
 

 
 
 

City of Newport 
City Council Minutes 

August 1, 2013 
                 
1.  CALL TO ORDER 
Mayor Geraghty called the meeting to order at 5:30 P.M.  
 
2.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
3.  ROLL CALL -        
Council Present – Tim Geraghty; Tom Ingemann; Bill Sumner, Tracy Rahm, Steven Gallagher 
 
Council Absent –  
              
Staff Present – Deb Hill, City Administrator; Bruce Hanson, Supt. of Public Works; Mark Mailand, Fire Chief; Renee 
Helm, Executive Analyst; Fritz Knaak, City Attorney; John Stewart, City Engineer      
 
Staff Absent – Curt Montgomery, Police Chief; 
                                 
4.  ADOPT AGENDA 
 
Mayor Geraghty – There are a couple updates on the agenda, under the Engineer’s Report, I’d like to add the update on 
the sanitary sewer repairs and under the Superintendent’s Report, I’d like to remove the task order.  
 
Admin. Hill – Renee will be talking about the community survey under my report.  
 
Motion by Rahm, seconded by Ingemann, to adopt the Agenda as amended.  With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion 
carried. 
 
5.  ADOPT CONSENT AGENDA 
Motion by Sumner, seconded by Gallagher, to approve the Consent Agenda as presented which includes the 
following items: 

A. Minutes of the July 18, 2013 Regular City Council Meeting 
B. List of Bills in the Amount of $246,966.59 

With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion carried. 
 
6.  VISITORS PRESENTATIONS/PETITIONS/CORRESPONDENCE 
 
Property Owner’s Son, 812 18th Street – My mother resides at 812 18th Street and owns three parcels. We had been 
advised that there was going to be a single assessment per resident for the street improvement project. Since she owns 
three parcels, two of which are vacant, she received a letter stating that she would owe $2,900 for the parcel with the 
house and $2,900 for the other two parcels. We are wondering why that is since there is no water or sewer to those 
parcels. My mom sold the house but in the agreement she agreed to pay the assessments. Why are we being charged for 
the empty parcels? It was supposed to be a onetime charge no matter lineal footage. Did someone make a mistake? Why is 
she getting screwed on the empty lots? 
 
John Stewart, City Engineer – We actually said one assessment per property, not one per person. What we will do is 
talk to the Council about combining lots to get them to the point of being buildable and we’ll take the two parcels and turn 
it into one so you’ll get two total. 
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Property Owner’s Son - She doesn’t live there so who cares? She was agreeable to pay an assessment for the residents. 
If the new owner wants to combine all three properties that’s fine. The thing is there’s not really any improvement to that 
property because of the project so there shouldn’t be an assessment to the property. It makes sense for the one parcel but 
all you’re doing here is connecting one end of the street to the other and you’re not rerouting anything to go into that 
property so it doesn’t make sense to pay for a nothing fee. She doesn’t even live there and is only being agreeable to pay 
an assessment for the house, not the empty lots.  
 
Engineer Stewart – It was per property and it’s very clear in the State Statute that the assessment is for the benefit on the 
raw land. The highest and best use of those three lots is combining them into two parcels. The way the City ordinance is 
written we have to put it on per property. I would be happy to recommend combining them into two but I think two is the 
minimum that we could allow because those vacant lots would be buildable. 
 
Property Owner’s Son - What is the project value to the lot? If you do this project, what is the benefit? If you are 
running water and sewer lines into the property that makes sense but you’re not improving her property, you’re not 
making any additional value to the property, you’re just charging her to be able to drive down the street. Does that make 
sense to you?  
 
Mayor Geraghty – They’re overlaying the street.  
 
Property Owner’s Son - Realistically, the City is not helping my mom; she already has curb and gutter and paid those 
assessment years ago. That was an improvement, this is not. What’s the matter with the street in front of mom’s house? It 
doesn’t make sense since you’re not doing anything to benefit this property.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – This should come up during the public hearing, we’ll end your discussion here and bring it up them. 
We’ll accept your comments here.  
 
7.  MAYOR’S REPORT –  
Mayor Geraghty – We attended the Pioneer Day Committee meeting Pioneer Day is August 11. The parade starts at 
11:00 a.m. and the route will be marked. It’s a pretty good size this year. Also, at 5:30 there will be a special show with an 
Elvis Impersonator.  
 
8.  COUNCIL REPORTS –  
 
Councilman Gallagher – I attended a Red Rock Corridor meeting where we discussed the over budget on the transit 
station. It looks like it’ll be next year before the project starts. I did suggest that they at least tear down the buildings this 
year. We also looked at the AU Analysis update and determined that the plans that we have for the transit station are still 
the best fit.  
 
Councilman Sumner – Nothing to report 
 
Councilman Ingemann – Nothing to report 
 
Councilman Rahm – Nothing to report 
 
9.  ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT – 
A. Discussion Regarding Hiring a Consultant for the Strategic Plan Process 
 
Admin. Hill presented on this item as outlined in the August 1, 2013 City Council packet.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – Do you have any preference or recommendation? 
 
