CITY OF NEWPORT
REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
NEWPORT CITY HALL
APRIL 3, 2014 - 5:30 P.M.

MAYOR: Tim Geraghty City Administrator: Deb Hill
COUNCIL: Tom Ingemann Supt. of Public Works: Bruce Hanson
Bill Sumner Chief of Police: Curt Montgomery
Tracy Rahm Fire Chief: Mark Mailand
Steven Gallagher Executive Analyst: Renee Helm
AGENDA

1. CALL TO ORDER
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
3. ROLL CALL
4, ADOPT AGENDA
5. ADOPT CONSENT AGENDA - All items listed under this section are considered routine and non-
controversial by the Council and will be approved by a single motion. An item may be removed from the
consent agenda and discussed if a Council member, staff member, or citizen so requests.
A. Minutes of the March 20, 2014 Regular City Council Meeting
B. List of Bills in the Amount of $335,269.26
C. Resolution No. 2014-10 - Accepting Donations for the Period of December 13, 2013 - March 31, 2014
D. Publication of Ordinance No. 2014-1
6. VISITORS PRESENTATIONS/PETITIONS/CORRESPONDENCE
7. MAYOR’S REPORT
8. COUNCIL REPORTS
9. ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT
A. Discussion Regarding Investment CD
B. Discussion Regarding Hiring a Full-Time Police Officer
10. ATTORNEY’S REPORT
11. POLICE CHIEF’S REPORT
12. FIRE CHIEF’S REPORT

13. ENGINEER’S REPORT
A. Fats, Oils, and Grease Ordinance



Agenda for 04-03-14
1. Presentation Regarding Grease Traps

2. Ordinance No. 2014-4 - Amending Section 1010.03 of the City Code as it Relates to Prohibited
Waste
14. SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC WORKS REPORT
15. NEW / OLD BUSINESS
16. ADJOURNMENT

Upcoming Meetings and Events:

1. Planning Commission Meeting April 10, 2014 6:00 p.m.
2. City Council Meeting April 17, 2014 5:30 p.m.
3. Park Board Meeting April 24, 2014 7:00 p.m.
4. City Council Meeting May 1, 2014 5:30 p.m.



City of Newport
City Council Minutes
March 20, 2014

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; Jon Herdegen, City Engineer; Sherri Buss, TKDA Planner

Staff Absent — Curt Montgomery, Police Chief;
4. ADOPT AGENDA
Mayor Geraghty - We would like to move the Engineer's Report to after Council Reports.

Motion by Ingemann, seconded by Sumner, to adopt the Agenda as amended. With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion
carried.

5. ADOPT CONSENT AGENDA
Motion by Gallagher, seconded by Rahm, to approve the Consent Agenda as presented which includes the
following items:
A. Minutes of the March 6, 2014 Regular City Council Meeting
B. Minutes of the March 6, 2014 City Council Workshop Meeting
C. List of Billsin the Amount of $274,619.00
D. Resolution No. 2014-6 - Supporting the Authorization of the Commissioner of Transportation to Perform an
Engineering and Traffic Investigation to Determine the Reasonable and Safe Speed Limit on County Road 74
E. Approva of the Park Board's 2014 Goals
With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion carried.

6. VISTORSPRESENTATIONS/PETITIONS/CORRESPONDENCE

7. MAYOR'SREPORT —

Mayor Geraghty - Several of us testified before the Senate Commerce Committee on March 10 regarding the hill that
was introduced by Katie Sieben and Dan Schoen regarding gas prices. Tom and Steve were there. They did get some ideas
from us. They're supposed to be in touch with Katie and Dan's offices and possibly the cities as well. Their lobbyist was
there and we got his attention.

Councilman Sumner - Were there representatives from neighboring cities?

Mayor Geraghty - No. Also, | attended the last Planning Commission meeting last Wednesday, it was a joint meeting
with the HPC and | listened to most of the discussion regarding the proposed use for the Knauff property. It was a good

5.A
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discussion and will be going back to the Planning Commission in April and coming to us at our second meeting if they
take action. Deb, Fritz and | attended the closing for the Johnson and Mosley properties. We can start to think about plans
for those.

8. COUNCIL REPORTS-
Councilman Rahm - Nothing to report.

Councilman Ingemann - Follow up on the gasoline proposed legislation. At 4:00 p.m. today, the gas price in Newport
was $3.61, in Hastings it was $3.49, in South St. Paul it was $3.59. Again, we're still the highest priced gas station in the
Twin Cities area. St. Paul Park was $3.63. Their representative said they were going to meet with us but nothing has
happened.

Councilman Sumner - | attended the HPC meeting and we spoke about work that is being done to identify particular
areas in the City that could potentially qualify for heritage status. It was decided that there are a couple of limits that are
put on these kinds of designations. Sherri was there and she said that there are a number of ways that support can be given
to developers if they preserve the character. She spoke about using the Code and landmark districts. She also said there
can be incentives given. It was somewhat decided that to put broad groups of Newport into a heritage development area
would not be good because the houses are so scattered. That is being looked at on an ongoing basis. At the end of the
meeting we were joined by the Planning Commission and talked about some things. One of them was a potential
development at the Knauff site and a lot was discussed about the character of the Code and what could be put in there and
what changes need to be done in order to put the proposed business in there. A few people spoke against it. | think there
was an interest from the Planning Commission members to see what could be done to work with this developer. This
piece of property has some problems with it such as contamination. Newport has attempted to get funding to clean it up
but since we don't have a developer our chances have been limited. It was pointed out that if we have someone interested
we can then apply for funds. This individual has indicated that he is willing to work with us and if a grant is not given
within two cycles, he will clean it up himself. This is a tremendous opportunity for us. We had some people that were
concerned about the fact that he needs a barbed wire fence for his type of business. We are looking at the Zoning Code to
seeif we can alow barbed wirein the district. He said that it's a deal breaker if they can't have barbed wire. | would hope
that residents can understand that this is an opportunity that we have not had. That property has been up for sale for some
time. | would hope that alarge amount of support comes from the residents and other staff to support this individua who
has made an application to buy and develop it in the manner that he is proposing. Finally, I've been part of a group for
over a decade called "Basic Needs of South Washington County" and is supported by a number of churches and other
social organizations. It operates the Stone Soup Thrift Shop. They have a major fundraiser each year, this year it's
Saturday, May 17. It's abowl-a-thon in St. Paul Park. | always sponsor alane and there are many waysto participatein it.
| want people to understand that this organization has served the citizens of this area for a very long time. We provide
clothing and household items at reduced prices. We have taken hundreds of thousands of items and given them new lives.
I'm asking for support among the City Council. | would hope that we can be well represented on Saturday, May 17. You
can sign up at the store or stonesoupthriftshop.org.

Councilman Gallagher - Nothing to report.

13. ENGINEER’SREPORT —
A. 2014 Street Improvement Projects

Jon Herdegen, Engineer, presented on thisitem as outlined in the March 20, 2014 City Council packet.
Councilman Sumner - Does that schedule alow for al of the posting requirements?

Engineer Herdegen - Yes, Renee and | walked through it and there's some flexibility.

Mayor Geraghty - When will the bids be due back?

Engineer Her degen - We would open them April 24 and then have them for the Council at the May 1st meeting. The bids
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would be advertised in the South Washington County Bulletin and the Finance and Commerce Report. We also have them
available online.

Mayor Geraghty - Does this just include the 2014 projects?

Engineer Herdegen - Yes.

Mayor Geraghty - And 3rd Avenue isincluded in that?

Engineer Herdegen - Yes.

