MINUTES OF THE

ORONO CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Monday, April 12, 2021
6: 00 o' clock p.m.

ROLL CALL

The Orono City Council met on the above- mentioned date with the following members present: Mayor
Dennis Walsh, City Council Members Matt Johnson, Richard Crosby, III, and Victoria Seals, and Aaron
Printup( arrived at 6: 23 p. m.). Representing Staff were City Attorney Soren Mattick, Community
Development Director Jeremy Barnhart, City Administrator Adam Edwards, Finance Director Ron Olson.

Mayor Walsh called the meeting to order at 6: 00 p. m., followed by the Pledge of Allegiance.
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

CONSENT AGENDA

1. CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES OF MARCH 29, 2021
2. CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES OF MARCH 8, 2021— AMENDED

3. CLAIMSBILLS

4. NOTICE OF TERMINATION OF FIRE CONTRACTS WITH LONG LAKE
5. APPOINTMENT OF MAINTENANCE WORKER

6. APPOINTMENT OF 2021 SEASONAL EMPLOYEES V4
7. APPROVAL OF PUBLIC WORKS SUPERINTENDENT POSITION AND RECRUITMENT
8. AMENDMENTS RELATED TO BUILDING CODE ADMINISTRATION— ORDINANCE NO.

255, THIRD SERIES
9. DOCK LICENSE FOR DOCK SITE B
10. LA21- 000018— GLENN& NANCY SOLIE, 3500 BAYSIDE ROAD, CONDITIONAL USE

PERMIT—RESOLUTION NO. 7184
11. LA21- 000019— TODD ZIESMER, 3440 BAYSIDE ROAD, CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT—

RESOLUTION NO. 7185
12. LA21- 000020— JACOB BROWN, 4085 WATERTOWN RD, VARIANCES— RESOLUTION

NO. 7186
13. LA21- 000022— ALLIANCE BUILDERS OB/O EFIM SHUKALOVICH, 15 STUBBS BAY
ROAD, PID 3211823340006, VARIANCES—RESOLUTION NO. 7187

14. LA21- 000021— JOHN NEWELL OB/O STEPHEN AND JOHN NEWELL, 1485 6TH
AVENUE N, PRELIMINARY PLAT—RESOLUTION NO. 7188

Crosby moved, Seals seconded, to approve the Consent Agenda as submitted. VOTE: Ayes 4, Nays
0.
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PUBLIC COMMENTS
There were no public comments.

PRESENTATION

15. SENATOR OSMEK UPDATE

Senator Osmek said the October bonding bill had a bonding request that was successful for the City of
Orono, reached the Governor' s desk, and received a signature. This time around, he is focusing on a
roundabout on Highway 41 just south of 7 near the middle school. He noted he also has a lot of bonding
requests for water issues; the City of Mound' s aquifer has a manganese issue and they are working to see
what can be done. Fortunately, Senator Osmek does not think Orono is in the same aquifer as there are
many different layers to tap into. He noted last year and this year they passed a Senate file with bipartisan
support to change the emergency order rules for the Governor of Minnesota. Last year it passed with one
Democrat vote and this year he received four or five Democrat votes to change it. As the Council is

aware the State is under emergency orders by the Governor; Senator Osmek noted there are over 40 states
that are currently reviewing how their emergency powers work; he said they will be looking at whether
the legislative branch should become a more co- equal branch. Senator Osmek clarified right now the
emergency

order can

only be

rescinded

if the House

and

Senate

vote

to

remove

them—

they are passive;