Admin. Hill – Staff is still recommending that we hire a consultant. Both would do a fine job.  
 
Councilman Sumner – Have you had a chance to talk with any other cities? 
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Admin. Hill – No because we haven’t gotten to that point yet.  
 
Councilman Sumner – They have different capabilities and I don’t know if we’ve determined which would best fit our 
needs. I would like to look into this a little more, have a presentation at a workshop, and get some feedback from some of 
the other cities they’ve worked with.  
 
B. Reimbursement Request from Newport on the Move 
 
Admin. Hill presented on this item as outlined in the August 1, 2013 City Council packet.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – Was there a grant for this? 
 
Executive Analyst – There was one from the 2011 project. 
 
Councilman Sumner – So the overage came from the grant? 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – The grant was about $2,000 and they raised about $3,000. 
 
Councilman Gallagher – So the grant was closed out? 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – Yes. 
 
Councilman Ingemann – Money given to the City is not someone’s saving account to be used later. I don’t believe 
Newport on the Move is part of the City, part of the City function or a department. Normal procedure says that before you 
do something you get permission to go ahead and spend the money. What’s going to happen when someone comes by and 
does something that benefits the public and wants to get reimbursed, are we going to do that then too? There are 
procedures to be followed. I believe this is the same group that was on our backside complaining and discussing that we 
were not following proper procedures in spending. 
 
Councilman Gallagher – Different group and different people.  
 
Councilman Ingemann – The point is that someone complained that we were not following proper procedures and here 
we are following the proper procedures and someone wants to circumvent the whole thing. There are procedures. I 
disagree in paying for religious symbols, that shouldn’t even be discussed. Money that is donated to the City goes into the 
General Fund and then the City distributes that. I believe that happened here, it was moved to the Parks Fund. Are we 
setting precedence paying for something that another group did? 
 
Attorney Knaak – If there is a justifiable public purpose involved you have the discretion to spend or not to spend funds. 
 
Councilman Rahm – They just did them on their own and didn’t contact us. 
 
Mayor Geraghty – I knew they were doing it, I didn’t expect that they would be asking for money. It does bother me that 
they come in after the fact. 
 
Councilman Gallagher – If I remember right, the City was the fiscal agent for the 2011 project correct? 
 
Mayor Geraghty – Yes. 
 
Anita Perkins, Newport on the Move Member – When we did the mosaic project in 2011, we had people donate for 
that project specifically. We had the City be the fiscal agent because we were applying for a grant and needed one for it. 
We had extra money and had planned from the start to continue doing projects with students in order to get the 
community involved in different art projects and we thought we had the money and decided on our own to continue 
mosaic projects. We did not think that people were donating money to the City, that they were donating money to a 
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mosaic project for the kids. That’s what I donated my money and time to.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – It is technically the City’s money, why didn’t they come in advance and ask. 
 
Ms. Perkins – I’m not sure. I guess we thought we were putting money into an account that the City was holding for us. 
 
Mayor Geraghty – You are correct that it is in an account but it’s the City’s money it’s not a group of citizens’ money to 
go out and do projects and then ask for reimbursements.  
 
Ms. Perkins – I think that this group thought that that money was held by the City for Newport on the Move to continue 
projects. I’m not here tonight for that reason though; I’m here to tell you what I think the group believed. We did not 
know that we were just donating to the City to give the City money. We thought we were putting it into a pot so we could 
continue doing art projects with students. 
 
Councilman Ingemann – The City is not a bank. 
 
Councilman Gallagher – That’s what a fiscal agent is and what we agreed to in 2011.  
 
Councilman Ingemann – The project was finished and the surplus was turned over to the City.  
 
Ms. Perkins – That’s not what we understood. 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – If I may, Linda did notify me of this project in May but we didn’t get the letter until July. 
 
Councilman Rahm – When did you make these? 
 
Ms. Perkins – In June.  
 
Executive Analyst Helm – When Linda did notify me she did say that they may be requesting reimbursement. They 
asked me to look into how much was left over from the 2011 project but again they didn’t send the letter until July. 
 
Councilman Sumner – And it didn’t come before the Council until now.  
 
Ms. Perkins – When we let the students decide what pattern they would like to make we looked at what business was 
accepting the planters. That is why the one for Newport Lutheran has religious symbols. The students were thinking of 
what type of design would represent the certain business.  
 
Councilman Rahm – That does change my thinking a little bit because there was intent there. I don’t think the City 
should reimburse that one. I say that as a Christian too.  
 
Councilman Sumner – I think if we reimburse we should pull out 1/10th of the reimbursement for that planter. I still have 
a problem with them coming to the Council after the fact. We are hearing that some contact was made with the City, I just 
don’t think it went through the right channels.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – When Linda talked to you originally was there implied consent? 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – She asked me to gather the revenue and expenses from the 2011 project and I let her know 
that there was an excess of about $1,100. 
 
