing agents for the PUD more clarity in determining what tenants to pursue
 As the C-4 District is modernized and updated as part of the upcoming Zoning Study,
the use list for the Promenade will also be modernized and updated automatically
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The list that the applicant has provided aligns well with the list of uses in the C-4 District

Conglomeration
Staff believes that the conglomeration of too many similar businesses in one shopping area
of the PUD is unlikely to occur due to market competition and restrictions that are likely to be
present in lease agreements, but the City could address this concern by also including a
minimum distance requirement between same or similar uses within the PUD as part of the
proposed PUD Amendment. For example: All clinics, fitness centers, offices, and service
businesses within the PUD must have a minimum distance of 500 feet from the same or similar
use.
Noise and Hours of Operation
All tenants and residents within the PUD must comply with the Building Code, Zoning Code,
and lease agreement requirements regarding noise. However, requiring that certain uses are
allowed only as conditional uses can ensure that noise-reducing insulation, hours of
operations, and other reasonable requirements could be imposed to reduce noise impacts on
nearby residents, business owners, and visitors.
Requiring Retail Oriented Uses Along Lake St and Superior Blvd.
Under the staff recommendation, uses listed in the C-4 District as permitted would be
permitted anywhere on the ground floor of buildings in the PUD. However, in the areas that
front Lake Street and Superior Boulevard, as shown on the map attached to this Report, only
retail and restaurant uses would be permitted.
Conditional Uses
Staff further recommends that the following types of uses be allowed as conditional uses,
which would require a CUP under the process of Ch. 904 of the Zoning Ordinance:
1. Any single tenant use that exceeds 10,000 square feet in size
2. Multi-family Residential on the East Block, as shown in the attached map
3. Childcare
4. Micro-Production Facilities
5. Drive-in facilities for banks or savings and loan associations
6. Fitness Establishments
Questions to Consider:
1. Has the expansion uses on the ground floor of buildings in the PUD over the last few
years to include services, fitness, childcare, and other similar uses been working well
in light of the Comprehensive Plan guidance for the area? Should the types of uses
presently occurring in the PUD continue to be permitted?
2. To what extent should the list of uses permitted in the C-4 Zoning District apply to the
Promenade? Should all of them be permitted or should any exceptions be made?
Should any of those permitted uses be listed as conditional uses that would require a
CUP?
3. Should storefronts along Lake Street and Superior Boulevard be reserved for only retail
and restaurants in order to maintain foot traffic and vibrancy on the main streets?
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Action Steps
Staff is requesting that the Planning Commission make findings and recommendations on
both the Applicant’s request and the additional criteria that staff is recommending.
After considering the items outlined in this report and the public hearing held at the meeting,
the Planning Commission should direct staff to prepare a Planning Commission Report and
Recommendation, with appropriate findings and recommendations on the PUD Amendment
request and Staff’s additional recommendations, for review and adoption at the next Planning
Commission meeting.
Attachments
Applicant’s Narrative and Supporting Data
Site Plan - Promenade of Wayzata
Chapter 978 - C-4 Central Business Zoning District - Permitted and Conditional Uses
Permitted Land Use Map - Promenade - Proposed

Page 214 of 230

PUD Amendment – Promenade of Wayzata – 801 Lake St E
Page 8 of 9
Applicable Code Provisions for Review
Staff has analyzed the facts provided by the applicant in comparison with the criteria for
approval.
Zoning District Amendment
Because the PUD Amendment would change the uses allowed in the Promenade PUD
District, the following criteria of Sec. 903.02.F should be considered:
The Planning Commission shall consider possible adverse effects of the proposed
amendment. Its judgment shall be based upon (but not limited to) the following factors:
1. The proposed action in relation to the specific policies and provisions of the
official City Comprehensive Plan.
2. The proposed use's conformity with present and future land uses of the area.
3. The proposed use's conformity with all performance standards contained herein
(i.e., parking, loading, noise, etc.).
4. The proposed use's effect on the area in which it is proposed.
5. The proposed use's impact upon property value in the area in which it is
proposed.
6. Traffic generation by the proposed use in relation to capabilities of streets
serving the property.
7. The proposed use's impact upon existing public services and facilities including
parks, schools, streets, and utilities, and the City's service capacity.
The Wayzata City Code notes that uses which are not specifically listed in a Zoning District
are prohibited.
PUD Plan Amendment
Because the PUD Amendment is limited to changes in uses within the PUD, many of the
applicable criteria for evaluating a PUD Concept Plan do not apply, and thus the criteria listed
here from Sec. 933.01 go to the proposed changes in types, mixtures and ratios of uses.
The PUD process, by allowing deviation from the strict provisions of this 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.
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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.
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Retail|Service Space For Lease
Wayzata, MN
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Now Leasing

