
ITEM DESCRIPTION PRESENTER TT JA KW AM BA VOTE PAGE #

1 Roll Call

2 Approve Agenda

3 Public Forum - 15 Minutes (3 min/person)

a. Annual Report on Volunteer Efforts McCarthy

4 Consent Agenda 2

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

5 New Business 

a. Consider Resolution No. 35-2014 - Final 2015 Property Tax Levy and Budget Uram 23

b. Lake Effect Next Steps Recommendations Nelson 75

c. Consider Resolution No. 38-2014 165 & 213 Central Ave N and 1015 Cross St 
Subdivision Gadow 85

d. Consider Resolution No. 39-2014 151 Westwood Lane - Three Lot Subdivision Gadow 166

e. Consider Resolution No. 36-2014 Approving Planning Commission Appointments Nelson 240

f. Consider Resolution No. 37-2014 Approving Parks & Trails Board Appointments Nelson 242

6 City Manager's Report and Discussion Items

7 Public Forum (as necessary)

8 Adjournment

Meeting Rules of Conduct:
Turn in white card for public forum and blue card for agenda item
Give name and address
Indicate if representing a group
Limit remarks to 3 minutes

Upcoming Meetings:
City Council - December 16, 2014 & January 6, 2015
Planning Commission - December 15, 2014 & January 5, 2015

Approval of Check Register

Approval of Amendment to On-Sale Liquor License - Addition to Dining Room and Outdoor Patio at McCormick's

Approval of Municipal Licenses 

Municipal Licenses Which Received Administrative Approval (Informational Only)

7:00 PM - CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Approval Workshop Minutes of November 18, 2014 and Minutes of November 18, 2014

WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
Wayzata City Hall Community Room, 600 Rice Street

Tuesday, December 2, 2014

  4:15 PM DINNER AVAILABLE FOR WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL-CONFERENCE RM.
  4:45 PM INTERVIEWS FOR BOARDS & COMMISSIONS

Members of the City Council and some staff members may gather at the Wayzata Bar and Grill
immediately after the meeting for a purely social event. All members of the public are welcome.CC_12022014 
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WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL 1
WORKSHOP MEETING MINUTES 2

November 18, 2014 3
4

5:00 PM – BELTZ REDEVELOPMENT CONCEPT5
Mayor Willcox called the workshop meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. in the Community Room at 6
Wayzata City Hall.  Council members present:  Amdal, Anderson, Mullin and Tanner.  Also 7
present:  City Manager Nelson and City Planner Gadow. 8

9
Ms. Nelson stated that in recent months, staff has met with representatives of the Beltz family to 10
discuss their plans for redevelopment of the properties they own adjacent to their existing 11
commercial buildings at 701 Lake St. E.  The two properties considered for redevelopment 12
include the Mail Center and Gold Mine Buildings (326 and 332 Broadway).  Ms. Nelson 13
indicated the Beltz family has expressed an interest in a potential partnership with the City for 14
continued commercial north of Mill Street as part of a parking structure project on Mill Street.   15

16
Mr. Jim Beltz presented a concept plan for the potential redevelopment project and asked for 17
feedback from the City Council. 18

19
The Council and staff reviewed the concept plan and discussed design, appearance, aesthetics, 20
size, height, scale, massing, and hardcover.  Mr. Beltz and representatives from Source Group 21
indicated they would take into account the received feedback before submitting a formal 22
application for review. 23

24
5:30 PM – INTERVIEWS FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS25
Mayor Willcox called the workshop meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. in the Community Room at 26
Wayzata City Hall.  Council members present:  Amdal, Anderson, Mullin and Tanner.  Also 27
present:  City Manager Nelson, and City Planner Gadow. 28

29
The Council conducted interviews for the following finalists: 30

31
Time Applicant Commission/Board 
5:30 PM Sue Farrell Communications Board 
5:40 PM Tyler Purdy Parks & Trails Board 
5:50 PM Daniel Baasen LMCD Board of Directors & Parks and Trails Board 
6:00 PM Tom Shaver HRA 
6:10 PM Richard Diercks HRA & Communications Board 
6:20 PM Kim Anderson HPB 
6:30 PM Elizabeth Blaufuss HPB 
6:40 PM Bruce Biser HPB & Communications Board 