Councilman Gallagher – I think there was an implied consent. 
 
Councilman Rahm – I know it didn’t follow proper protocols and there’s a learning experience. I’m willing to vote for 
reimbursing 90% of the requested amount, leaving out the religious planter. I do like them because they involved the City, 
residents, and children and I think that’s a good thing to fund. I don’t think it’ll kill us.  
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Councilman Ingemann – I just don’t like the backdoor approach.  
 
Motion by Gallagher, seconded by Rahm, to approve the reimbursement request for the full amount of $638.63.  
With 1 Aye, Geraghty, Ingemann, Sumner, and Rahm voting Nay, the motion was denied. 
 
Motion by Rahm, seconded by Sumner, to approve the reimbursement request for 90% of the full amount 
($574.77) and requiring that Newport on the Move and other groups come before the City Council before 
conducting a project if they are going to request a reimbursement from the City.  With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion 
carried. 
 
Admin. Hill – Just to reiterate, we are no one’s bank.  
 
C. Internal Controls Policy 
 
Executive Analyst Helm presented on this item as outlined in the August 1, 2013 City Council packet.  
 
Councilman Sumner – The staff reimbursements will still be explained in full? 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – Yes, they’ll still be on the list of bills. 
 
Councilman Sumner – Do you issue these once a week? 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – Yes, on Thursdays. 
 
Councilman Rahm – And we’ll have the receipts for reimbursements? 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – Yes. 
 
Councilman Sumner – Do you see this in other cities? 
 
Attorney Knaak – Yes. 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – I also sent it to our Auditor and he approved. 
 
Councilman Rahm – Do we have a maximum amount for the prepaid bills, especially the reimbursements? 
 
Admin. Hill – I wouldn’t allow that without a receipt.  
 
Executive Analyst Helm – The credit card bill is not on the recurring list of bills so those will come before you for 
approval before issuing the check. Additionally, reimbursements are not typically over $1,000 and they’ll still come 
before you on the list of bills.  
 
Motion by Sumner, seconded by Ingemann, to amend the Internal Controls Policy as presented. With 5 Ayes, 0 
Nays, the motion carried. 
 
D. Ordinance No. 2013-8 – Amending Section 810.10, Procedures for Removal of Infected Trees and Wood 
 
Admin. Hill presented on this item as outlined in the August 1, 2013 City Council packet.  
 
Councilman Sumner – Isn’t Oak Wilt spread by the roots? 
 
Superintendent Hanson – Both roots and spores. 
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Councilman Sumner – How bad is the problem in the City? 
 
Superintendent Hanson – It’s the same as it has been in the past few years. It’ll get into an area and spread, it’s been 
pretty steady.  
 
Councilman Sumner – How’s the Dutch Elm problem? 
 
Superintendent Hanson – There are virtually none left.  
 
Councilman Sumner – What about Ash? 
 
Superintendent Hanson – We have a couple traps that the DNR put out and we haven’t seen anything.  
 
Councilman Sumner – So we’re able to hold off on removal even in dormancy? 
 
Superintendent Hanson – Yes.  
 
Motion by Gallagher, seconded by Rahm, to approve Ordinance No. 2013-8.  With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion 
carried. 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – As you may recall, part  of the Local Performance Measurement program is conducting a 
community survey. The survey will be available online beginning August 15 and we’ll also have hard copies at the 
Library and City Hall.  There are 12 mandatory questions for the performance measures that the Council adopted in April. 
You can add up to five questions. I had sent out an email last week and Councilman Gallagher responded saying that he 
would like a question regarding the responsiveness of the City Council and City Administrator. I was wondering if that 
would be ok to add and if there were any other questions. 
 
Councilman Rahm – What is the phraseology for the questions?  
 
Executive Analyst Helm – One of the questions is “How would you rate the overall appearance of Newport?” and then 
the answers are “Fair, Poor, Good, Excellent, and Don’t Know” so the questions that Councilman Gallagher wants to add 
would have the same answers.  
 
Councilman Rahm – Can we have an open-ended question for comments? 
 
Executive Analyst Helm – I’ll ask the League of Minnesota Cities who will set up the survey.  
 
10. ATTORNEY’S REPORT – 
A. Resolution No. 2013-33 - Detailing an Agreement to Defer Prosecution to Achieve a Full Phase Out of a Chronic, 
Non-Conforming Use and Enforcement Issue on Certain Property in the City Owned by Daniel Van Theobald 
 
Attorney Knaak – I have two reports for you. The first is a preliminary report on prosecutions. We are back up to a high 
number. The second report is on Resolution No. 2013-33 regarding the Theobald matter that we had discussed. 
 
Councilman Sumner – Has this been signed by all parties? 
 
Attorney Knaak – The parties have agreed but I haven’t received anything in writing from Mr. Theobald’s attorney. 
There are two Council meetings between now and the time that this is necessary so you can take some time to think on it. 
 