Features
15 Acre Site

Superior Block

Sotheby’s International Realty

111,000 SF Retail|Service Space

West Block

92 Room Boutique Hotel - The Landing

Anthropologie
Benedict’s
Truce Juice
Nonna’s Montesorri
360 Financial
Twiggs Salon

Plaza Block
Beauty Ecology
Suite Nails
Fly Feet Running

26 Conventional Residential Apartment Units
90 Market Rate Condominiums
261 Senior Housing Units
Fully Heated Private Streets and Sidewalks
Structured Parking 5/1,000 SF plus
Parallel Parking Throughout - 75 Stalls

North Block
Barber’s Inn
State Farm

East Block

The Hotel Landing
Restaurant Nine Twenty-Five
18|8 Fine Men’s Salon
Drybar
Wayzata Dental

Demographics
1 mile		

3 mile		

5 mile		

7 mile

Population

3,890		33,201		103,001

234,971

Daytime Pop.

7,557		33,861		122,779

246,449

Average Income $132,937

$141,763

$132,187

$121,508
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Site
Plan

Monument Signage

North
Block
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Block

Barber’s
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Engel Street

Monument Sign Lake Street E | 11,500 VPD

Lake Street North

The Great
Lawn

1,689 SF

Engel Street

12,950 SF
divisible

1,787 SF

Plaza
Block

Pavilion

West
Block

1,529 SF

3,221 SF

Promenade Avenue

1,463 SF

Mill Street
5,107 SF

Superior Boulevard | 8,

900 V

PD

1,920 SF

23,521 SF
divisible

East
Block

6,188 SF
divisible

2,524
SF

Monument Sign
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Superior
Block

NORTH
Block

SUPERIOR
Block

Presbyterian
Home Campus

Engle Street

Lake Street North

Engle Street

Pavilion

Promenade Avenue

West
Block

Features

PLAZA
Block

Mill Street

The Great
Lawn

26,904 SF Available 1/1/20

EAST
Block

Residential
Lobby

ev
ar
d

Lake Street

145 Parking Stalls Over Two Levels

Promenade Avenue

k
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ul

Residential
Parking

Available
1,920 SF

Commercial
Parking

Available
23,521 SF (Divisible)

Mill Street

90 Units
Independent 55+ Apartments

Separate Below Grade
Residential Parking

Available
1,463 SF

Walkway to Parking
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Mech.
Room

West Block
Features

Promenade Avenue

9,857 SF Available

Resident
Lobby
Resident Lobby

Available
1,529 SF

Walkway to
Parking

Lake Street E

p

Su

26 Luxury Conventional
Residential Apartment Units

73 Independent 55+ Apartments

Hard Corner on Lake Street E and
Superior Blvd

206 Parking Stalls
Over Two Levels

Walkway to Parking

d
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Separate Below Grade
Residential Parking

NORTH
Block

SUPERIOR
Block

Pavilion

Presbyterian
Home Campus

Engle Street

Pavilion

West
Block

Lake Street North

The Great
Lawn

Engle Street

PLAZA
Block

Mill Street

Promenade Avenue

Superior Boulevard

Trash
Room

Available
3,221 SF

Commercial
Parking

Available
5,107 SF

Residential
Parking

Mill Street

EAST
Block

Lake Street
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Plaza Block

Commercial
Parking

Mech. Room

Features

Residential
Parking

14,737 SF Available

Available
12,950 SF
(Divisible)

Available
1,787 SF

Commercial
Parking

Walkway to
Parking

Engel Street

Mech. Room

59 Luxury, Market Rate
Condominiums
100% occupied
Overlooks The Great Lawn with
Visibility to Lake Street E
105 Parking Stalls
Over Two Levels

Condo Lobby

Separate Below Grade
Residential Parking
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NORTH
Block

SUPERIOR
Block

Barber’s
Inn

Presbyterian
Home Campus

100% Leased

163 Assisted & Memory Care Units

Engle Street

West
Block

Pavilion

Mill Street

Lake Street North

The Great
Lawn

Lake Street

Engle Street

PLAZA
Block
Promenade Avenue

Promenade Avenue

Trash
Room

Walkway to Parking

EAST
Block

Ample Street Parking Surrounding
Block
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NORTH
Block