32
The workshop meeting was adjourned at 6:55 p.m. 33

34
Respectfully submitted, 35

36
37
38

Becky Malone 39
Deputy City Clerk 40
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WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL 1
DRAFT - MEETING MINUTES 2

November 18, 2014 3
4

AGENDA ITEM 1. Call to Order and Roll Call.5
Mayor Willcox called the meeting to order at 7 p.m. Council Members present: Amdal, 6
Anderson, Mullin and Tanner.  Also present: City Manager Nelson, City Planner Gadow, and 7
Public Works Director Dudinsky. 8

9
AGENDA ITEM 2. Approve Agenda.10
Mr. Amdal made a motion, seconded by Mrs. Anderson, to approve the agenda, as presented. The 11
motion carried 5/0. 12

13
AGENDA ITEM 3. Public Forum – 15 Minutes (3 minutes per person).14
a. Annual Hennepin County Update 15
Jan Callison, Hennepin County Commissioner, shared that the maximum property tax levy had 16
been set at a 2.75% increase in September 2014.  It was increasing more than in previous years 17
because it had not increased much in the past several years, payroll was increasing by 2.75%, and 18
the County needed more staff in child welfare.  The Truth in Taxation hearing was set for 19
December 2, 2014 with a total proposed increase of 3.08%.  Hennepin County and Ramsey 20
County were considering combining facilities for some youth programs.  The new 911 dispatch 21
facility would be fully operational in December 2014.  Ms. Callison noted updates on the 22
Bushaway Road project and Heading Home Hennepin, a 10 year plan to end homelessness. 23
 The Council commended Debra Brisk, Assistant County Administrator, and her team for 24
the improved communication during the Bushaway Road Project.  Ms. Callison answered 25
questions from the Council about the Minnehaha Creek Watershed District, indicating that the 26
search for a new Executive Director had begun and that it was a challenging time for the 27
Watershed District.28

29
b. Recap of 2014 Pilot Program for Trolley 30
Mr. Amdal reported that the Pilot Trolley Program had operated from July through mid-31
September.  The goals were to assist people in making connections with the Lake Minnetonka 32
community, the environment, local businesses, and one another.  Mr. Amdal presented a graph of 33
the Pilot Program ridership and date points.  He thanked sponsors including the City of Wayzata, 34
RBA Consulting, Regatta–Bohland Development, 6smith, and Presbyterian Homes.  He also 35
thanked the Historical Society, acting fiscal agent.  The next steps for the Trolley program were 36
achieving non-profit status, finalizing the board of directors, extending the operating season, and 37
expanding sponsorship.   38

39
c. Telecom Site 40
Ann Goodmundson, 373 Park Street East, noted that she had lived at her place of residence for 41
forty-five years and the neighborhood had coexisted with the water tower for decades.  Ms. 42
Goodmundson expressed her concern that telecommunications had been added without the 43
knowledge of the residents and did not have a place in a neighborhood. 44

45
AGENDA ITEM 4. Consent Agenda.  46
Mr. Tanner made a motion, seconded by Mr. Amdal, to approve the consent agenda: 47
a. Approval of Workshop Minutes of November 5 and 7, 2014 and Minutes of November 5 48

and 7, 2014 49
b. Approval of Check Register 50
c. Municipal licenses which received administrative approval (informational only) 51
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Draft – CC11182014-2 

d. Police Activity Report 1
e. Building Activity Report 2
The motion carried 5/0. 3