Councilman Ingemann – Who determines the percentages? 
 
Attorney Knaak – That would be a determination of the City based on their observations.  
 
Councilman Ingemann – That should be added. 
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Attorney Knaak – I can certainly add that.  
 
Councilman Gallagher – I don’t see what’s going to happen if this is not done. 
 
Attorney Knaak – There isn’t anything specifying that. What would happen is we would go after him and he wouldn’t be 
able to say that he couldn’t comply.  
 
Councilman Gallagher – Is there a way to bump it up to gross misdemeanor if it’s not completed? 
 
Attorney Knaak – If we could do that, we would have. 
 
Councilman Gallagher – We’re giving him another two years to get stuff done and it seems like it’s been a while 
already. 
 
Attorney Knaak – That is a fair observation. The trade off is that it’s an agreement for complete clean up of the site 
instead of the City going in to clean it up and maybe getting paid or not. I would point out that this is something that the 
City was prepared to do in negotiations with Mr. Theobald.  
 
Councilman Ingemann – I would like it added that City staff determines the percentages.  
 
Councilman Rahm – I just want to note that this has been happening for the last 25 years and has come up through 
multiple Councils.  
 
Councilman Gallagher – Can there be any negative consequences placed into the Resolution? 
 
Attorney Knaak – We would be able to enforce this separately as a civil matter if there is a violation. He’s already 
admitted a violation. If he violates this Resolution, he’s already admitted the wrongdoing and we can go back to court and 
say that we want a sentence imposed.  
 
Councilman Gallagher – Why should we have this Resolution and not just say that he’s already admitted guilt so he has 
to clean it up with the Resolution?  
 
Attorney Knaak – That gets us back to the other issue as to whether or not he would be willing to be done and declare 
guilt or if he wants to drag it on through multiple appeals. My objective here would be to get it done. 
 
Councilman Gallagher - Can he not appeal later on? 
 
Attorney Knaak - You have to assume a certain measure of good faith. I’ve talked with his attorney and Mr. Theobald 
has indicated to me that he intends to abide by this.  
 
Motion by Sumner, seconded by Ingemann to approve Resolution No. 2013-33 as amended. With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, 
the motion carried.  

  
11. POLICE CHIEF’S REPORT – Nothing to report 
 
12. FIRE CHIEF’S REPORT – Nothing to report 

 
13. ENGINEER’S REPORT –  
A. Public Hearing – To consider and possibly adopt the proposed assessment for the 2013 Street Improvement 
Projects 
 
The Public Hearing opened at 6:22 p.m. 
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John Stewart, City Engineer, presented on this item as outlined in the August 1, 2013 City Council packet and attached 
memo.  
 
Engineer Stewart – This project is being completed under Minnesota Chapter 429 which states that the City can 
determine an assessment against a property that is equal to or less than the benefit to that property by doing the 
improvement. The improvement being completed in 2013 is replacing streets that have reached the end of their useful life. 
To determine the benefit, we received a report from an appraiser. The appraiser indicates that the benefit is not on the 
property with the buildings on it, it’s on the raw land. The appraiser looked at several properties in Newport and provided 
a range for the benefit. The benefit ranged depending on what type of project was being completed. This hearing is to 
discuss the amount of assessment that the City proposes to place on the property that abuts or affronts the street that is 
scheduled to be improved. There are two projects for 2013. The first is the Century Avenue project, which is being 
completed with Woodbury. Woodbury has taken over the administration of the Century Avenue project to rebuild the 
street and put in a number of stormwater control facilities. Our share of that project is estimated to be around $160,000. 
We have a number of properties that are serviced on that road and we are proposing that the City go mid-range on the 
benefit for Century Avenue at a cost of $4,000. The City Council can reduce the proposed assessment but cannot increase 
it. The second project is in the Ford Road/8th Avenue area. We have a construction cost of about $950,000 for that project. 
That project is sensitive to the number of sewer line connections that are leaking and letting clear water get into the City 
sewer system. As part of the project, staff was directed to get a televising program underway and televise all of the main 
line sewers and all of the services that were in some way contributing to the I & I in this town. We have done that and 
have compiled a list of the pipes and services that need to be replaced. I would recommend that the City Council schedule 
another meeting to discuss which lines need to be replaced and why. When we bid this project, we included 60 Wyes and 
1,200 feet of service line to be replaced. After reviewing the televising tapes, we’ve determined that 64 Wyes and 600 feet 
of service line need to be replaced.  
 
For tonight’s meeting, we sent out individual letters to each property owner notifying them of tonight’s public hearing and 
indicating the proposed assessment, $4,000 per unit for Century Avenue, and $2,900 per unit for the Ford Road/8th 
Avenue Area. We have not yet told those individuals who need repairs done to their sewer service lines. I think it would 
be fair to send a letter to those individuals and invite them to another meeting to discuss what needs to be done to their 
service line and the cost. The City has talked about offering an extended payment plan for those property owners to pay 
that cost, which is theirs because they own the service line to their house. For tonight, I would like the Council to think 
about closing the hearing at the end once everyone has been able to get their questions answered and consider approving 
the Resolution for the Century Avenue assessments. I would like to recommend that we hold off on the Resolution for the 
Ford Road/8th Avenue assessments until we have that meeting regarding the sewer service lines.  
 