Mayor Geraghty - And they won't have their hearing until the 16th?

Engineer Her degen - Correct and the assessment hearing will be shortly after.

Councilman Rahm - Will we have alink on our website for the bid?

Executive Analyst Helm - Y es, we can work with Jon on that.

Councilman Sumner - The parcels on Resolution No. 2014-9, #6 and 7 have the same address, is that correct?

Engineer Herdegen - | will double check that. They're probably owned by the same person.

Motion by Geraghty, seconded by Rahm, to approve Resolution No. 2014-8 Approving Plans and Specifications
and Ordering the Advertisement for Bids. With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion carried.

Motion by Ingemann, seconded by Gallagher, to approve Resolution No. 2014-9 Calling Hearing on I mprovement
for 3rd Avenue and Setting the Public Hearing for April 16, 2014 at 5:30 p.m. With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion
carried.

9. ADMINISTRATOR’SREPORT -

A. Ordinance No. 2014-1 - Approving a Zoning Amendment to Section 1300 General, Section 1310 Administration
and Enfor cement, Section 1340 Residential Districts, and Section 1350 Non-Residential Districts

Executive Analyst Helm and Sherri Buss, TKDA Planner, presented on this item as outlined in the March 20, 2014 City
Council packet. A quick review found that there were four other sections that needed to be amended to change the
distance from 350 feet to 500 feet per State Statutes. These sections were 1340, 1350, 1360, and 1370.05.

Councilman Rahm - How long can they extend a permit for?

Executive Analyst Helm - It varies, | think it's typically another six months and they need to show that progress has been
made.

Councilman Rahm - That'salong time.

Councilman Gallagher - Would they need separate conditional use permits for a micro or regiona brewery compared to
abrew pub?

Ms. Buss - Are you thinking that it would be amicro brewery that would be part of a restaurant?
Councilman Gallagher - Yes.

Ms. Buss - Then it would be one conditional use permit.
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Councilman Gallagher - It says 10,000 square feet isthe maximum for a brew on premises store.

Ms. Buss - There are a number of retail usesin the MX-3 District that have this as a maximum size because that District is
meant to be smaller-scale businesses. That is consistent with the other retail uses for that District. A 10,000 square foot
store is about the same size as NAPA Auto Parts.

Councilman Sumner - Isthat limited to one story?

Ms. Buss- We don't say that, it'sthe total size.

Councilman Sumner - Isthat the size they typically are?

Ms. Buss - Actually they're typically smaller.

Councilman Sumner - Will the renovation of the restaurant that they're going in to exceed that square footage?

Ms. Buss - That's not for their use. The use that the Lehrke's are proposing is for a brew pub and does not have any size
limitations.

Councilman Gallagher - There are trends right now for these brew pubs to get started and then sell them to other
restaurants. Would this prohibit them from doing that? | don't want us to put so many limitations on them so that if that
were to happen they could expand.

Ms. Buss - That gets more into State definitions and licensure then it does with our Code. They'd have to get a different
kind of license.

Councilman Ingemann - They aready have an off-sale license.
Councilman Gallagher - But not selling their own.

Executive Analyst Helm - If they wanted to sell their own brew they would need to get a brew manufacturing license
through the State and then they would need to become a taproom instead of a brew pub.

Councilman Gallagher - Do we have the capability to transition from one to the next?

Ms. Buss - No, at this point the Planning Commission is not recommending that use in this District. We would need to
alow amicro brewery in this District. | think the Planning Commission's concern is that depending on how much is being
produced, there can be smells and waste associated with it that impacts the neighbors.

Councilman Sumner - How do they deal with those odors?

Ms. Buss - They have to deal with it in such away that it doesn't produce odors. | didn't go into that but they need to have
items at their breweries so it doesn't impact their neighbors.

Motion by Geraghty, seconded by Gallagher, to approve Ordinance No. 2014-1 as amended. With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays,
the motion carried.

B. Presentation from Sherri Buss, TKDA Planner, on the Costs of Reviewing Plan Applications
Sherri Buss, TKDA Planner, presented on this item as attached.
Councilman Rahm - That 60 days starts when they submit an application to City Hall?

Ms. Buss - If it's complete. If it's not complete, | have to let them know that within 15 days. The 60 days starts when the
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application is complete.

Councilman Rahm - Any communication you have with an applicant you copy the City right?
Ms. Buss - Yes both Deb and Renee get a copy of it.
Councilman Ingemann - Any time you're doing any of this, you're on the clock correct?

Ms. Buss - Yes. When an applicant signs their application, there's a statement on there that says they acknowledge that
they will need to pay the fees and escrows associated with the application. | try to keep my conversations with the
applicants to the point. If it's a quick question and takes two minutes, | won't bill for that. The minimum amount of time
our software billsis 15 minutes.

Mayor Geraghty - Did you have him resubmit anything?

Ms. Buss - No. | have a choice when | get something like this and in some cities where | work they would consider this
incomplete and require them to get an accurate drawing. In this case, the message to me was that the applicant was in a
hurry and so | made the choice that based on the limited information | could go to the Washington County website to get
parcel information and a map and create a drawing so instead of paying a surveyor or architect, this applicant paid me for
an hour to do that. | had to call him and ask questions. You can tell me if you would prefer me to send applications like
this back. That would probably delay it for a month. We've tried to be very accommodating and if | can take a sketch and
get something off of it to make decisions, | will do that. Thistype of drawing meansthat | will spend more time during the
review. The other part of this application that was difficult was that there was only an economic rationale for the variance.
| could tell there were some other reasons but getting those from the applicant was a little challenging because he was
very insistent on the economic rationale.

In summary, we try to keep the costs down as much as possible. Renee and Deb answer as many questions as they can
before sending it to me. There are some things that you need a professional planner for. The previous administrator tried
to do some planning work himself to save costs and he got in to some reviews of flood plain requests and did not follow
the right procedures because he's not a planner. He went ahead and processed those applications without notifying the
DNR, FEMA, or me. With FEMA, you get three strikes before you're out. The DNR was natified by neighbors about it
and they found that the correct procedures were not followed and told FEMA. If we have three cases in the City, FEMA
can suspend flood plain insurance in Newport until they feel the City has cleaned up its act and we don't want that to
happen. Last year, the DNR did a specia training session for al the staff and required a new procedure for how things
will be handled. We've done that. Renee and | created some files that list every parcel that is included in the flood plain
and we have some new ways of dealing with requests to make sure we're following procedures. There can be a problem
for the City if we're not following requirements accurately. It's important to me that while we use everyone in the City to
the degree we can there is a point where staff are limited and you need a professional planner. If there are some thingsin
the Code that you feel are an extra burden, we would be happy to work with you to take them out.

Mayor Geraghty - Will you present this to the Planning Commission too?
Ms. Buss- | can. It probably won't be at the next meeting but | would be happy to. They were invited to come.

Mayor Geraghty - | have afew questions. Mr. Domeier did complain to me about the cost and | figured that it was about
7 to 8 hours of work. How does it take 8 hours of billable time to review a simple variance.

Ms. Buss - There's an hour for the completeness review and getting out the letter to the applicant, there were a couple
hours for making the drawing...

Mayor Geraghty - You just said it took an hour.

Ms. Buss - There's that and then calling him to verify that | have it right. Also, from the Engineer's standpoint, this was a
challenging application.
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Mayor Geraghty - But he only charged him $200 if | recall.

Ms. Buss - But I'm the person who writes that al up in the staff report so there are afew hoursin any given staff report to
talk about the issues, recommendations, findings, and conditions. When it went to the Planning Commission, the Planning
Commission changed the findings, conditions, and rationale so there was an hour to revise the staff report. There is about
7 hoursin there which included two very long phone calls from Mr. Domeier.