4
AGENDA ITEM 5. New Business.5
a. Lake Effect Presentation 6
Mary deLaittre, Groundworks Consulting, presented the components of the Draft Report 7
including a two pronged approach to projects, organizational development approaches, and 8
eighteen strategic action steps. 9
 The Council mentioned the work that Saint Paul Riverfront Corporation had already 10
completed and noted that the work going forwards was to build on that and not to replace it.  Ms. 11
deLaittre answered a question of the Council concerning the jury and initiative team, indicating 12
that the jury might be made up of a City Council representative, a County representative, a State 13
representative, and the designers.  The initiative team might start with the jury, but drop the 14
designers and County and State representatives.  Community members with non-profit 15
experience, fundraising experience, and project experience would then be added.  The initiative 16
team might later transition into the permanent board members. 17
 Ms. Nelson answered a question of the Council concerning the timetable of the draft 18
proposal, indicating that the presentation was a culmination of the last two workshops.  Ms. 19
deLaittre and staff would continue work and come back before the Council at a meeting in 20
December for adoption. 21
 Mary Bader, 117 Peavey Lane, communicated her admiration for how far the project had 22
come, but expressed concern over the financial side, stating that the City had funded the project 23
with $100,000 originally and had agreed to not spend any more money. 24
 Ms. Nelson responded that there were not any current plans to fund the project, but the 25
City had to put the money forward for a design concept. 26

27
b. Telecom Site Next Steps 28
Mr. Dudinsky shared updates and the current status for each of the five carriers including Nextel 29
(owned by Sprint), T-Mobile, Sprint, AT&T, and Verizon Wireless.  There were still two 30
buildings on the Telecom Compound owned by AT&T and Verizon Wireless.  Both tenants 31
responded to the request to replace buildings with cabinets, that they were not interested in 32
spending an estimated $75,000 to $100,000 to replace the buildings since the City might require 33
relocation at lease expiration.  In July 2014 Verizon Wireless had to decommission its antennas 34
on top of the old Anchor Bank Building for demolition of the old bank.  Since then the Verizon 35
strength in the buildings in the Presbyterian Homes Development had been less than adequate.   36
 Mr. Dudinsky reported that the Council had directed the City Attorney to make contact 37
with the 402 Gardner Street property owner's attorney to see if there was an interest in selling the 38
residential property to the City.  Paul Kaminski, City Attorney, responded that the owner was not 39
interested in acquisition at this time and wanted to wait and see the direction of the Council.  Mrs. 40
Anderson noted that she had not been supportive of acquiring the property. 41
 Mr. Dudinsky discussed the tenants Radio Frequency engineer's responses to possible 42
relocation site options.  The Council asked questions concerning Radio Frequency.  Lynda 43
Depoe, Verizon representative, responded that she was unsure of specifics concerning Radio 44
Frequency without having a Radio Frequency engineer present. 45
 Dale Rosmos, SEH, discussed possible required heights and costs associated with a 46
monopole near the current site and answered other questions of the Council concerning Radio 47
Frequency, small cell technology, and cost associated with different types of monopoles. 48
 The Council discussed possible options for moving forward and decided to move ahead 49
with five key items for staff to research including having two monopoles on each end of town 50
versus one monopole at the current site, timing for complete removal of antennas from the water 51
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Draft – CC11182014-3 

tower with lease expirations and refurbishing the water tower as possible options, fixing the 1
current site visually in the interim, requesting a service audit from the carriers, and developing an 2
ordinance and telecommunications policy. 3
 Leonard McManman, T-Mobile representative, noted that a service audit could be 4
conducted anecdotally based on customer service calls, but would need to look to Radio 5
Frequency engineers for real data. 6
 Susan Hughes, 415 Gardner Street, asked the City Council to protect the neighborhood 7
equally with other neighborhoods. 8
 Steven Bohl, 550 Far Hill Road, expressed concern over the current service at the 9
Promenade development and asked the Council to take action immediately. 10
 Mark Pederson, Campus Administrator Folkestone, communicated that residents have 11
weak or no signal strength since the Verizon Wireless tower was removed. 12
 Mayor Willcox made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mullin, to direct City staff to explore a 13
two monopole solution or one monopole solution near the water tower, recommendation on 14
timeline, recommendation for improving visuals at the current site in the interim, request a 15
service audit from the carriers, develop ordinance and/or policy.  The motion carried 5/0. 16

17
c. Consider Benton Avenue Interim Improvements 18
Mr. Dudinsky shared that in April 2014 staff discussed possible improvements to the Benton 19
Avenue/Wayzata Boulevard intersection to improve resident access to Wayzata Boulevard.  The 20
interim traffic improvement would include the installation of a loop detector at the Benton 21
Avenue/Wayzata Boulevard intersection and replace the signal cabinet.  The engineer's estimate 22
was $39,000.  Staff had solicited bids and recommended awarding the bid to the low bidder, Egan 23
Company at $25,400. 24
 Mr. Tanner made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mullin, to award the bid to the low bidder, 25
Egan Company at $25,400.  The motion carried 5/0. 26