Senator Osmek' s bill changed it so they are active. Every 30 days the Governor has to come to the Senate
and House for their approval to extend his orders after the first 30 days. He noted they all agreed at the
beginning of this emergency that it made sense, there was not one Republican that complained that they
needed to get those hospitals prepared and the emergency orders were needed for the first 30 and 60 days.
After that, it has significantly changed. He noted the Governor should want this because it makes the
legislative branch become part of the solution. Right now if one party has control of one of the bodies
and decides not to bite the hand of their Governor, they will not pass anything and remove those

emergency orders. This would put both branches of the legislative branch as active participants to
approve these extensions— they would all be in the same boat. Senator Osmek stated they are
approaching 13 months and everything the Governor is doing can be legislated but there is not incentive
for the executive branch to engage with the legislative branch to create the legislation and rules to make

that happen. Another bill he is working on is for felons that are exiting corrections. A friend of Senator
Osmek works with felons and when they are released after incarceration there are a number of barriers
which creates recidivism issues. For example, if one is incarcerated for five years, their photo I.D. often

expires, they lose track of where their social security card is, they do not have a listing of fines and
penalties they are responsible for. What this legislation is doing is making is easier for felons who are
trying to change their lives, going on to parole, trying to become taxpayers. He said this bill is a list of
things the Department of Corrections has to

have— for lack

of a

better term— a" take home packet" which

creates a checklist of things that have to be done. If one does not have a social security card, three

months before they leave incarceration they will be provided assistance and get a copy of it as they must
have it to get a job; it is the same with a driver' s license or picture I.D. All of these things need to be

done to reduce the amount of recidivism of going back into prison. Senator Osmek said this is the right

thing to do and clarified it does not allow felons to vote, if a felon completes their felony sentence and
completes parole, they automatically get their right to vote back. This bill helps people stay out of the
system and he hopes this bill will get through.
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15. SENATOR OSMEK UPDATE— Continued

Crosby said the intersection by Minnetonka Middle School is very dangerous and it is great that Senator
Osmek is working on it.
PLANNING DEPARTMENT REPORT( PLANNING COMMISSION REPRESENTATIVE
MARK MCCUTCHEON)

16. LA21- 000016— Schimmel Construction

o/ b/ o

David&

Kathryn Wiemer, 1405 Rest Point Road,

Variances

David&

Kathryn Wiemer, Applicants, were present.

Barnhart presented a summary packet of information and shared that the Planning Commission
recommended denial of the variances. The project includes an addition on to the south side of the

property and a deck on the lakeside portion. At the time the Commission reviewed it there was a rear
street yard setback, a

lake

setback( most of

the house is in the 0- 75),

and also a hardcover variance; the

Commission did not have a lot of issue for the addition portion of the project but did have concerns with

the additional hardcover. Since the Planning Commission meeting, the Applicant has revised their project
and removed the need for the hardcover variance. They still need a straight rear yard setback and the lake
yard setback. Staff has changed the recommendation for denial to the Planning Commission to an
approval of the project based on those changes.
Walsh asked about the otheriece
p

getting closer to the lake; he believes it is the stairway.

Barnhart noted the Applicant is proposing some changes to the deck including some flagstone pathways
within the 0- 75 instead of a structure.

Johnson asked if they are changing existing hardcover.
Barnhart replied they were conforming in hardcover and with the proposed addition they would be above
the hardcover limit. Now

they have

adjusted

the

drawing

so

they

are at

the 25% maximum for hardcover.

Crosby asked how much of the existing hardcover is within the 0- 75.

Barnhart pointed it out on screen and said it is somewhat challenging to fit some hardcover without some
of it in the 0- 75.

Walsh noted that was his concern and he spoke to the Applicant after the last Council meeting and said if
can get it in to the 25%
and knowing that the house is within the 0- 75 they do not want anything to

they

get any closer than it is today.
Barnhart shared the Applicant reduced the size of the deck proposal 240 square feet to make it fit.

111
Page 3

of

15

MINUTES OF THE

ORONO CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Monday, April 12, 2021

6: 00 o' clock p.m.

16. LA21- 000016— Schimmel Construction

o/ b/ o

David & Kathryn Wiemer, 1405 Rest Point Road,

Variances— Continued

David and Kathryn Wiemer thanked the Council and said the feedback and guidance from the Planning

Commission and Ms. Curtis has been extremely helpful to come up with the revised plan. Given the
challenges of

the lot

with

the lake and road setbacks, the

revised plan now meets

that 25% hardcover

requirement and will also work for the goal of having a four season porch and have a deck to enjoy the
outdoor areas of the yard without sinking in to the ground in their chairs.
Johnson moved, Seals seconded, to approve LA21- 000016, 1405 Rest Point Road, Variances
VOTE: Ayes 4, Nays 0.