Mayor Geraghty - The Banaszewski one was about $700 too.

Ms. Buss - Yes and they provided me a decent drawing but there were some problems in the drawing and in the middle of
that application we had a building permit issue with their garage. The Planning Commission also made some changes. It's
easily 7 hours of work.

Councilman Ingemann - Maybe we should kick them back and say that it's not complete if they don't provide a detailed,
to scale drawing.

Mayor Geraghty - He could have done that pretty easy. I'm looking at it from the consumer's point of view. They're
paying $300 for the application, $200 to the Engineer, and $800 to you. That's a lot for what | thought was an easy
variance.

Councilman Rahm - This is good information. | think we should have a process and expectations that people can
understand. Maybe we can take this presentation, clean it up, and put it on our website so people know what needs to be
done.

Ms. Buss - Renee and | have put together a checklist for each planning request and those are up on the website.
Councilman Rahm - If the Council concurs, | would like to take this presentation and put it on the website. It sets some
expectations in terms of what they need to do and the requirements. They also need to understand that they're bearing the
costs.

Mayor Geraghty - It might make a differenceif they know that they have to pay $1,300 for it.

Councilman Rahm - That goes to my next question. Some of the neighboring cities that have staff for this might make it
easier because they're not bearing the costs.

Ms. Buss- Yes, dl of the residents are paying for it. | will say that the application fees are higher than other communities.
| understand the concern and try to be as efficient as | can.

Mayor Geraghty - Do conditiona use permits typically cost more?

Ms. Buss - Those vary so much more. Some CUPs are simple but others are not. You heard the conversation for the
g]?saltuff site application, that's much more complicated and the Planning Commission is concerned about the impacts of
Councilman Gallagher - Who is paying for that application?

Ms. Buss - The applicant.

Councilman Gallagher - Do the applicants get a detailed bill?

Ms. Buss- Yes, we do very detailed invoices.

Councilman Gallagher - Upfront, do they know how much it isfor you to work on their application?
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Ms. Buss - No.

Councilman Gallagher - | think it would be good to put that on the application. Every Councilmember here was talked to
about these charges. Is there away that an applicant can challenge the charges?

Ms. Buss - Sure. | haven't been through anything formal like that myself. Typicaly, | write a letter to the applicant
detailing the costs and it's never gone beyond that. It'd be up to you if you want an appeal process.

Councilman Gallagher - Wouldn't you be working for the applicant at that point?

Ms. Buss - No, I'm working for you. | do know of one city that had the applicants cover up to a certain amount, like $300,
and the city covered the rest.

Mayor Geraghty - | was just going to ask if ahybrid like that would work.

Ms. Buss - It doesn't because each application is so different. That city didn't get good enough findings because they had
the cap.

Mayor Geraghty - How much do you get each year from the City?
Admin. Hill - We budgeted $30,000 this year.

Councilman Ingemann - | don't think the citizens of Newport should be paying for an applicant that doesn't have their
act together.

Councilman Gallagher - That's the City's cost or the flow through as well?
Admin. Hill - It's the flow through as well.

Ms. Buss - We have two budgeting items for you. One is the genera services like updating the ordinances and answering
questions and the second is what you charge to applicants.

Mayor Geraghty - So you don't get a monthly retainer?

Ms. Buss- No, it'sway too hard to predict what each month will be.

Councilman Sumner - Do | understand that they don't know what the possible rate will be?
Ms. Buss - That's correct. We can definitely put that on the application.

Councilman Gallagher - | think that would be smart.

Mayor Geraghty - It seemslike alot of it isn't in the control of the applicant.

Councilman Sumner - It sounds like some of the costs are incurred when the plans are altered by the Planning
Commission.

Ms. Buss- Yes, it's more time. We shouldn't be inhibiting what they do.
Councilman Ingemann - If they Planning Commission has all of the information they need at the meeting there's not an

issue, it's when they don't have all of the information and need it before they make a decision. That requires another
meeting.
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Mayor Geraghty - At the last meeting, the applicant was well prepared but most of the discussion was around what zone
it should be by the Planning Commission.

Councilman Gallagher - Sherri, you've been with us for five years now and | would like to point out that this was the
only complaint that I've heard in four years. | think that's pretty good.

Mayor Geraghty - | felt we needed to talk about it.
Ms. Buss - | understand and don't mind.

Councilman Rahm - Again, | know these things vary but if we can give expectations and a range, people are usually
more satisfied.

Ms. Buss - Renee could certainly go back a couple years to get atypical cost for planning requests, we could put that on
there as well. It's depending on the issues and information provided. I'm all for letting people know.

Executive Analyst Helm - | do already have a spreadsheet of all the planning requests since | came on in 2011.
Councilman Rahm - Does the Council see apoint in putting this online?

Mayor Geraghty - It'sfine but | think we should put a good-faith disclosure of what the range could be.
Councilman Sumner - | would aso suggest we look at our coststo see where we are competitive wise.
Admin. Hill - I think showing the pictures would help as well.

Councilman Sumner - Just redact al names.

Councilman Gallagher - | heard that we have alarge amount of ordinances that you need to go through.
Ms. Buss- Y our Code has not been updated for along time so people have kept adding thingsin.
Councilman Gallagher - Have we begun the process of cleaning it up?

Ms. Buss - We keep trying.

Councilman Gallagher - | know it can cost quite a bit of money to have someone do that.

Ms. Buss - Yes, we did that in Scandia and it cost probably $40,000. We had that grant for the MX-3 District and used
some of it to clean up the Code.

Mayor Geraghty - Thank you.

C. Ordinance No. 2014-2 - Amending Chapter 8, Section 800.04, of the City Code to Provide for Additional
Penaltiesfor Chronic or Repeated Property Nuisance Offenders Within the City

Admin. Hill presented on thisitem as outlined in the March 20, 2014 City Council packet.

Attorney Knaak - Thiswas discussed at the workshop and the initia reaction from the Council was that they thought the
frontend was a little harsh but they approved of the concept overall so we made it so that the third offense is the violation
instead of the second offense.

Councilman Sumner - Committing a third nuisance violation within one year of a prior conviction. What's the penalty
for thefirst conviction?
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Attorney Knaak - The penalty is whatever the penalty is. In other words if they come in, there's a nuisance violation, we
do adisposition, and they've already cleaned it up, it could be a conviction and a $50 fine.

Councilman Sumner - So then they would need to commit athird one?

Attorney Knaak - Yes, athird one within ayear. We had talked about the second one being the enhanced offense but the
Council unanimously disagreed with that idea because they feared that it would be abused. What this means is that
someone would need to be convicted twice before violating this ordinance and | honestly think you have a chronic
problem when they're convicted a third time. Then they would be guilty of an aggravated violation and have the minimum
fine. My guess is that | won't see this. I'm anticipating that after a couple of these violations, well have a conversation
about other remedies like abatement. | would suggest you reserve abatement for the more serious properties. For the more
routine kind of nuisance cases, this would be another arrow in the quiver that could be used if you have a habitua
customer.

Councilman Sumner - Two violations in one year, three violations in two years, or four violations in three years, that
makes them a chronic nuisance?

Attorney Knaak - Yes.

Councilman Sumner - Then when you're talking about the penalties "Committing a third nuisance within one year of a
prior conviction," so they would have already been convicted. Isthis a 365 day period or calendar year?

Attorney Knaak - 365 days.

Mayor Geraghty - Do they get through the system that quickly? Will processing be aissue?
Attorney Knaak - It could be a problem.