27
d. Consider Resolution No. 32-2014 Approving Heritage Preservation Board 28

Appointments 29
Ms. Nelson reported that interviews were held earlier that day for several boards and 30
commissions appointments.  Three candidates were interviewed for three available seats on the 31
Heritage Preservation Board including Kim Anderson, Elizabeth Blaufuss and Bruce Biser for a 32
two-year term. 33
 Mr. Tanner made a motion, seconded by Mr. Amdal, to Adopt Resolution No. 32-2014, 34
approving Heritage Preservation Board Appointments of Kim Anderson, Elizabeth Blaufuss, and 35
Bruce Biser.  The motion carried 5/0. 36

37
e. Consider Resolution No. 33-2014 Approving Housing and Redevelopment Authority 38

Appointments 39
Ms. Nelson reported that two candidates were interviewed for one seat on the Housing and 40
Redevelopment Authority including Tom Shaver and Richard Diercks for a five-year term. 41
 Mr. Tanner made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mullin, to Adopt Resolution No. 33-2014, 42
approving Housing and Redevelopment Authority Board Appointment of Tom Shaver.  The 43
motion carried 5/0. 44

45
f. Consider Resolution No. 34-2014 Approving Communications Board Appointments 46
Ms. Nelson reported that three candidates were interviewed for four available seats on the 47
Communications Board including Sue Farrell, Richard Diercks, and Bruce Biser for a three-year 48
term.  Ms. Nelson noted that Valentina Weis wished to be reappointed, but was not available for 49
interviews.  Mrs. Anderson spoke highly of Ms. Weis's involvement during the previous term and 50
recommended she be added. 51
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Draft – CC11182014-4 

 The Council cast a closed ballot vote that was tallied by Mr. Gadow who announced the 1
results.2
 Mr. Tanner made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mullin, to Adopt Resolution No. 34-2014, 3
approving Communications Board Appointments of Sue Farrell, Richard Diercks, Bruce Biser, 4
and Valentina Weis.  The motion carried 5/0. 5

6
Mr. Tanner made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mullin, to direct staff to include an appointment for 7
Dan Baasen to the Lake Minnetonka Conservation District Board of Directors for a three-year 8
term effective February 1, 2015.  This appointment will be made in January as a part of the 9
Resolution designating the annual City Appointments and Assignments.  The motion carried 5/0. 10

11
AGENDA ITEM 6.  City Manager's Report and Discussion Items.12
a. Update on Tree Lighting 13
Ms. Nelson shared that the annual tree lighting would be held on November 28, 2014, and 14
festivities would continue through November 29, 2014.  Festivities include a winter market, 15
Santa's reindeer, Municipal bar, Wayzata's women choir performance, trolley, horse drawn 16
carriage rides, live music, and Wayzata's Firefighters parade of lights.  Ms. Nelson thanked all of 17
the generous sponsors. 18

19
b. Announcements 20
Ms. Nelson reported that an Open House would be held on December 18, 2014 from 5:00 to 7:00 21
p.m. for Council Members Tanner and Amdal. 22

23
AGENDA ITEM 7. Public Forum Continued (if necessary).24
There were no comments. 25

26
AGENDA ITEM 8. Adjournment.27
Mr. Tanner made a motion, seconded by Mrs. Anderson to adjourn.  There being no further 28
business, Mr. Willcox adjourned the meeting at 10:25 p.m. 29

30
Respectfully submitted, 31

32
33
34

Becky Malone 35
Deputy City Clerk 36

37
Drafted by Sarah Peterson 38
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc.39
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*Check Detail Register©
CITY OF WAYZATA 11/24/14 3:26 PM

Page 1

November 2014

Check Amt CommentInvoice

10100   Anchor Bank
BELLBOY BAR SUPPLY CORP.Paid Chk#  096965 11/19/2014

$14.35 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 45579900
$1,221.60 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 45579900