SUPERIOR
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Features

Presbyterian
Home Campus

Commercial | Residential
Parking

Ready for Buildout

Engle Street

PLAZA
Block
Lake Street North

The Great
Lawn

Lake Street

Available
1,689 SF

10,401 SF Available
Engle Street

Pavilion

West
Block

Promenade Avenue

Mill Street

EAST
Block

The Landing
92 Room Boutique Hotel
Limited Services
Spa & Restaurant
Managed by Hay Creek Hotels
31 Luxury Market Rate
Condominiums

Walkway to
Parking

Walkway to
Parking

Hotel Lobby

Corner of Lake Street E and
Engel Street
Overlooks The Great Lawn
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6,188 SF
(Divisible)

Lake Street E

Available
2,524 SF

232 Parking Stalls
Over Two Levels
Separate Below Grade
Residential Parking
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Join us at

Superior Blvd. & Lake Street | Wayzata, MN

Contact Us
Jesseka Doherty

952.563.6693
jdoherty@midamericagrp.com

Stefanie Meyer

952.563.6677
smeyer@midamericagrp.com

5353 Wayzata Boulevard | Suite 650 | Minneapolis MN 55416 | www.midamericagrp.com
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CHAPTER 978 - C-4 CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT
CODE OF ORDINANCES
CITY OF WAYZATA, MINNESOTA

978.01 - Purpose. The C-4 District is intended to provide a district accommodating those retail, service
and office functions which are characteristic to a "downtown" area and to allow the present downtown
area to expand, develop and redevelop, with emphasis on specialty shops and office uses. Planned
commercial development as provided for in this Ordinance will be encouraged so as to provide a
cohesive and unified central business district in general accordance with the Comprehensive Plan.
978.02 - Permitted Uses. Subject to applicable provisions of this Ordinance, the following are permitted
uses in a "C-4" District:
A.

Adult Use—Accessory.

B.

Antique shops.

C.

Appliance sales or service stores.

D.

Art galleries or studios.

E.

Art supply, school supply, book or stationery stores.

F.

Bakeries, provided the room or rooms containing the preparation and baking process shall not have
a gross floor area in excess of 2,400 square feet.

G.

Banks, savings, lending or other financial institutions.

H.

Barber shops.

I.

Beauty parlors.

J.

Blueprinting, photostatting or instant printing establishments under 2,000 square feet in gross floor
area.

K.

Business machine sales or service stores.

L.

Camera and photo stores.

M.

Candy or ice cream stores.

N.

Carpet and rug stores (sample showrooms only).

O.

Catering establishments.

P.

Clothes pressing or tailoring shops.

Q.

Department stores.

R.

Drug stores.

S.

Dry cleaning receiving and pick up or laundry self-service establishments, excluding commercial
laundering and dry-cleaning.

T.

Florist shops.

U.

Food, grocery, meat, fish, bakery or delicatessen stores.

V.

Furniture stores.

W.

Hardware stores.
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CHAPTER 978 - C-4 CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT Permitted and Conditional Uses

X.

Hobby stores.

Y.

Interior decorating studios.

Z.

Jewelry stores.

AA.

Laboratories (medical or dental).

BB.

Leather goods or luggage shops.

CC.

Libraries.

DD.

Locksmith shops.

EE.

Medical or dental clinics.

FF.

Newsstands which are not free-standing.

GG.

"Off-sale" liquor stores.

HH.

Offices, including both business and professional uses.

II.

"On-sale" liquor stores.

JJ.

Optical stores.

KK.
LL.

Paint or wallpaper stores.
Parking or garages, other than those accessory to a principal use, for the parking and storage of
private passenger automobiles only.

MM.

Pawn shops.

NN.

Pet shops.

OO.

Phonograph, record or sheet music stores.

PP.

Photography studios.

QQ.

Picture framing or picture stores.

RR.

Pipe tobacco shops.

SS.

Post offices.

TT.

Public utility service stores.

UU.

Restaurants excluding the service of liquor and excluding convenience food establishments.

VV.

Schools, such as music, dance, business or vocational schools.

WW.

Sporting goods stores.

XX.

Taxidermy shops.

YY.

Theaters, excluding drive-ins.

ZZ.

Variety, gift, notion or soft good stores.

AAA.

Wearing apparel stores.

BBB.

Coffee shops

CCC.

Municipal parks and playgrounds.

DDD.

Upper

story

dwelling

units

subject

the

density

standards

of

the

R-5

District.
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