17. LA21- 000017— Joseph&

Joseph&

Sara Thull, 480 Big Island, Permit for Dock City on ROW( Bay Place)

Sara Thull, Applicants, were present.

Barnhart presented a summary packet of information and said the Applicants are owners of an inland lot
on Big Island and have requested a permit to place a dock on City right-of-way as allowed by Section 78567. They have been unable to locate a suitable private easement agreement and are asking for the
permit. The proposed location of the dock coincides with another dock and the approval for that dock in

1986 was approved with a condition that any other request for a dock revokes that permit issued.
Planning Commission heard testimony and ultimately voted to deny the request with a vote of 5- 1- 1.
There has been significant public interest in this application. The staff report summarizes the main

concerns including a lot of record buildability, tree removal, wetland issues, and access for construction.
Based on the standards in the code, Staff recommends approval subject to the six conditions outlined in
the staff memo, which includes the Lake Minnetonka Conservation District( LMCD) approval. The

permit is to be valid for one year and can then be reevaluated as necessary. The dockage rights
accommodate two boats. Winter storage for the dock would be approved by City Staff as it likely would

be impactful of some of the right-of-way in that area. Staff also suggests a minimum width for the dock
of six feet and no canopy included. Barnhart noted this project identified the need to look at the dock use
for all of these inland lots comprehensively and Staff is looking for feedback from the Council to look
into that solution long-term.

Walsh was at the Planning Commission meeting and said personally, he is not here today to make any big
decisions about this item. What they have found out is that sometimes there are code issues and they do
not always realize are problems, or they are not written correctly and until something pops up, people do
not realize it. He believes this code is one of those issues and thinks it was written specifically because
for someone to have a dock on public property, they cannot just claim that indefinitely forever. Walsh
said that is why it was put in that the dock permit could be cancelled if someone else applied; the problem
is someone else could do the same to that person with the dock permit, and another person, and it would

just continue. He thinks they need to find a resolution for this. On Big Island, the families that have been
out there for decades, everything has worked just fine; obviously they do have an issue on interior lots.
Walsh thinks what it tells the current family that has that dock is that it is not a permanent dock for the
family; they could not ever mortgage the property and say they have dock rights or sell the property with
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17. LA21- 000017— Joseph &

Sara Thu11, 480 Big Island, Permit for Dock City on ROW( Bay Place)

Continued

dock rights. He thinks everyone now needs to understand that is what the language says. He hopes the

solution is to come from the people on Big Island to bring to the Council, rather than the Council
imposing something that will impact families that have been there forever. If he were those families that
have the dock today but may not tomorrow, the only way they will have permanent potential access it to
have a code rewritten that gives everyone in the interior land on Big Island potential access to that dock.
He said this is just theoretical but it would be a group application such as on Crystal Bay where people
have a license to put a dock every year and they apply for it as it is public land. He believes there is a
code issue that needs to be addressed by all of the interiors including the family that has the permit today,
because it can be gone tomorrow, which they all found out based on the language. He hopes they can get
together and bring something that would work for everyone to the City Council so they do not have to
impose something on the families that have been out there for a long time.
Crosby asked how many in the audience are in the chambers for this particular issue by raising of hands.
Walsh noted it is just about everyone.

Crosby thinks Walsh made an excellent suggestion.

Johnson was suspicious the reason the permit was written that way is so not one person can control it—
just because someone was there first does not entitle one the privilege to what all taxpayers actually own.

Walsh noted nobody has rights to City land and that is exactly why it was written that way. It brings up
an

opportunity
PP
Y

as

there

are

just a fewparcels that need to solve this. He hopes theycan come upwith a

solution and work together to bring this forward.