Councilman Sumner - And thisis a person who has gone to court and been convicted?

Attorney Knaak - Yes, they actually need to be convicted and this needs to be the third conviction in a short period of
time.

Councilman Sumner - So all ordinance violations, grass 9 inches tal, garbage cans outside of the garage, could
potentially be written up and be one of these violations?

Attorney Knaak - Yes, if it qudifies as a nuisance under the Code. So if you have someone that was cited for a huisance
because they had 15 inch grass and then gets cited and convicted of a second nuisance because of a vehicle that is
inoperable, and then gets a third nuisance violation for trash cans then yes, that becomes a chronic property. There's
nothing in the way thisiswritten that requires it to be the same nuisance violation each time.

Councilman Rahm - Then | would say we need to go through al our Codes and define what is really a nuisance.

Councilman Sumner - Exactly.

Mayor Geraghty - There's usually a process to where they'll get a warning and it's usually taken care of before it gets to
the prosecution point.

Attorney Knaak - | would have to say about three or four cases come to mind in all of the nuisance violations that I've
dealt within the City.

Admin. Hill - When a property owner is given awarning, it's usually taken care of immediately.
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Mayor Geraghty - Isthis modeled after any other cities?

Attorney Knaak - No, to my knowledge thisis quite innovative.

Councilman Sumner - | still have a problem. | can understand certain situations and | know my situation. For the benefit
of the Attorney, there have been allegations about my personal conduct. I'm one of those that think it's my land and my
stuff and if you don't like it there's a lot of other places you can look. | know my neighbors are glad that | am their
neighbor because | look out for them and help them. | ask them if it's bothering them and they say no. | know some people
take offense and | know that my plan is of course to address these issues but if they're not addressed within someone else's
timetable | think these are pretty draconian measures from my personal situation. | understand the situation that an
audience member had and | know a balance has to be struck but | think our current Code allows the possibility for
someone to be targeted and make their life very difficult. | have no problems with the current Chief or CSO, | think
they're outstanding officers. 1 know that when we had the workshop there was some reaction and | felt one of the
Councilmembers was urging people to go out and snoop and report on their neighbors.

Councilman Gallagher - One of the Councilmembers?
Councilman Sumner - Yes, you.
Councilman Gallagher - No, not at all.

Councilman Sumner - | thought so. | think these could be harsh and could be used if a different Council was here. We've
had previous Councils and CSO's and there was a strong backlash from the community against the enforcement and |
understand that there's another swing right now. I'm very concerned that things could be difficult on people that are
otherwise good citizens. | am not in favor of this. I'm not sure how to rewrite it but the fact that so many things in our
Code are considered violations. | know someone that had a lawn mowing violation last year and | heard she got a
notification for having bagged yard waste next to her house but she could have been targeted twice within a year and
subject to these penalties and finds. I'm concerned it's an overreaction to what | believe is a minor problem in the world
and Newport. | know many of the local business people and none of them have come to me to say that they would like to
expand their business but can't because | allegedly have stuff in my back yard. I'm concerned there's an overreaction on a
problem that may not be as broad as we have.

Councilman Rahm - | think the original intent was because we had certain properties that had violations and we're trying
to clean up those areas and apply it equally among all of the properties so we can clean up Newport to attract more
development along the 61 Corridor and residential areas. | thought this was a continuation of that process to have a
graduated system of penalties so people wouldn't just pay the fine and go away.

Councilman Sumner - | also know that we've had quite a bit of development within the last year and we haven't had this
law in effect. There's a lot happening right now. The Planning Commission is reviewing an application for the Knauff

property.
Mayor Geraghty - |s there more you want to say on this?
Councilman Sumner - No.

Councilman Rahm - We've had some workshops on this. | agree with Bill a little bit in that if we pass this we should
look at all of the nuisances because there are things on there like trash cans beside the house.

Mayor Geraghty - They arein there for areason.
Councilman Rahm - | hear more about the trash cans than anything else. For instance, up on Century Avenue, we al

leave our trash cans about 50 or 100 feet away from the road because we don't want to drag them back to the house so
technically we would all bein violation of the ordinance.
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Councilman Gallagher - | believe about 99% of residents would be in violation of some ordinance.

Councilman Rahm - That's the scary thing. You need to have common sense with these things and if were putting
something in place like thisit can be used as an attack thing.

Councilman Gallagher - | think this move is more for the extreme problem properties.
Councilman Sumner - But it says any violation.
Councilman Gallagher - We aso have police and prosecutor discretion.

Councilman Sumner - But if certain neighbors want to insist that a property be targeted the Police need to follow the
Code.

Councilman Ingemann - | can see this being abused by people who are perfect.

Councilman Sumner - Yes, something needs to be done about problems when there's a danger or their disturbing
neighbors.

Councilman Rahm - Would you be supportive of thisif we looked at the nuisances first?

Councilman Sumner - | think some of the violations need to be looked at. | remember when | first campaigned | told one
of the sitting Councilmembers that there was a concern about over enforcement and she said "What do you expect the
Code book is this big" and yes the nuisance violation book is pretty substantial and Councilman Gallagher just said that
99% of the people are probably in violation. | understand with chronic offenders but | don't think is specific enough in
regards to what the violations are. | know someone who doesn't have a garage and is nervous because he has his
lawnmower outside.

Councilman Rahm - | would table this until we've looked at our nuisance violations.

Councilman Gallagher - That could be years.

Mayor Geraghty - They're there for a reason. I'm more concerned about the neighbors that are fighting and could use it
against each other. How do we control that?

Attorney Knaak - We do have situations like that and at some point you need to rely on the discretion of staff and the
prosecutor. | can be asked for awritten opinion as to whether or not something is a nuisance violation. By the time it gets
to the courts, it needs to be pretty clear that it's aviolation.

Councilman Rahm - And it does say convictions so it needs to go through that entire process to get to that point.
Councilman Sumner - So we had a chronic problem and it was resolved, it probably took too long.

Councilman Gallagher - Would this have sped that process up?

Attorney Knaak - It probably would have. I'm thinking of a situation up on the hill and this would have been an effective
tool for usto use.

Councilman Gallagher - Thisisatough one for me.
Mayor Geraghty - Well after we go through it for a year and there are abuses, we can changeit.

Councilman Ingemann - It's hard to change it.
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Mayor Geraghty - No it's not.

Councilman Sumner - And we know there are peoplein town that would love to start filleting their neighbors.
Councilman Gallagher - They would have already done that.

Councilman Sumner - So the homeowners and businesses that are struggling...

Mayor Geraghty - They can till be cited and fined for those without this. This is beefing it up a little for the chronic
offenders.

Councilman Sumner - I'm not sure that's the thing that drives businesses to Newport and we already know that some of
the properties aong 61 with the trucks, one of them has a CUP and the other one has the right to have trailers there and if
a person comes in and looks at those places they might think it's a nice piece of property and not mind about the trailers.
We have someone that wants to build 4 houses right now.

Councilman Gallagher - At the same time, we could have a developer come in and look at those same pieces of property
and say that it looks like a dumpy town.

Councilman Rahm - It's part of a strategy to change the image.
Councilman Sumner - Will this change the appearance of 617
Councilman Rahm - No.

Councilman Gallagher - Not unlessthey'rein violation.

Motion by Gallagher, seconded by Rahm, to approve Ordinance No. 2014-2 Amending Section 800.04. With 3
Ayes, Ingemann and Sumner voting Nay, the motion carried.