$334.00 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 45621200
$16.40 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 45680200

$944.75 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 45680200
$5.02 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 90910500

$217.65 MISC.MDSE.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 90910500
$1.72 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 90977800

$46.04 MISC.MDSE.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 90977800
$5.03 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 91038800

$219.94 MISC.MDSE.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 91038800
$72.43 MISC.MDSE.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 91070900
$4.35 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 91070900

$57.20 MISC.MDSE.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 91106800
$4.28 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 91106800

Total   BELLBOY BAR SUPPLY CORP. $3,164.76

BERNICK`S WINEPaid Chk#  096966 11/19/2014

$95.60 MISC.BEV.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 174909
$124.35 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 174910

Total   BERNICK`S WINE $219.95

BERRY COFFEE COMPANYPaid Chk#  096967 11/19/2014

$167.45 MISC.BEV.E 640-48000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 1210317
Total   BERRY COFFEE COMPANY $167.45

CINTAS CORPORATIONPaid Chk#  096968 11/19/2014

$52.12 FIRST AID SUPPLIESE 640-48500-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 5002177917
Total   CINTAS CORPORATION $52.12

COCA-COLAPaid Chk#  096969 11/19/2014

$385.34 MISC.BEV.E 640-48000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 0178055626
$450.64 MISC.BEV.E 640-48000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 0178056120

Total   COCA-COLA $835.98

COZZINI BROS., INC.Paid Chk#  096970 11/19/2014

$71.34 KNIFE EXCHANGEE 640-48500-415   Other Equipment Rentals C1318849
Total   COZZINI BROS., INC. $71.34

CULLIGAN-METROPaid Chk#  096971 11/19/2014

$225.28 SUPPLIESE 640-48500-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 101X27010308
Total   CULLIGAN-METRO $225.28

DAHLHEIMER DISTRIBUTING CO.Paid Chk#  096972 11/19/2014

$639.00 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 1132490
$1,045.05 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 1132491

$57.00 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 1132541
$438.50 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 1132542

Total   DAHLHEIMER DISTRIBUTING CO. $2,179.55

DAY DISTRIBUTINGPaid Chk#  096973 11/19/2014

$190.00 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 771650
$1,915.25 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 775716

$988.00 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 776735
$691.25 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 776736
$517.00 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 777773 CC_12022014 
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*Check Detail Register©
CITY OF WAYZATA 11/24/14 3:26 PM

Page 2

November 2014

Check Amt CommentInvoice

$880.40 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 777774
$771.00 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 778658

Total   DAY DISTRIBUTING $5,952.90

ECM PUBLISHERS, INC.Paid Chk#  096974 11/19/2014

$257.10 LIQ.CLERK EMPLOYMENT ADE 640-47000-499   Miscellaneous 161078
$335.62 BAR MGR.EMPLOYMENT ADE 640-48000-499   Miscellaneous 161079
$335.62 LIQ.MGR.EMPLOYMENT ADE 640-47000-499   Miscellaneous 161091

Total   ECM PUBLISHERS, INC. $928.34

EXTREME BEVERAGE, LLCPaid Chk#  096975 11/19/2014

$268.00 MISC.BEV.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale W-1062827
Total   EXTREME BEVERAGE, LLC $268.00

G & K SERVICESPaid Chk#  096976 11/19/2014

$153.33 UNIFORMS & SUPPLIESE 640-48500-217   Uniforms 1013587500
$24.40 UNIFORMS & SUPPLIESE 640-48000-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 1013587500
$83.76 UNIFORMS & SUPPLIESE 640-48500-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 1013587500

Total   G & K SERVICES $261.49

GRAPE BEGINNINGS, INC.Paid Chk#  096977 11/19/2014

$1,582.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 173762
$27.00 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 173762

Total   GRAPE BEGINNINGS, INC. $1,609.00

GREG JOHNSON DESIGNPaid Chk#  096978 11/19/2014

$120.00 WINE SALE BANNER/SIGNE 640-47000-340   Advertising 2813
Total   GREG JOHNSON DESIGN $120.00