Johnson replied it was written that way to be sure it was revisited if there was another interested party in
using it.
Crosby asked what year the permit was granted.
Seals replied it was 1986.

Johnson likes asking the community to work together to find a solution that works.
Walsh

be in favor

tonight— he would either put it off or

deny it—and
then revisit it knowing the family that has it, the flag has been raised, this is not a permanent dock
would not

of

granting any

permit

whether one puts a dock there or not. There is not a permanent right to it and everyone knows it now, so

let' s solve it and fix it. He noted the Council is not going to impose something on one person that is not
going to work for everyone. Rather, they want it to work for everyone because it is a small community
out there.
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17. LA21- 000017— Joseph &

Sara Thull, 480 Big Island, Permit for Dock City on ROW( Bay Place)

Continued

Seals said the way this was written- she is sure there was some logic- but in reality it just puts neighbors
against each other so she questions the rationale behind some of it. She definitely likes the idea of
thinking about the interior lots and how they can gain access for everyone at once in a smart way and
having it come from those residents rather than the Council.
Crosby asked how many interior lots there are.
Walsh thinks for that piece in that little area there are three or four.

Johnson does not think any dock storage should be on City property.
Seals agreed.

Walsh said they should have to bring the dock up into their yard. He welcomed anyone else to come up
and talk about it and noted they have all the transcripts from the Planning Commission meeting.
Joe and Sara Thull, Applicants, approached the podium and Mr. Thull wants to convey that they are open
and amenable to a solution that works for everyone. He has no objection to that and thinks it makes

sense. The timeline was brought up and he is hearing that the Council is putting it back on the group to
collaborate and solve. He gave a bit of background noting he has tried to get an easement and has been
unsuccessful

to date— he even went to Three Rivers Park District where the road cuts off about 25 feet

short. He started there and did not have any luck, then he went to the easement route and has not
exhausted that list but went to a number of people and was unsuccessful there. He went to the City and
said he has identified multiple locations where there are rights- of-way and asked where they suggest is the
best place based on topography, emergency equipment, etcetera. He came to Site 1 which also has the
other permanent dock. It was a progression to get there and if there are alternative locations, whether Site

3 or Site 2 or wherever, Mr. Thull thinks there are enough right-of-way points that if they take four lots
and come back with a single dock and each person gets a side at Site 3 and Site 1, that might resolve it.

Then the Council may not have this repeated aspect. He is open to collaborating with neighbors and he is
just looking for the outcome.
Walsh noted the Council cannot make anyone talk but they are encouraging everyone to talk. It is a
portion of code that says nobody has the right to have a dock there so now he suggested figuring out
where everyone can have a win-win and solve this moving forward.
Mr. Thull had a conversation with Matthew Cook at LMCD to get his input who said he can be quoted on

this: LMCD understands the highly unique aspect of Big Island and has also had these discussions. Mr.
Cook is familiar with the situation and knows that there are a limited number of interior lots that do not

have access. Mr. Cook said the internal discussions have been if the City can come up with some type of
permit or license, the LMCD will not stand in the way because they know access is highly limited. 99%
of the issues the LMCD deals with is people accessing the lake and this situation is the reverse, it is the
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17. LA21- 000017— Joseph &

Sara Thull, 480 Big Island, Permit for Dock City on ROW( Bay Place)

Continued

1%

of people needing to access the lake to get to their property. It is unique from that standpoint. He

wants to express to his neighbors that he is willing and open to figure out a plausible and reasonable way
it may not be the perfect solution— but he thinks they can get something that works for everyone.
Walsh hopes they can come back in a couple weeks and have some conversations with the family that has
the dock and the others, if they are interested.
Mr. Thull noted another interior neighbor is here tonight.

Walsh asked them to talk and collaborate and come back to the Council and tell what their thoughts are.