D. Ordinance No. 2014-3 - Repealing Chapter 4, Section 410, Tobacco Sales, and Approving Amendments to
Chapter 4, Licensing, and Section 750, Tobacco

Executive Analyst Helm presented on this item as outlined in the March 20, 2014 City Council packet.

Councilman Sumner - What are the penalties for tobacco sales compared to our ordinance violation penalties?
Executive Analyst Helm - Thefirst violation is at least one day suspension and $75 fine, the second is at least three days
suspension and $200 fine within 48 months, the third is at least seven days suspension and $250 fine, and the fourth is
revoking the license. Those are in addition to crimina or civil penalties. There are aso pendties for employees and
minors.

Councilman Sumner - What about the minors?

Executive Analyst Helm - Minors found in unlawful possession of, or who unlawfully purchase or attempt to purchase,
tobacco, tobacco products, or tobacco related devices, shall be charged an administrative fine of $75 for afirst violation of
this ordinance; $200 for a second offense within a forty-eight (48) month period; and $250 for a third or subsequent
offense within aforty-eight (48) month period.

Councilman Gallagher - | don't think they'll be under 18 for 48 months.

Executive Analyst Helm - | had changed it to 48 months, it was at 24 months but | was trying to be consistent with the
other penalties.
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Councilman Gallagher - | think 48 months is fine. Bill was saying that we just passed something where the fines are
$500, $750, and $900 and the third here is a $200 fine.

Councilman Sumner - Are we now going to require the Police to card anyone who is smoking?

Executive Analyst Helm - If they look to be under 18.

Councilman Gallagher - They do.

Admin. Hill - It's part of their job.

Councilman Sumner - Do we have instances where they charge these kids?

Executive Analyst Helm - | believe so, it's probably under "Juvenile Problems/Petty Citations."

Councilman Sumner - Here we have kids that are setting themselves up for a lifetime addiction and health problems and
;/;/](:;]/S got one set of penalties for that and we have people that might have something in their backyard. Who gets charged
Executive Analyst Helm - The juvenile and I'm assuming there are also civil penalties.

Attorney Knaak - There can be.

Councilman Sumner - Have we ever had a case charged in Newport?

Attorney Knaak - Not that | can recall.

Mayor Geraghty - | think we should talk about e-cigarettes.

Executive Analyst Helm - That's covered under "tobacco products.”

Councilman Sumner - What's this lobelia?

Executive Analyst Helm - That's for e-cigarettes.

Councilman Ingemann - | personally think we're starting to think we're doing too much legislation for personal issues.

Executive Analyst Helm - The penalties for minors were already in Section 750.

Motion by Gallagher, seconded by Rahm, to approve Ordinance No. 2014-3 Repealing Section 410 and Approving
Amendmentsto Chapter 4 and Section 750. With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion carried.

E. Resolution No. 2014-7 - Amending Resolution No. 2014-5 Establishing a Credit for Water Usage for Properties
that are Running Water 24-7 to Prevent Frozen Water Lines

Admin. Hill presented on thisitem as outlined in the March 20, 2014 City Council packet. Thisresolution is amending the
previous resolution to give a credit of $0.60 per day for property owners that are running water at a pencil width stream
24-7 to prevent their water lines from freezing.

Motion by Sumner, seconded by Geraghty, to approve Resolution No. 2014-7 Amending Resolution No. 2014-5
Establishing a Credit for Water Usage for Propertiesthat are Running Water 24-7 to Prevent Frozen Water Lines.
With 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, the motion carried.

10. ATTORNEY'SREPORT —
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A. Prosecution Report

There were no questions on the prosecution report.

11. POLICE CHIEF' SREPORT — Nothing to report

12. FIRE CHIEF SREPORT — Nothing to report

14. SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC WORKS REPORT —

Superintendent Hanson - We did have another couple frozen lines. It's pretty cheap insurance to run water because it can
cost up to the thousands to get it thawed. Just a reminder too for residents to start looking at flood insurance if they'rein
that area. The flood report isn't much yet but it is the time to purchase flood insurance.

15. NEW/OLD BUSINESS

16. ADJOURNMENT

Motion by Geraghty, seconded by Rahm, to adjourn the regular Council Meeting at 7:37 P.M. With 5 Ayes, 0
Nays, the motion carried.

Signed:

Tim Geraghty, Mayor
Respectfully Submitted,

Renee Helm
Executive Analyst



ANALYSIS OF COSTS TO
REVIEW PLANNING AND
ZONING APPLICATIONS

Presentation to Newport City Council,
March 20, 2014
Sherri Buss, Planner, TKDA



Brief History—Why a Consulting ‘
Planner & Charges to Applicants?

Prior to using consulting planner, Planning Zoning
applications were reviewed by City Staff—salaries
paid by all City residents

Those staff positions eliminated

TKDA had been hired through competitive process
to complete the City’s Comprehensive Plan

Administrator identified options for completing
necessary planning on-going planning tasks, since

City no longer had staff to do this work.



Brief History—Why a Consulting
Planner

City completed a contract with TKDA for general
planning services

City decided costs for planning services would be
charged to applicants

This is the typical way that small cities and
Townships in Washington County and the Metro
Area provide planning services and pay the costs
of those services



Application Review Process and Costs

- City staff and consultants are both involved in the
review process for planning and zoning applications

- City staff answer initial questions, provide and
receive applications

- The consulting Planner completes steps that are
required in state statute and the City’s zoning
ordinance for review of the applications



Application Review Process and Costs

- Planner tasks in typical review process:

1. Completeness review of submittal
- Determine if it includes all of the items required by the ordinance
- Call applicant if additional items are needed
- Determine issues for review

- Send letter notifying the applicant that the application is
complete, identifying the 60-day review period, and notifying the
application of the process and meeting dates.

- State statutes require the City to determine that the
application is complete and provide timely notice to the
application regarding the 60-day review period.



Application Review Process and Costs

Review of application and creation of
report for Planning Commission

The City’s zoning ordinance includes specific
requirements and criteria for review of each
type of planning and zoning application.

The Planner’s review must address each of the
standards and criteria in the ordinance

Send application to other City staff and
agencies as needed for comments



Application Review Process and
Costs

Review of application and creation of report
for Planning Commission

Ordinance requires analysis of whether
application meets each code requirement
(dimensions, lot coverage, performances
standards—a long list).

For variances, the report must include
Findings by State law and ordinance

Report must include Conditions, if applicable



Application Review Process and Costs

8 Coordination with other staff and agencies

Planner needs to get comments from other City staff
and incorporate them in the application

Planner requests comments from other agencies
(Watershed District, etc.) and incorporates them as
needed in the staff report

4.  Revise staff report, findings and conditions
based on Planning Commission meeting, and
prepare the report for the Council meeting



Costs of recent planning applications

Planner costs of representative applications during past
year:

B ariance: $726.48
B variance: $408.06

B variance: $874.87

Differences in costs based on:
Number and types of issues

Quality of information provided by the applicant and need to
obtain additional information to address the ordinance
requirements

Number of phone calls with applicants

Results of Planning Commission process and changes to report
for Council



Costs of recent planning applications

B ariance: $726.48
B variance: $408.06

B \ariance: $874.87

B ariance had only one issue to analyze

B - B \ariances raised issues related to

several code requirements or city policies—each needed to be
addressed in the staff report and findings

variance required coordination with City Engineer on
right-of-way policies and issues

and variances each required several
phone calls with the applicants

B -d B ariances resulted in extensive

changes during Planning Commission discussion and therefore
in report to Council




Costs of recent planning applications

- Quality of submittals—Illll application
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Costs of recent planning applications

ol
Application

4 )

o M.&u-f - -

s
LE,

g, Poge by, b gy AP BTN W S N A
P P T = 1

umr«'\. [ amevn vmws G ow s v
3
s PR e

ek bl ik -i" W LR B
M’ kL AN . A b A
s e nte Tt s e Fies o EARETEL INT S 00A FRE KR BIF 00