Getting back to the assessment for tonight’s hearing, everyone should have seen an advertisement in the paper as well as 
received a letter indicating the amount for their property. Tonight, you are officially being told what the assessment is 
likely to be for your property and if you find your name on that list you’ll be invited in again and we’ll tell you what the 
likely cost will be for the sewer line to be replaced.  Chapter 429 allows us to assess between 20% and 100% of the total 
project cost in order to fund it. We’ve gone through and we’ve put these numbers on your properties that fall above the 
minimum 20%. If you feel the City is unjustly charging you for the road work in front of your house. You don’t have that 
option for the sewer work but do for the road work. According to the City Attorney, if you have an objection to the 
assessment, you will need to notify the City of that in writing by the end of the public hearing tonight. City staff will then 
review that objection and make a recommendation for the Council. In regards to paying for the assessment, there are four 
options:  
 

• Option 1: Pay full amount within 30 days from adoption of Assessment – no charged interest. 
• Option 2: Pay full amount after 30 days from adoption but before City certifies to County in 2013, interest added 

from adoption through payment date. 
• Option 3: Pay with installments: The period of payment for the assessment is proposed to be 10-years at an 

interest rate of 5% or less. The interest rate will be determined at the time the assessment roll is approved. 
• Option 4: Pay off in subsequent year: Full payment made prior to November 15th – interest added through 

December 31st of current year.  Full payment made after November 15th but before December 31st – interest added 
from following year as well. 
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We have a meeting with the contractor next Wednesday and I believe work will begin 10 days after that. We’re hoping 
that it will be done by November.  
 
Gordon Bailey, 1033 Century Avenue – I own three parcels along Century Avenue. I would like to question two of the 
parcels. One of them has 515 feet of frontage and about 120 feet of that is still gravel. I question whether or not I should 
have to pay the full assessment on that parcel since 23% of it is gravel. I would be fine with paying 77% of the 
assessment. The second parcel I question is a very small parcel with only 150 feet of frontage and 1.55 acres, which I 
don’t believe is buildable. 
 
Engineer Stewart – Mr. Mayor, the assessment is determined more on providing an access to the property. You’ll have to 
consider Mr. Bailey’s information when you look at the assessment roll. I believe the second parcel in question has sewer 
available so it would be buildable per the Code.  
 
Superintendent Hanson – The requirements for buildable lots in the RE District change if there is sewer available so the 
1.55 acres would be buildable.  
 
Jim Murr, 780 19th Street – I have a couple questions. The storm and sewer lines are separated right? 
 
Engineer Stewart – Yes. 
 
Mr. Murr – How do you deal with corner lots? 
 
Engineer Stewart – The City Council determined that if you have been assessed on any side of a lot within the past ten 
years, we cannot put a street assessment against that property.        
 
Mr. Murr – So you’re saying I won’t be billed again when you come down 19th Street? 
 
Engineer Stewart – That’s what the City policy states. 
 
Mr. Murr – 8th Avenue has a nice gutter system and a nice road. When I remodeled years ago I came before the Council 
and they said that I needed curb and gutter for the parking lot. There is no curb and gutter on 19th Street so I can see doing 
that but 8th Avenue is in really good shape so I’m not sure why you’re doing that.  
 
Engineer Stewart – Some of the gutter will be replaced. 
 
Mr. Murr – Why don’t we take care of 19th Street first? Every time it rains, Fritz’s place floods my property. 
 
Engineer Stewart – When we had the Highway 61 proejct, we were successful in convincing the State that since their 
trucks were using City streets, especially 19th Street, they should replace 19th Street. Within the past 10 years, you’ve had 
an overlay on 19th Street, which is why we didn’t include it in this project. 
 
Mr. Murr – But 8th Avenue is in good shape and a lot of water flows off of Fritz’s property.  
 
Engineer Stewart – I would have you take a look at the number of sewer services that need to be replaced along 8th 
Avenue.  
 
Mr. Murr – But you’re just doing an overlay. 
 
Engineer Stewart – Correct, we’re going to grind it down. Is the property you own on the north corner of 19th and 8th? 
 
Mr. Murr – Southwest. 
 
Engineer Stewart – What did we assess you for? 
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Mr. Murr – 1.25 units.  
 
Engineer Stewart – What is your frontage on 8th? 
 
Mr. Murr – It’s a standard lot. 
 
Engineer Stewart – Does one of the residential lots front onto 8th Avenue? 
 
Mr. Murr – No 
 
Engineer Stewart – Your job at this point is to convince the City Council that your property won’t increase in value 1.25 
times $2,900.  
 