The neighbor at490 Big Island approached the podium and said he understands that anyone adJacent to 1,

2, 3, and 4 is probably not going to want a dock. The next step is what will happen if they say number 2
or 3 is good because they are the widest but the neighbors say no. Then they are back to square one.
Walsh noted number 1 already has something in place Now the question is can they collaborate and work
together and everyone can be at that one or talk to the others and maybe they will not have a problem with
a dock and there will be more options.

The neighbor stated being a lake owner himself, those people don' t want a public dock next door. He
said if everyone adjacent to these say no, he wonders.

Walsh replied there is already one spot that has a dock regardless, because there is a right to have a dock
there. Can the people who don' t have interior lots collaborate and work together to see what that would
look like? He would like to have the conversation with the adjacent neighbor also on the placement.

The neighbor at 490 Big Island said they probably would not need a 6 foot dock, a 4 foot would probably
be fine and if they had 6 foot boats on each side they are really talking about 15- 16 feet total in width
unless it is two pontoons on each side.

Walsh thinks it behooves everyone that does not have access to talk and work together.

Johnson thinks the people that do not have access are going to be very quick to find a solution. Where the
problem will be is if someone lives there, they do not want a dock there. His opinion is this: the City has
already demonstrated that the interior lots will have access by the one that is there. That tells Johnson he
is going to find a solution for the other interior lots to have the same privilege that another person had

since 1986. He likes Walsh' s idea as the property owners know what is best and the least intrusive way to
do that. If they cannot come to the conclusion, Johnson is prepared to come up with his own solution of
getting people access out there because the City gave it to someone already.
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17. LA21- 000017— Joseph &

Sara Thull, 480 Big Island, Permit for Dock City on ROW( Bay Place)

Continued

Dave Saari, 260 Big Island, is the property adjacent to the City- owned property that has been there
forever. He likes the Council' s idea and needs to be focused on what those public accesses are around the

island and he would hope that as a group they are not putting a marina in location 1 because for those
there and neighbors on either side it would not be fair, either.

Walsh said it looks like the marina could be three boats, but that is what the conversation is about.

Mr. Saari said they cannot just focus on location 1 when they have 2, 3, and 4 to look at, as well.

Nancy Fames. approached the podium and asked who to talk to in the City for some alternative ideas.
Walsh noted that would be Barnhart.

Barnhart said the property owner can continue to work with Ms. Curtis and the direction he is hearing
from the Council is for the neighbors to work together to find a solution.
Walsh encouraged her to work with the neighbors.

Ms. Fames said they have not had one interior looking for a dock in 35 years.
Walsh replied now it has and they know there is a problem with how it is written and they are trying to
solve it. He suggested she talk with the neighbors and it would be nice if everyone would come up

holding hands and tell the Council they have a great solution. He noted the property owner may have had
the permit for a long time but they do not have the right to have it, and that is what they found out. No
matter how long one has had it, there is not a right to have it any longer as someone else has put their foot
down and said they need a dock too. Right now, there is no room in the code for both of them to have it.
Ms. Fames said three other people have put their foot down and the City Council and Planning
Commission said no.

Walsh is not sure what she is referring to.

Ms. Fames asked if they can apply for an easement.

Walsh said they can if they have an agreement from a property owner to be able to do that.
Ms. Farms said that would be the City.

Walsh replied no, they do not need an easement from the City to walk through City property. They
changed the code earlier on Big Island so someone could get a private easement through a private

property to get to the lake.
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Sara Thull, 480 Big Island, Permit for Dock City on ROW (Bay Place)

Continued

Johnson said where the City land was- the neighbors did not want the dock there- so they were able to
get an easement through a lakeshore owner' s property to have a dock right.
Walsh noted that would exist for Ms. Fames or anyone else to go and do that same situation. That is

always an option, but there must be a party on the other side willing to give an easement through their
private property to do that.
Ms. Fames clarified the City would not be willing to give her an easement to use the land that 230 Big
Island has had since 1932.

Walsh said it sounds like everyone who wants to can apply for that same permit, just like she can; if she
has the permit and someone else applies and they get approved, they have the permit now. This is why it
would behoove everyone to all have access all the time versus one person one year and another person the

next year. As Johnson said, the Council has demonstrated that they want to make sure those with interior
lots have access.