L e e et I e
L8 DR RETTOL AW
=i | & Py mbe e

X :a-::h»'-'u’.‘n -‘-‘-‘u " -w“"ﬁf" lé i=| {

ARY LANASZEF K

TN IN & ALNAELD JAT iy owat
g WERNE WG ANR nr.r—n’n'ﬂfhﬂ-*' e

L N-'C.!-"'IHS’T“""‘"‘"- ll‘l E ! E EE Il‘]""llm e




Costs of recent planning applications
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Costs of recent planning applications

For BB variance, need to go to County website for
scaled drawing

Need to complete measurements and calculations for
setbacks, lot coverage, and other dimensional standards
that were provided on other drawings

Need to call applicant to clarify location of proposed
garage, house size, and other info not supplied on
drawing

Need for adequate variance rationale—not economic only

Other applicants paid designers or surveyors to complete
the required drawings

Some cities would not accept this as “Complete”



Summary

The steps in the process, items that need to be analyzed,
and contents of the staff reports are governed by State
Statutes and the City’s Zoning Ordinance

The City needs an adequate record of the analysis,
findings, conditions, and process. The report forms we
utilize have been developed over many years of working
with City Attorneys and Administrators to provide the
findings and record that the City needs for planning and
zoning decisions.



Summary

We try to keep costs down by:

City staff handle the questions, receipt and distribution of the
application

The applicants are not charged for meetings--$100 meeting rate
(no matter how much Planner time at Commission and Council
meetings) is charged to the City

Working as efficiently as possible

We must abide by State Statutory requirements

The City can change the requirements in its ordinances,
If some requirements seem unnecessary

We will work based on your direction
Thanks for asking for this discussion



Non-Recurring Bills

$115,000.00 Purchase of Johnson property
$652.50 Closing cost on Johnson proper
$442.50 Sand
$152.40 Radio Repair vehicle
$1,052.39 Reimbursement
$204.00 APS Contract fee
$300.00 Reimburse of deposit
$146.71 Office supplies
$72.89 Supplies
$65.48 Uniforms
$78,492.00 Casualty and liability insuran
$45.00 Membership
$525.00 Deer Count
$49,424.50 City Engineers
$480.00 Reimburse for rental
$57.00 LP Gas
$110.00 Clerks school year 1
$244.00 Copier service
$240.46 Water uniforms
$15.00 Luncheon
$194.25 SWWOC charge for exempt city pr
$1,500.30 Radio
$2,700.54 Radios
$1,500.00 M.D.C.
$7,726.15 Alerts and records
$1,546.28 #18 Repair Street

Paid Chk# 016108 ESTATE OF LOREN JOHNSON 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016111 NATIONAL TITLE 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016124 AGGREGATE INDUSTRIES MIDWEST 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016125 ANCOM TECHNICAL CENTER 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016126 CHRIS ANTHOLZ 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016127 CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016128 ETERNITY HOMES 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016129 FAIR OFFICE WORLD 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016130 JOHN BARTL HARDWARE 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016131 KEEPRS, INC. 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016132 LEAGUE OF MINNESOTA CITIES 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016133 METROPOLITAN AREA MGMT ASSOC. 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016134 MN HELICOPTERS INC 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016135 MSA PROFESSIONAL SERVICES, INC 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016136 RACHEL CONTRACTING 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016137 SOUTH SUBURBAN RENTAL, INC. 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016138 ST. CLOUD STATE UNIVERSITY 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016139 TBS OFFICE AUTOMATIONS 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016140 VIKING INDUSTRIAL CENTER 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016141 WAKOTA CAER 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016142 WASHINGTON CTY PROPERTY RECORD 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016143 WASHINGTON CTY PUBLIC SAFETY 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016144 WASHINGTON CTY PUBLIC SAFETY 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016145 WASHINGTON CTY SHERIFF 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016146 WASHINGTON CTY SHERIFF 4/3/2014
Paid Chk# 016147 ZIEGLER 4/3/2014
Recurring Bills

Paid Chk# 000269E  FEDERAL TAXES 3/19/2014
Paid Chk# 000270E  ING LIFE INSURANCE & ANNUITY 3/19/2014
Paid Chk# 000271E MN REVENUE 3/19/2014
Paid Chk# 000272E  CENTRAL BANK 3/25/2014
Paid Chk# 000273E  DELTA DENTAL OF MN 3/31/2014
Paid Chk# 016107 ASSURANT EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016109 ING LIFE INSURANCE & ANNUITY 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016110 LAW ENFORCEMENT LABOR SERVICES 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016112 NEWPORT FIRE RELIEF ASSOC. 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016113 PERA 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016114 SCOTT FREEMYER 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016115 SELECTACCOUNT 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016116 SELECTACCOUNT 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016117 XCEL ENERGY 3/20/2014
Paid Chk# 016118 COMCAST 3/27/2014
Paid Chk# 016119 DAN KELLER 3/27/2014
Paid Chk# 016120 LEAF 3/27/2014
Paid Chk# 016121 NCPERS MINNESOTA 3/27/2014
Paid Chk# 016122 RUMPCA EXCAVATING, INC. 3/27/2014
Paid Chk# 016123 VERIZON 3/27/2014

Staff

$8,875.82 SS, Med, Federal
$419.45 MSRS
$1,853.23 State taxes
$4.00 Chargeback fee for returned ch
$1,071.07 Dental Insurance
$644.82 Life and long-term disability
$1,734.60
$270.00
$3,000.00 State fire aid
$8,175.13
$770.83 Uniform costs
$638.18
$34.32 Select monthly fee
$10,964.14 Electricity and natural gas
$123.83
$83.54 Mileage and meal reimbursement
$580.49
$64.00 Life insurance
$3,330.00 Rent equipment for Glen Road ¢
$385.29 Cell phones and hot spots
$29,357.17
$335,269.26
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RESOLUTION NO. 2014-10

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING DONATIONS FOR THE PERIOD OF DECEMBER 13, 2013 -

MARCH 31, 2014

WHEREAS, The City of Newport, Minnesota is generally authorized to accept donations of real and personal
property pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Section 465.03 for the benefit of its citizens, and is specifically
authorized to accept gifts and bequests for the benefit of recreational services pursuant to Minnesota Statutes

Section 471.17; and

WHEREAS, The following persons and entities have offered to contribute the items set forth below to the City:

Individual/Business

Lady Slipper
Lady Slipper
Lady Slipper

Lady Slipper
Cottage Grove Athletic
Association

Donated
Donated Item Amount
10% for October and
November 2013 $637.78
10% for December 2013 $276.44
10% for January 2014 $241.17
15% for January 2014 for
Summer Rec $361.76
10% for February 2014 $356.52

Donated Date

January 2, 2014
March 11, 2014
March 11, 2014

March 11, 2014

March 24, 2014

WHEREAS, The City Council findsthat it is appropriate to accept the donations offered.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Newport City Council hereby accepts the above donations
and directs staff to write aletter of appreciation to each donor.

Adopted by this council this 3rd

day of April, 2014 by the Newport City Council.

