Review of the Subdivision Code-Park Dedication

Prchal explained that the City had recently approved two new zoning districts, being the Mixed
Use Commercial and the Mixed Use Business Park. These two classifications are not
covered in the park dedication section so staff are looking to insert these two sections
into the code. Park dedication fees must be established by ordinance or a fee schedule
that meets the requirement of state statute. Prchal references the League of Minnesota
Cities for deciding how to set these fees. He showed a table with the existing parks
dedication requirement that have categories for fees at 10%, 7%, 4% and fees that are
set by a Council Resolution which are $4,500/acre. The proposed changes would be to
combine categories and average percentages for the rural districts creating a 10% and
5% fee. Keeping the $4,500/acre for non-residential land.

Ames raised a concern that the $4,500/acre for commercially developed land was low
compared to residential development. Prchal said that it could be changes, but that is
not in this proposal.

Weeks asked Prchal how much we could increase the commercial land fee. Prchal has not
looked into specifics, and is not sure how much the City could raise the fee. Ames asked
if they could approve this proposal and then look into raising the commercial fee, Prchal
said if they would like to pursue that, they could do it at the same time.

Schumacher asked if the difference in the percentages would be noticeable and be skewed one
way or another. Prchal said it probably will not be noticeable.

Ames asked how many acres that we have would be in the fee schedule. Prchal said he would
be able to calculate some of it but not all of it. Ames read a section from page 30 of the
park plan and wants to add credits for sections of trails that are built if they are
designed as part of the Commissions park plan. Trails are just looping and Ames would
like trails to fit into the park plan. Ames discussed how Woodbury has required
developers to build trails so that they all connect and don’t end up looping. Prchal
explained that maybe the fees could be based off of Sq. ft. rather than acres.

Weeks asked if the 36 corridor could look like the 94 corridor in terms of development. Prchal
explained that not with the current comprehensive plan.

Ames asked Prchal for how he would like the commission to proceed with this proposal. Prchal
recommended that if the commission likes the current proposal for the subdivision code
that they move it forward to the council. Then in the future they can look into wording
for park dedication regarding trails. But if the commission wants to combine the trail
language they would have to table this and bring it back at a future meeting.

Ames motioned to table this proposal for the park dedication fee to allow staff time to research
information for trails. Zeno seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously.
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Zeno stated that the volleyball courts in Lions Park are getting heavily used. The people are loving the
courts and the new sand. He asked if there will be a fence put around the pickle ball courts and
Prchal stated that those will be a hockey rink in the winter so boards will go up around the area.
Zeno said that residents have been asking for improved lighting, create a hedge on the south
side to prevent runaway balls, and a low rail to stop runaway balls.

Prchal stated that the City is looking for names for the Village and Wildflower Park and there have been
to recommendations yet.

Meeting adjourned at 9:00 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted,
Alex Saxe






The next item that Staff would review is the distance to the septic tanks and drain field. Washington County requires a 5 ft.
setback from sewage tanks and a 10 ft. setback from drainfields. The patio is setback a sufficient amount from both features. The
blue represents the proposed patio (not to scale).
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LEASE AGREEMENT:

The City has a lease agreement established for the operation of the Nature Center and the agreement requires alterations or
improvements to the site to receive written approval from the City before commencement. Staff believes this proposal to be an
item that requires written approval of the City Council. The Lease agreement is attached for further review.

REQUESTED INFORMATION FROM JUNE MEETING

The Commission had asked Staff to reach out to Tony Manzara to gain information about three items; will the patio be ADA
accessible, would the nature center be open to installing pervious pavers, and what are the future plans for the nature center as a
whole. Beyond reaching out to Tony, Staff has not sought out answers to these questions.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Staff does not foresee a fiscal impact for the City. However, there is a possible impact if the Nature Center and Patio did need to
be removed. Article 6 of the Lease agreement for the Nature Center outlines the escrow funds that are reserved for removal of
the structure. Currently $20,000 is being held to remove the building, if necessary. It is reasonable to conclude that additional
improvements could raise the needed escrow amount. Staff estimates that the removal cost of a concrete patio would be around
$3.00 to $4.00 per square foot. If the Commission believes it is needed, the estimated escrow amount would be calculated against
the square footage of the patio.

OPTIONS:

1) Recommend approval of the Sally Manzara Nature Center patio.

2) Recommend approval of the Sally Manzara Nature Center Patio with an increase in escrow
3) Recommend denial of the Sally Manzara Nature Center patio.

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATION

Staff views the patio as an improvement to the Nature Center building and an improvement to the park. Since the previous
meeting the landscaping area around the building has been cleaned up. Staff no longer believes there would need to be a
condition to clean up the site before construction.

“Motion to recommend approval of the patio at the Sally Manzara Nature Centeras as presented ”

ATTACHMENTS:

e Patio Proposal
e Land Trust Letter
e Lease Agreement