Ms. Fames said they have been accessing it for 35 years.
Walsh said having the right and having access are two different things. If the Applicant gets the permit

for the dock and she does not, she does not have lake access anymore. He is saying, let' s get them all to
have lake access. The Council is not going to give her one separately
Seals noted they do not want to pit the neighbors against each other. It is a better situation for them to

work together and find ways for more of them to get access. If it is really just about getting access to
interior lots, if they can have three slips in one location.
Ms. Fames asked if it would be one request for one dock.

Walsh replied yes, it would be one dock that everyone can use.

Ms. Fames said it is a marina.

Walsh said it sounds like there are three people so there would be three boats. Is that a reasonable piece

of ground that could handle three boats being there, and make sure the neighbors are okay, as well. As
Johnson said if the property owners cannot work it out, the Council will just come up with a solution.
Ms. Fames asked if the Applicant can drop the application.
Walsh said anybody can drop the application.
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Continued

Johnson

Crosby seconded,

to table LA21- 000017— Joseph&

Sara Thull, 480 Big Island,
Permit for Dock City on ROW( Bay Place) until the next City Council meeting. VOTE: Ayes 5,
moved,

Nays 0.

18. LA20- 000053— Dale Richardson o/ b/ o CBS MN Properties, LLC, 2060 Wayzata Blvd W, Sketch
Plan

Dale Richardson, Applicant, was present.

Barnhart presented a summary packet of information. Dale Richardson is requesting initial sketch plan

feedback on the proposed zone change to an R-PUD zoning district. He proposes to build a new 48 unit
market-rate apartment building just west of Orono Woods on Wayzata Boulevard. The proposed building
would be three stories of apartments and one level of parking, most of which is underground. During the
review of the concept plan, Staff and the Planning Commission identified several areas for future
discussion or waivers. He noted in the R-PUD zoning district waivers can be approved, the idea being
flexibility in the requirements and in exchange they receive something they are looking for as a City that
maybe does not quite fit the code. Things identified by Staff and Planning Commission included the site
size, the R-PUD zoning district requires a five acre minimum, although there are a number of
considerations/ exemptions the Council can approve. One is if the project is a transitional project, to the

west is a gas station and warehouse, to the east is an apartment building, and to the north is single family
residential. The Council could consider this a transition between high- active gas station and low density
residential. The project is either 35 feet or 41 feet in height based on the defined height and there is some

debate how the site height is calculated. The 35 feet is based on pre- development levels of grading. This
property was approved as an office/townhome project around 2005- 2007. The property was graded to
accommodate those walkout office buildings; only one of those buildings was built although another
foundation was poured but activity did not continue. Using the pre- development grading( before 20072008) the calculation would be 35 feet. Right now it is 41 feet so it is higher than what the Council has

historically allowed from a building-height standpoint, which has been 30 feet. Other Planning
Commission conversations included the roof style, this rendering shows a flat roof building and the RPUD zoning district requires an architectural pitched roof. There has been some change in what is
residential between now and when the R-PUD zoning district was drafted as they are now seeing more
flat roofs. The Planning Commission did not seem too opposed to the height increase if it was a flat roof
structure. If there are modifications to the height allowed, they will have to provide some kind of a
waiver from a setback standpoint. The building meets the minimum setback requirements based on the
zoning district from the north and the east, however, there is also a stipulation that in no case shall the
setback be less than the height of the building. If the building is determined to be 41 feet they will need
Finally, the R- PUD zoning district requires a 10% of
gross land area for private recreation, usually a combination of trails, play area, open space. This project
shows a dog run area, an outdoor patio/grill area, and trails to link those amenities. It also shows 2 rooftop
to

see a

41 foot

setback,

primarily from the

east.

deck facilities which would be unique for Orono. Barnhart pointed out this is not looking like a
subdivision so there will not be any park dedication collected as part of the project. The Planning 18.
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LA20- 000053— Dale Richardson o/ b/ o CBS MN Properties, LLC, 2060 Wayzata Blvd W, Sketch
Plan— Continued

Commission provided some feedback and now Staff is looking for feedback from the Council on those
issues, which will be incorporated into a preliminary plan if the developer moves forward.
Todd Mohagan, Mohagan Hanson Architectural and Interiors, 1000 Twelve Oaks Center Drive, Wayzata

approached the podium and welcomed questions on the architectural planning.