Mr. Murr – It would if you did 19th Street.  
 
Engineer Stewart - You would benefit from the City policy at such time that the City does 19th Street.  
 
Mr. Murr – That’s within the next 10 years? 
 
Engineer Stewart – That’s correct.  
 
Troy Kingore, 780 Ford Road – I’m all for this project, I just have a couple concerns with my property. First, you are 
putting in a curb and gutter and I have not gotten a firm answer in regards to parking on Ford Road. I was told that we can 
no longer park on Ford Road with it being 28 feet wide. That is a bit of an inconvenience for my property, I’ll have to go 
around the corner to park and the opposite street. I imagine there are a lot of other roads that are 28 feet or less. Will that 
no parking rule follow suit throughout the City? 
 
Engineer Stewart – Because you’ve brought up this issue at every meeting, I am recommending that the City Council 
delay Ford Road until 2014 so that we can review this issue. I would recommend that they not adopt an assessment for the 
Ford Road project this year and repeat the process next year.  
 
Mr. Kingore – The road is higher than my property and there is one section of the road at 8th and Ford where the flow of 
water goes around the inlets and drains into my neighbor’s driveway which then drains into my yard and so on. I saw that 
you mentioned that aprons would be installed where drainage problems are. How is that being addressed since the 
elevation of the street, even if you slope it at a 5% grade to the curb, it’ll still be higher than my property?              
     
Engineer Stewart – You’ll have an opportunity to beat on us all winter and make sure that we get it a way that you’re 
happy with and the project will be reconfigured to address with those issues. There are a whole bunch of issues regarding 
Ford Road which is why I’m recommending that it be delayed a year. 
 
Councilman Gallagher – Would that be okay with you Troy, if we take a year to address these issues? 
 
Mr. Kingore –That would be great. I think the whole point of this project is to eliminate any of the rain runoff from 
getting into the sewer system and if it drains into my yard there will always be that opportunity.  
 
Cheryl Wrisky, 1685 Cheri Lane – Cheri Lane is off of Century Avenue. Everything that I’ve heard is that your land 
needs to abut against the area being assessed. 
 
Engineer Stewart – In your packet, there is a picture of your lot. 
 
Ms. Wrisky – My issue is the assessment since its not abutting Century Avenue. Cheri Lane has never been taken care of 
by the City, I have issues with the road running down, and the City has never plowed it or fixed the road. To me, to pay 
for Century and have my road a mess doesn’t make any sense. 
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Engineer Stewart – If I could go through the rational as to why we placed her property on the assessment roll. If you 
recall we’re talking about the issue of access, not frontage. Cheri Lane is an unimproved street; it’s basically just a 
driveway to their property from which they get access to from Century Avenue.    
 
Councilman Gallagher – Do we snowplow Cheri Lane at all? 
 
Ms. Wrisky – No. 
 
Councilman Sumner – Is Cheri Lane a personal driveway? 
 
Engineer Stewart – Yes. 
 
Ms. Wrisky – Our land had to be donated in order for us to build. 
 
Councilman Sumner – But it’s named a road. 
 
Engineer Stewart – It is named a road but I don’t believe that piece of property is owned by the City according to 
Washington County. 
 
Councilman Gallagher – I would like to know who owns that road. 
 
Lynn Murray, 1130 Mark Court – Mayor, I have a question for you because last time I was here I asked about the 5.5% 
interest rate and you said that it could come down. When I received my letter it stated 5.5%.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – We don’t know where the rates will come in, it still could come down. 
 
Mr. Murray – I can take a loan out at my bank for 2.5% so is my credit better than the City of Newport? 
 
Mayor Geraghty – We’re hoping that it will come down. 
 
Mr. Murray – I also have a question for Mr. Stremel, I wrote you an email two weeks ago and still haven’t heard back 
from you regarding the sewer thing. It would have been nice if you had responded since your letter says “do not hesitate to 
contact me.” 
 
Engineer Stewart – We just finalized that at 4:30 this afternoon and that is why I am recommending that we delay 
approving the assessment tonight so we can wrap it all in together. I apologize to you for that.  
 
Mr. Murray – I believe Mr. Hanson would have asked that as well because he left a message and never heard back. We 
both agree that he doesn’t get back to anyone. Lastly, I don’t see any difference between any of you people and Kevin 
Chapdelaine. I’ve seen some bad things the way you people are spending money and the plans you have for Knox Lumber 
Company. I’m going to get out and politic for Kevin if he decides to run again. I know you all came in saying that you 
were going to change things and nothing’s changed for the better. 
 
Eric Smith, 765 18th Street – Over the years, the grading of the road has left a big puddle at the end of my driveway and 
the blacktop is gone. What is with the aprons? 
 
Engineer Stewart – What we have proposed is that if there is a property like yours, we would install an apron at the end 
of the driveway. We would come through with the curb that would have about 1 ½ inch lip on it and the apron would 
come back so that there’s a 6 inch rise. We believe that putting that on your lot will get us to a point so that you will not 
have that problem on your property. 
 