HEGGIES PIZZAPaid Chk#  096979 11/19/2014

$188.50 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 1428206
Total   HEGGIES PIZZA $188.50

HIGHWAY 55 RENTALPaid Chk#  096980 11/19/2014

$46.20 TABLE RENTALE 640-47000-499   Miscellaneous 480393
Total   HIGHWAY 55 RENTAL $46.20

HOHENSTEINS INC.Paid Chk#  096981 11/19/2014

$414.00 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 730327
$333.00 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 732759

Total   HOHENSTEINS INC. $747.00

JJ TAYLOR DISTRIBUTING OF MNPaid Chk#  096982 11/19/2014

$938.95 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 2281161
$104.00 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 2287717
$500.40 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 2287767
$681.20 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 2293202

Total   JJ TAYLOR DISTRIBUTING OF MN $2,224.55

JOHNSON BROS.-ST.PAULPaid Chk#  096983 11/19/2014

$2,161.32 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 5019158
$19.74 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5019158
$19.74 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5019160

$682.65 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 5019160
$1,097.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 5019161

$22.56 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5019161
$5.64 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5020449

$262.60 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 5020449
$50.82 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 5020450
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*Check Detail Register©
CITY OF WAYZATA 11/24/14 3:26 PM

Page 3

November 2014

Check Amt CommentInvoice

$0.71 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5020450
$364.75 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 5024315

$9.87 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5024315
$889.32 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 5024316

$9.87 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5024316
$32.25 MISC.BEV.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 5024317
$1.41 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5024317

$1,213.40 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 5024318
$18.33 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5024318

$3,877.10 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 5025524
$54.99 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5025524
$1.41 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5025525

$94.00 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 5025525
$1,800.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 5026821

$28.20 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 5026821
($19.98) WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 503275
($7.25) WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 503276

($20.68) WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 503277
($14.83) WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 503278

Total   JOHNSON BROS.-ST.PAUL $12,654.94

KARLSBURGER FOODS, INC.Paid Chk#  096984 11/19/2014

$306.80 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 5-000062405
Total   KARLSBURGER FOODS, INC. $306.80

LIBATION PROJECTPaid Chk#  096985 11/19/2014

$860.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 92
$7.50 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 92

Total   LIBATION PROJECT $867.50

M.AMUNDSON LLPPaid Chk#  096986 11/19/2014

$939.94 CIGARETTESE 640-47000-256   MISC.MDSE.RESALE 184827
Total   M.AMUNDSON LLP $939.94

MAIN STREET BAKERYPaid Chk#  096987 11/19/2014

$191.47 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 252908
$76.91 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 253091
$95.08 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 253137
$93.89 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 253241
$78.67 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 253327

$201.18 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 253413
Total   MAIN STREET BAKERY $737.20

NARDINI FIRE EQUIPMENT CO.,INCPaid Chk#  096988 11/19/2014

$305.64 FIRE SYSTEM INSPECTIONE 640-48000-409   Maint services & Improv 465699
Total   NARDINI FIRE EQUIPMENT CO.,INC $305.64

NORTHWESTERN FRUIT COMPANYPaid Chk#  096989 11/19/2014

$346.85 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 797474
$208.30 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 797667
$469.55 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 797839
$497.20 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 798095

Total   NORTHWESTERN FRUIT COMPANY $1,521.90

PAUSTIS & SONSPaid Chk#  096990 11/19/2014

$933.47 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 8472265
$13.75 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 8472265

$229.50 WINEE 640-48000-252   Wine For Resale 8473171 CC_12022014 
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*Check Detail Register©
CITY OF WAYZATA 11/24/14 3:26 PM

Page 4

November 2014

Check Amt CommentInvoice

$15.00 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 8473314
$1,459.50 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 8473314

$884.48 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 8474366
$12.50 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 8474366

$191.25 WINEE 640-48000-252   Wine For Resale 8474383
Total   PAUSTIS & SONS $3,739.45

PEPSI -COLAPaid Chk#  096991 11/19/2014

$415.65 MISC.BEV.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 38998650
Total   PEPSI -COLA $415.65

PHILLIPS WINES & SPIRITSPaid Chk#  096992 11/19/2014

$1,465.95 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 2693525
$24.68 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 2693525