Dale Richardson noted they are trying to get closer to the 35 foot with the deck on the garage side, so all
will be exposed for the garage is the ramp down to the garage. They will fill the entire back of the site so
it is like a walkout. He noted it is still hillside on the back of the property and the hillside is above the
floor level to the north and east.

Printup noted the Council has been pretty firm on the 30 foot height. They also need to talk about the
pitched roof.

Walsh noted they had one in Navarre that came in with a flat roof and the Council was all fine with it, but
the problem was the same issue they were up to 37 or 38 feet. He thinks the Council would not go any
higher than 30 feet 10 inches or something similar.
Crosby thinks it is about being consistent, if they said that there, they should say the same height here.
Crosby is comfortable with the flat roof, but the height itself would be a hard line.
Mr. Richardson said Orono Woods right next to the property is at 45- 47 feet.

Walsh understands, but that is an anomaly that was done a long time before this Council.
Mr. Richardson thinks this is a good development for the City and they need the height to make them
luxury. He noted they are going post-tension which is a more expensive construction to minimize the
height and they are trying to do something that is needed in the area.
Mr. Mohagan said with the 30- foot limit, it will force the height of the units themselves to be around 8

feet. If they add the extra feet onto the building, they end up being 9 feet which is more in keeping with
what is being designed today.
Walsh said if they did not have that extra level, they could make them all 9 feet or higher. The Council
has been consistent at 30 feet for approximately the last seven years. They have held tight on zoning,
density, lakeshore, and height.
Mr. Richardson asked isn' t 30 is the mid-point of the average pitched roof—so most of the roofs are

actually 35- 37 feet and some are actually 40 as it depends on the pitch. He noted they are at a 40 foot
roof height throughout the City. This is just a flat roof.
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Walsh said the developer knows the box to work within and if they massage the box, they can make it
work.

Mr. Richardson said it just does not work at the lower unit numbers.

Johnson said that could be and they have not gotten to addressing the setbacks or recreational space.
Mr. Richardson asked even with all the other buildings in the area, such as Stone Bay at 37 feet. He noted
they are sitting down in the hole below Sugar Woods and the building to the east is still going to be taller
even though they are going up in elevation. He does not think the ask is that extreme.
Walsh summarized that before bringing it to the Planning Commission the developer needs to get down to
30 feet or close to it.

Barnhart asked about the support for the flat roof.

The Council would be open to it.

Seals said one thing to keep in mind about Orono is if that lot sits there forever undeveloped, they do not
care.

Mr. Richardson just thinks it is a better fit than office condominiums.

Barnhart clarified the setback is only an issue if they are above 30 feet. If they are below, they are okay.
Regarding recreational space, he thinks they can get to the 10% with a mixture of uses and amenities.
Usually those are anticipated to the target market. He is looking for some more information on the roof
top deck.
Crosby asked if they are going for 9 foot ceilings on each story.
Mr. Richardson replied yes.

Walsh said by going with a flat roof that is a bonus as they gain height.
Mr. Richardson asked if they went with a mansard style roof would that allow any more height allowance.

Walsh said no, not based on how they measure it.

Barnhart noted there are specific rules on how they measure height and thinks they will get the most
benefit with a flat roof. They can certainly consider both options.
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Crosby asked if this will be condos or apartments.

Mr. Richardson replied they will build it as a condo but they want to do a higher-end apartment rental.
He thanked the Council for their time.