Mr. Smith – How wide is the apron? 
 
Engineer Stewart – It can be up to 24 feet but typically we try to match it with the driveway. 
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Mr. Smith – No, I mean how deep. 
 
Engineer Stewart – We have a MnDot apron that is 4 feet deep.  
 
Mr. Smith – Back to the driveway, the road has deteriorated it. I’m looking for some kind of a break on the driveway 
because the road has deteriorated it.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – Are you contesting the assessment amount? 
 
Mr. Smith – Yes and I would like something done with the driveway. Can I get an answer on that today? 
 
Mayor Geraghty – No.  
 
Engineer Stewart – The issue is, with that street, 2nd Avenue, the road was constructed from oiled gravel and there was 
no thought given to drainage and there are a number of places in town that are like that. In the number of projects that 
we’ve done, we’ve run into that issue and the City has been pretty consistent in trying to treat everyone the same and I 
believe I’ve told that to you before.  
 
Councilman Gallagher – Are we going to go through the appeals specifically? 
 
Engineer Stewart – What I’ve done in other communities is prepared an exhibit that has a copy of the appeal and the 
basis for it, an aerial photo of the property and a determination of the estimated market value of the raw land. It would be 
my intention to come back at the next Council meeting and go through each one with you to determine if there is benefit 
to the project. It would be my recommendation that we close the meeting, consider Century Avenue, and postpone the 
Ford Road/8th Avenue area until we can have a meeting regarding the sewer services. 
 
Mayor Geraghty – I’m almost considering postponing Century Avenue as well.  
 
John Rantala, 900 18th Street – The letter I got was my proposed assessment and I thought I would be getting a number 
tonight and I don’t know now if my proposed assessment is my real assessment.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – It’s called proposed until we adopt it.   
 
Individual from Audience - Since this is our way of telling you that we’re not satisfied, what’s next? Will you contact us 
or do we have to chase you down? 
 
Mayor Geraghty – We’ll look at the written complaints and make a judgment call as to whether it’s a reasonable request 
or not. 
 
Engineer Stewart – I think he’s asking if he’ll be able to look online and see if that’s an item on the agenda.  
 
Individual from Audience – What if you don’t have a computer? 
 
Mayor Geraghty – Will there be any written communication? 
 
Engineer Stewart – That is up to the Council.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – I think the intent is to bring it back on the 15th and there will be a hard copy of the proposed 
assessment roll available at City Hall.  
 
Individual from Audience – What are they going to do on 18th Street in front of my house? 
 
Mayor Geraghty – It’s an overlay. 
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Individual from Audience – I know from 8th Avenue up it’s a mess but from my house all the way down to the end its 
fine and I paid for 8th Avenue years ago. I don’t see why I should be charged again.  
 
Attorney Knaak – What you can do is simply say that the consideration of the matter will be continued until a certain 
meeting date and that’s sufficient notice. 
 
Engineer Stewart – One thing I did not talk about is that the City has a policy where you can request that your 
assessment be postponed if you fall within certain categories. You can request it to be postponed it if it’s agricultural land, 
if you’re over a certain age, or if you have a social security payment in lieu of earnings.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – So we should just close the hearing and then continue the assessment roll till the next meeting? 
 
Attorney Knaak – I believe that’s what John is recommending. What you would be doing is closing the public hearing 
and adjourning the meeting until the next meeting. You’re allowed to continue the consideration of any objected two 
parcels, subject to notice, which you’re giving, at any subsequent meeting called for that purpose.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – At this time I’ll close the public hearing and we’ll continue the discussion on the assessments at the 
next meeting, August 15, and I would assume that the recommendations will be available a week or so prior to review.  
 
The Public Hearing closed at 7:22 p.m. and the proceedings were adjourned until the August 15, 2013 City Council 
meeting.  
 
At this time, Engineer Stewart presented recommendations for the sanitary sewer repairs for the 2013 Street Improvement 
Project as outlined in the attached memo. Engineer Stewart recommended postponing Ford Road to 2014 and add the 
main line sewer repairs at a cost of $79,450.  
 
Councilman Sumner – So these deteriorated sewer lines are under the street and getting infiltration through the Wyes? 
 
Engineer Stewart – Yes, and through the cracks.  
 
Councilman Sumner – So the soil under the road, around these pipes is not compacted enough to prevent water from 
building up? 
 
Engineer Stewart - A lot of the sewer in town is built in rock so no matter what the soil compaction is we’re going to 
have the issue of water running down. In this area, we were under the opinion that we could see groundwater increase two 
feet over the top of that pipe.  
 
Councilman Ingemann – The entire reason we’re doing these roads is that once they’re done they should last 20 years 
and we shouldn’t have to rip it up again. 
 