Motion by: , Seconded by:
VOTE: Geraghty

Ingemann

Sumner

Gallagher

Rahm

Signed:
Tim Geraghty, Mayor

ATTEST:

Deb Hill, City Administrator

5.C



CITY OF NEWPORT
SUMMARY OF AMENDMENTS TO ZONING ORDINANCE

THIS SUMMARY HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR
PUBLICATION PURSUANT TO M.S. §412.191, Subd. 4

TITLE

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 1300 (GENERAL), 1310 (ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT)
SECTION 1340 (RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS), SECTION 1350 (NON-RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS) AND SECTION
1360 PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NEWPORT

SUMMARY

This ordinance amends Section 1300 (Genera), Section 1310 (Administration and Enforcement), Section 1340
(Residentia Districts), Section 1350 (Non-residential Districts) and Section 1360 (Planned Unit Developments) as
adopted by Ordinance on June 6, 2002 and subsequently amended, which contain the following sections:

1300.01
1300.02
1300.03
1300.04
1300.05
1300.06
1300.07-.08
1300.09
1300.10
1300.11
1300.12
1300.13
1300.14
1300.15
1300.16

1310.01
1310.02
1310.03
1310.04
1310.05
1310.06
1310.07
1310.08
1310.09
1310.10
1310.11
1310.12
1310.13
1310.14
1310.15

1340.01
1340.02
1340.03

1340.04

DEFINITIONS

RULES OF CONSTRUCTION

PURPOSE AND INTENT

SCOPE, INTERPRETATION, ETC.

RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING CITY ORDINANCES
AREA REGULATIONS

EXCEPTIONS

AREASUNDER WATER

HEIGHT REGULATIONS

ONE PRINCIPAL STRUCTURE PER LOT

MOVING OF STRUCTURES

REMOVAL OF SALT, SAND, AND OTHER MATERIAL
TRUCK OR BUS PARKING IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS
VIOLATIONS

OUTDOOR FURNACES

ADMINISTRATIVE FEES

AMENDMENTS

APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATIVE DECISIONS

ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

BOARD OF APPEALS AND ADJUSTMENTS

PUBLIC HEARINGS

BUILDING PERMITS AND CERTIFICATES OF OCCUPANCY
EXPIRATION OF PERMITS

COMPLETION OF WORK

CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS

VARIANCES

ABANDONMENT OF CONDITIONAL USE OF VARIANCES
DETERMINATION OF SUBSTANTIALLY SIMILAR USE
INTERIM USES

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

PURPOSE

INTENT

RESIDENTIAL LOT AREA, DEPTH, WIDTH, COVERAGE, SETBACKS,
AND HEIGHTS

SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL GARAGE, ACCESSORY STRUCTURE,
AND DRIVEWAY STANDARDS
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1340.05 CREDITSAND ALLOWANCES FOR MULTIPLE DWELLINGS

1340.06-.07 SPECIAL REGULATIONS FOR RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS
1350.01 SCOPE

1350.02-.12 SPECIFIC INTENT OF DISTRICTS

1350.13-.14 DIMENSIONAL REQUIREMENTS

1350.15-.16 ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES

1359.17 PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

1360.01 INTENT

1360.02 ALLOWED USES

1360.03 REQUIRED STANDARDS

1360.04 COORDINATION WITH SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS
1360.05 REVISIONS AND CHANGES

1360.06 PHASING AND GUARANTEE OF PERFORMANCE
1360.07 CONTROL OF PUD AFTER COMPLETION

1360.08 PROCEDURES FOR APPLICATIONS

PURPOSE AND INTENT
The ordinance is adopted for the following purposes:

1. Toadd definitions for Craft Breweries, Craft Distilleries, Brew Pubs and related uses to the Zoning Ordinance;

2. To update public hearing notice requirements for planning and zoning applications to be consistent with State of
Minnesota Statute requirements,

3. To update building permit requirements for expiration and extensions to be consistent with the State of Minnesota
Building Code.

4. To add Craft Breweries, Craft Digtilleries, Brew Pubs and related uses to the Use Tables for the Non-Residential
Didtricts

COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT

No land shall be altered, divided, used, developed or redevel oped in a manner that does not comply with the provisions of
the amended Zoning Ordinance. If any alteration, division, use, development or redevelopment occurs in violation of the
Zoning Ordinance, the Zoning Administrator may, in addition to other remedies, institute any proper criminal action or
proceedings in the name of the City of Newport, and herby shall have the powers of a police officer to prevent such
unlawful ateration, division, use, development or redevelopment; to restrain or correct such violaions, to prevent
occupancy of said property; or to prevent any illegal act, conduct business or use in or about said premises. Any person
who violates a provision of the Zoning Ordinance is guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined
or penalized not more than the maximum level s established by the State of Minnesota for misdemeanor offenses.

AVAILABILITY OF FULL TEXT
A printed copy of the entire ordinance and the ordinance amendments is available for inspection by any person during the

City’s regular office hours. The Zoning Ordinance is also available on the City of Newport web ste,
WwWWw.Ci.newport.mn.us.

Ordinance adopted and summary approved for publication by the City Council of the City of Newport, this 20" day of
March, 2014.

Tim Geraghty, Mayor
ATTEST:

Deb Hill, Administrator/Clerk


http://www.ci.newport.mn.us/�

MEMO

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Deb Hill, City Administrator
DATE: March 31, 2014
SUBJECT: Police Staffing

Background:

During the first council meeting in March, there was discussion centering on the police
officers feeling stressed at the workplace and the desire for another full time police officer
to help fill in scheduling gaps due to vacations and sick leave vacancies. The issue was
tabled to the first meeting in April that would allow the mayor to be included in the
discussion and for additional research. The present police budget is $839,417 along with a
new squad for $43,000 which totals $882,417 for 2014. Per capita cost is $257. The cost of
an additional officer along with PERA increases would result in police budget for 2015 of
$967,417, or $282 per capita. It was discussed that if an officer were to be added this year,
that the funds would come from the EDA fund.

Discussion:

Staff spoke with a few officers and it was found that they were not necessarily stressed, but
discontented with lack of capital spending as compared to other departments. Staff
contacted Washington County to find out how other departments throughout the county
were staffed. The ‘rule of thumb’ for communities in the Midwest is 1.1 officers to 1000
population - which would bring our community staffing needs to four. This ratio is lower
than the national standard of over 2 officers per 1000 as the Midwest has higher
training/schooling standards and therefore the officers work more efficient. Typically
smaller communities are staffed with 4-5 officers.

Newport will be required to go through bond rating with Standard and Poor’s for the 2014
street improvement bonds. They will be inquiring about budget changes - a large non-
budgeted increase might throw up red flags.

Staff contacted Ehler’s for an opinion - it was stated that the EDA fund is not for police or
general government services. The funding we have been setting aside was to be used for
property acquisition and public improvements for the Transit Station.

Staff is recommending that staffing issues be tabled until discussions on the 2015 budget
start in late July or early August. This will give time to research whether scheduling
adjustments and/or other means are warranted to address the issue.
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MEMO

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Deb Hill, City Administrator

DATE: February 12, 2014

SUBJECT: FOG (Fats, Qils, and Grease) Ordinance

Background:

In December of 2013, Public Works was notified that a sewer line (downstream of Tinucci’s
restaurant) was blocked by a grease build-up which resulted in sewerage to flow into the
Red Rock Saloon. Tinucci’'s Restaurant and the Red Rock share the same sewer line. Both
establishments were asked to have their lines televised. The City Engineer reviewed the
tapes and found both lines had a consistent buildup of grease.

Prior to this event, Tinucci’s had their line professionally cleaned twice a year. Public
Works has the 15t Street lift station (down line from Tinucci’s and the Red Rock) cleaned
of grease build-up every year to remove up to a four inch thick layer of grease build-up.
Normally, lift stations are cleaned every other year.