Barnhart updated the Council on the Lakeview Legacy Group putting up a pavilion as part of their private
park. They are running into some technical challenges with the Watershed District. He had a phone
conversation this afternoon and thinks there is a good path forward and all three groups working together
to get it approved. They will likely end up using some of the excess storm water capacity as part of the
development for this 480 square foot pavilion.

Olson showed a slide on screen regarding building permits in 2020- 2021. He noted the yellow line is
2020 building permit revenue through March. The green bars are 2021 and for the first two months they
were pretty close to a year ago and March jumped up. He noted the budget for 2021 is$ 425, 000 and they
are at$ 116, 000 at the moment and are at about 27% for the year. January—
March is normally the
slowest period for revenues in building permits so they are ahead of the curve right now.

4111

Johnson asked about plan review and inspections.

Barnhart thinks it is going pretty good with MNSPECT. They are solving quite a few problem projects
and he is very confident they have the resources to get things done. He noted all of the plan review is
electronic now which makes it easier than trying to chase down paper plans.
Johnson asked if they have received their first bill from that yet.
Barnhart does not think so.

MAYOR/ COUNCIL REPORT

Crosby said a couple weeks ago he was working out at the gym and saw someone laying down. He went
over to investigate and the gentleman was in full arrest. Crosby performed CPR and had someone call
911. Although he worked quickly, unfortunately the man did not make it, which was very sad. He is
talking about this to get people to think about it because he has not had medical training in probably five
years. He will be getting his medical certifications renewed and he implores people to take the basic CPR
course because seconds and minutes matter. The quicker they can go and help someone, the better chance
they have to live.
Printup hopes for some good weather.

Seals thanked the Council for holding down the fort while she was on vacation. Her experience traveling
on Delta was lovely, she was not exposed to COVID. However, when her kids came back to Orono, they
were exposed to COVID.
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Walsh had his first meeting with Edwards and Olson together. He thanked Edwards and the Public
Works crew for responding so well to the things going on in the City. He gets emails and calls weekly of
things that need attention and everything he has forwarded on to Barnhart or Edwards has been very
responsive.

CITY ADMINISTRATOR REPORT

Edwards updated the Council. The Public Works facility made the Laker Pioneer this week and the
reporter interviewed him the previous week and he summarized it in the written update to the Council.

He noted that has generated some resident feedback and they will pass that on to the Council.

Walsh also received a call from the Spring Park mayor who thought it was an unbelievable article, how
great Orono is, all the equipment; the mayor said what the Council is doing, planning, setting themselves
up for years down the road, this is why Spring Park wants Orono to do all this stuff for them. They are
impressed with Orono and what they are doing.
Edwards noted the Park Commission met the previous week in a work session. They received a

presentation on the Big Island interpretive sign from the museum curator/contractor that was hired. They
spent time talking about Casco Beach and a proposed dock; although it was a work session, the consensus
was yes

the neighborhood

was

overwhelmingly in

support of a

dock

with

3

nays out of

21.

Chair Roath

is41110

personally working up a golf course revision and Edwards expects that to come to the Council in the next
couple of months. The Commission talked about upcoming events and they aspire to a Bederwood
football field grand opening event in May. There is also the Big Island grand opening in August.
Johnson appreciates the format on the updates and those are good to get.

Printup knows this has been addressed, but again to the friends in Wayzata, he asked to see if they can get
the graffiti taken care of

Crosby sees it every day on his way to work.
Printup noted it is growing.
CITY ATTORNEY REPORT

Attorney Mattick had nothing to report. He plans to bring something to the next meeting in a closed
session to discuss some litigation.
ADJOURNMENT

Crosby shouted out to everyone in law enforcement, wishes them prayers, and luck, and everything
during these difficult times and the unrest in the Twin Cities. He noted the City of Orono stands behind
law enforcement.
The Councilmembers agreed.
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Printup moved, Crosby seconded, to adjourn the meeting at 7: 28 p.m. VOTE: Ayes 5, Nays 0.

ATTEST:

RACCOV1 .
a

Carlson,

City

Dennis Walsh, Mayor

Clerk

0
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