Engineer Stewart – Yes. When we did the televising of this sewer we were going through the pipes and there were a 
couple instances where the gasket was hanging down from the top of the pipe. If we lose a gasket we’ve obviously created 
an opportunity for I & I to get in between the two pipes. At this time, I don’t think we know enough to recommend 
repairing all of the pipes. What we’ll come back and talk about is an opportunity for Public Works to buy their own 
camera so they can check the joints when there is a rainfall. Unfortunately, the camera costs about $50,000.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – Could that be shared with other cities? 
 
Superintendent Hanson – I’ve done that before but the issue is that we need it immediately because it’s gone within 24 
hours of the rainfall.  
 
Councilman Sumner – So if we bought the camera, could we rent it out to other cities? 
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Superintendent Hanson – I’ll be exploring all of the options. 
 
Councilman Sumner – I would recommend looking at the camera. 
 
Mayor Geraghty – I assume that we were originally going to bond for the $984,000 are we going to bond for the 
$970,000 now? 
 
Stacie Kvilvang, Ehlers – In our discussions about the increased costs for the sewer repairs, I think it’s something that 
we’ll be able to include that in the bond, I just need to go back and review the resolutions for the hearings just to see how 
it reads. In regards to the camera, I’m going to see if we could include that as part of the sewer project. 
 
Mayor Geraghty – Were we going to bond for the three years right away? 
 
Ms. Kvilvang – We were going to bond for the 2013 project. 
 
Mayor Geraghty – Can’t we address the increased cost next year when we do Ford? 
 
Engineer Stewart – We certainly have that opportunity. Brian had the concept that we could sell bonds for two years 
worth of projects and save money. When we looked at the actual interest that it would cost, that would outweigh the extra 
cost of selling the second bond so Ehlers recommended bonding for only one year. 
 
Ms. Kvilvang – Yes, in this case it makes sense to break it into two separate bonds.  
 
Mayor Geraghty – This was bid out, do we need to amend the contracts? 
 
Engineer Stewart – Yes, there will be some change orders if you move forward with the recommendations. 
 
Councilman Sumner – This is on 8th Avenue and we heard from some people tonight that they don’t think we need to 
repair 8th Avenue but we do need to do the street repairs and it only makes sense to fix the sewers at the same time.  
 
Superintendent Hanson – They’re scattered throughout the project.  
 
Councilman Rahm – This is basically due to the way they were installed in the 1960’s. 
 
Mayor Geraghty – The integrity of the rest of the lines is good? I want to make sure this isn’t a band aid repair.  
 
Engineer Stewart – I talked about the gaskets coming out, that could be as significant, if not more significant, than the 
stuff we’re getting coming in from the cracks in the Wye. I don’t want you to go away thinking this is the end of the 
action on these streets. If we get the camera we can come in and do spot repairs that wouldn’t require digging.  
 
Councilman Rahm – And this came to light because of the videos? 
 
Engineer Stewart – Yes. I can’t stress enough that the cost-effective way of doing this would be to purchase a camera.  
 
Councilman Rahm – What is the life cycle of this repair? 
 
Engineer Stewart – We have excellent examples now of what needs to be done. I could put together a presentation for 
work session to go through that.  
 
Councilman Gallagher – Will our assessment rates still be around the 20-25% for these projects? 
 
Engineer Stewart – The assessment is for the street improvement, I asked the appraiser specifically if there would be a 
benefit if we did sewer repairs. He said that it’s difficult to prove benefit when you already have a sewer line. 
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Councilman Gallagher – So the percentage will go down compared to the bond rates? Will that affect our bond rating or 
the interest rates? 
 
Ms. Kvilvang – No. 
 
Engineer Stewart – The main line repairs are City-owned pipes so we’re dealing with something that is a City cost.   
 
Councilman Gallagher – I’m talking about the bonding package and if there’s a way to spread it out to make sure we 
have the best interest rate.  
 
Councilman Rahm – There is a benefit to us in regards to what Met Council could charge us.  
 
Councilman Gallagher – Does it make more sense to include Ford Road now? 
 
Engineer Stewart – Ford Road has about the same amount of repairs as 8th Avenue but there are too many uncertainties 
with a couple of the properties so I think it would make sense to delay that so we can look at those.  
 
Motion by Ingemann, seconded by Geraghty, to remove Ford Road from the 2013 Street Improvement Projects, 
add the main line sewer repair at a cost of $79,450, and direct the City Engineer to work with the contract to create 
a change order. With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion carried.  
 
14. SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC WORKS REPORT – 
A. Task Order for the Well Head Protection Project  
 
This item was removed from the Agenda.  
 
15. NEW/OLD BUSINESS  
 
16.  ADJOURNMENT 
Motion by Gallagher, seconded by Rahm, to adjourn the regular Council Meeting at 7:51 P.M.  With 5 Ayes, 0 
Nays, the motion carried. 
 
           Signed: _____________________________ 
                       Tim Geraghty, Mayor 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
Renee Helm 
Executive Analyst 
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