The City Engineer recommended the City to require Tinucci’s to install a grease trap. This
was done. Staff reported that there are other areas in town that also have grease build-up
problems.

Discussion:

In light of the general problem with grease build-up in our sewer lines in other areas of the
City, a FOG Ordinance was researched. Having food preparation establishments remove
grease before it hits the sewer lines, not only saves the city from incurring more frequent
cleaning costs, but it also does not shove the problem to the sanitary district.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that a Fats, Oils, and Grease Ordinance be enacted.

13.A



CITY OF NEWPORT
ORDINANCE 2014-4

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NEWPORT, MINNESOTA, AMENDING SECTION 1010.03 OF
THE CITY CODE AS IT RELATES TO PROHIBITED WASTE

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NEWPORT, MINNESOTA, HEREBY ORDAINS THAT:

That 1010.03 Subp.1.1 of the City Codeis hereby deleted and moved to 1010.03 Subd.3 which is amended to
read as follows:

Subd. 3 Fat, Oils and Grease Interceptor Requirements

A. Thefollowing provisions establish standards for the reduction of fats, oils and grease by requiring proper
grease interceptor design, installation, maintenance, reporting and the enforcement of penaltiesfor failure
to comply. These actionswill protect the health, welfare and safety of the public and the environmental by
requiring provisions for the reduction of fats, oils and grease, minimizing the impact on the Wastewater
Collection and Transmission System.

B. Definitions:

1. "Customer" means any entity which discharges wastewater to the City wastewater conveyance
system.

2. "Fats, Oils and Grease" (FOG) means material, either liquid or solid, composed primarily of fat, oil
and grease from animal, vegetable or mineral sources.

3. "Food Service Facility" includes the following types of establishments: Full service restaurants, fast
food establishments, delicatessens, cafeterias, school cafeterias, church kitchen, hospitals and medical
facilities, boarding houses, clubhouses, adult daycare facilities, assisted living facilities, conval escent
homes, meat distributors and processing facilities, food processing facilities, grocery storeswith food
preparation/service areas, bakeries, caterers and or other similar types of operations with commercial
kitchen equipment.

4. "Grease Interceptor” or “Interceptor’” means a device designed to capture fats, oils and grease prior
to discharge to a sanitary sewer. Also termed grease traps or grease recovery devices.

5. "City" meansthe City of Newport, Minnesota.

C. Reguirements: Theinstallation or upgrade, and maintenance, of grease control equipment at both new and
existing FOG generating facilities must meet the foll owing requirements:

1. Grease Interceptors must beinstaled at al new FOG generating facilities.

2. Exisgting FOG generating facilities must install an approved, properly operated and maintained Grease
Interceptor when any of the following conditions exist:

a. If the City determines the discharge of grease from the facility to the sewer has or is creating
restrictions in the public sewer or is causing additional sewer maintenance costs.

b. Construction which requiresissuance of abuilding permit from the City occurs at a Food Service
Facility.



Grease Interceptors must be of adequate size and efficiency and at a minimum shall be sized and
installed in accordance with the State of Minnesota Administrative Rules, Chapter 4715, Plumbing
Code and all applicable municipa plumbing codes.

Grease Interceptors shall be ingtalled in the waste line leading from the sinks, drains or other fixtures
where grease may be introduced, and must be readily accessible for cleaning and inspection.

FOG generating facilities must maintain records for al Grease Interceptor cleaning and maintenance
activitiesin aformat approved by the City and have such records available for inspection.

FOG generating facilities that maintains a grease interceptor as required by the City of Newport must
clean said interceptor at a minimum on amonthly basis. If the owner of a FOG generating facilitiesin
which aninterceptor isinstalled and or required can demonstrate to the reasonabl e satisfaction of the
City Council or adesignated representative that cleaning does not need to be monthly, the Council or
its designated person may grant an exception allowing such owner to clean less frequently, but not
lessthan on a quarterly basis.

a. Each facility must maintain records of the dates and means of disposal.

b. Anyremoval and hauling of the captured materials not performed by the owner's personnel must
be performed in compliance with al applicable laws and regulations by alicensed waste disposal
contractor.

Variance. The City may grant a variance or conditional waiver from the minimum requirements in
Section C if the FOG generating facility demonstrates to the satisfaction of the City that any FOG
discharge is negligible and will have an insignificant impact on the sewer system. At aminimum, the
following conditions apply:

a. The FOG generating facility must demonstrate that the discharge from its activities contains less
than 100 mg/1 of FOG.

b. The sampling and testing to demonstrate the concentration of grease in the discharge must be
conducted, at the facilities expense, by an independent testing organization in accordance with
acceptable industry standards

The City will perform periodic and random FOG equipment inspections, including scheduled
inspections of known problem areas. Records of the inspections shall be maintained by the City. An
authorized agent of the City or employee of the City may at all reasonable hours, enter any private
premises for the purpose of inspecting sewer system connections, plumbing, Grease Interceptors and
appurtenances to assure compliance with this or other applicable laws, regulations and ordinances.

D. Penalties and Charges for remedial maintenance or repair of sanitary sewer system.

1

2.

Any person found in violation of any provision of this Ordinance shall be guilty of a misdemeanor
and, upon conviction thereof, shall be punished by penalty established in Minnesota law for a
misdemeanor as may be amended from time to time. Any person convicted of a violation of this
ordinance shall be required to pay the reasonable costs of prosecution.

The City may in its discretion, seek any civil remedies available to it including remedies at law, in
equity or other relief. In the event that civil remedy is pursued, the City may seek reimbursement of
any and all costs, disbursements, witness or other fees, aswell as reasonabl e attorney's fees expended
by the City in order to enforce this Ordinance.



3. Other Remedies.

a. Each right or remedy accruing to the City under this Ordinance or at law is separate and distinct
and may, at the City's discretion, be exercised independently or simultaneously with any other
right or remedy.

b. The City may disconnect water and sewer service to the establishment and to the structure in
which the grease trap is |ocated.

c. The City may impose a civil penalty of not more than $1,000 per month until such owner
demonstrates that they are in compliance with the requirements of this Ordinance.

d. For failure to maintain records as required by this Ordinance, or failing or refusing to timely
comply with any request for records required to be provided to the Council or its designated
representative, a civil penaty of up to $250.00 per day shall be imposed until such records are
provided.

e. All unpaid civil penalties imposed on a Food Service Facility during that calendar year shall be
assessed to said facilities first quarter water bill for the following calendar year.

4. Inthe event that the owner is found to have contributed to the partial or complete obstruction of the
sewer system resulting from the discharge of waste containing grease and that the City isrequired to
act immediately to control a public health hazard because of such blockage, such owner shall be
required to reimburse the City for all costs of abating such condition. In situations where there are
multiple owners identified as contributing to the obstruction, the City will apportion the cost of the
clean-up, maintenance or repair costs on a prorated basis, based on each owner's percentage share of
the average total sanitary sewer charges for all such owners. Further should inspection, testing or
other sampling activity by the City or itsrepresentative confirm that any user is contributing excessive
grease (including other harmful ingredients) and is causing the repair or extraordinary maintenance
activity to maintain the sanitary sewer system the City Council may require further remedial actions
necessary to correct the problem.

The foregoing Ordinance was moved by Councilmember and seconded by Councilmember

The following Councilmembers voted in the affirmative:
The following Councilmembers voted in the negative:

Effective Date
This Ordinance becomes effective upon its passage and publication according to law.

Adopted by the City Council of the City of Newport, Minnesota on the 3rd day of April, 2014.

Signed:

Tim Geraghty, Mayor

Attest:

Deb Hill, City Administrator
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