$229.30 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 2693526
$4.23 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 2693526
$9.63 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 2696954

$890.49 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 2696954
$1,285.50 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 2696955

$23.97 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 2696955
Total   PHILLIPS WINES & SPIRITS $3,933.75

RUDY LUTHERPaid Chk#  096993 11/19/2014

$1,083.09 CVR REFUNDG 630-20300   Deposits Payable CVR REFUND
Total   RUDY LUTHER $1,083.09

SOUTHERN WINE & SPIRITS OF MNPaid Chk#  096994 11/19/2014

$923.75 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 1216727
$3.75 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1216727

$1,702.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 1219304
$25.00 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1219304

$268.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 1219305
$2.50 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1219305

$21.77 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1221988
$2,650.16 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 1221988

$1.25 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1221989
$220.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 1221990

$1.25 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1221990
$862.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 1221991
$15.21 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1221991
$45.21 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1224337

$3,365.66 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 1224337
Total   SOUTHERN WINE & SPIRITS OF MN $10,107.51

SOUTHWEST NEWSPAPERSPaid Chk#  096995 11/19/2014

$250.00 LIFESTYLE GUIDEE 640-48000-340   Advertising 1740292
$80.00 HOST/EXPO EMPL.ADE 640-48000-499   Miscellaneous 1740293
$60.00 DISHWASHER EMPL.ADE 640-48000-499   Miscellaneous 1740294

Total   SOUTHWEST NEWSPAPERS $390.00

SPENCER JANITORIALPaid Chk#  096996 11/19/2014

$2,205.31 MONTHLY CLEANINGE 640-48000-409   Maint services & Improv 10283
Total   SPENCER JANITORIAL $2,205.31

STRATEGIC EQUIPMENT ANDPaid Chk#  096997 11/19/2014

$32.72 PROMO SUPPLIESE 640-48000-341   General Promotions 2313285
$437.13 KITCHEN SUPPLIESE 640-48500-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 2313285

$42.20 KITCHEN SUPPLIESE 640-48500-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 2313286 CC_12022014 
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$155.53 BAR SUPPLIESE 640-48000-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 2313287
Total   STRATEGIC EQUIPMENT AND $667.58

SUNBURST CHEMICALS, INC.Paid Chk#  096998 11/19/2014

$112.07 SUPPLIESE 640-48000-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 0334003
$1,088.82 SUPPLIESE 640-48500-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 0334401

Total   SUNBURST CHEMICALS, INC. $1,200.89

SYSCO MINNESOTAPaid Chk#  096999 11/19/2014

($34.94) FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 3440690PU
$91.38 SUPPLIESE 640-48000-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 411030961
$56.05 PROMO FOODE 640-48000-342   Promotions - Food/Drinks 411030961
$11.66 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 411030961

$307.87 KITCHEN SUPPLIESE 640-48500-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 411030961
$74.89 LIQE 640-48000-251   Liquor For Resale 411030961

$4,297.85 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 411030961
$2,413.45 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 411051231

$81.47 KITCHEN SUPPLIESE 640-48500-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 411051231
$27.88 PROMO FOODE 640-48000-342   Promotions - Food/Drinks 411051231

$3,372.09 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 411071412
$61.88 LIQE 640-48000-251   Liquor For Resale 411071412
$56.05 PROMO FOODE 640-48000-342   Promotions - Food/Drinks 411071412

$160.49 KITCHEN SUPPLIESE 640-48500-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 411100996
$4,629.70 FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 411100996

$93.68 LIQE 640-48000-251   Liquor For Resale 411100996
$27.88 PROMO FOODE 640-48000-342   Promotions - Food/Drinks 411100996
$10.00 MISC.BEV.E 640-48000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 411100996

($21.65) FOODE 640-48500-255   FOODIngredients For Resale 562157 N
Total   SYSCO MINNESOTA $15,717.68

T.D. ANDERSON INC.Paid Chk#  097000 11/19/2014

$115.00 BEER LINES CLEANEDE 640-48000-409   Maint services & Improv 588689
Total   T.D. ANDERSON INC. $115.00

THORPE DISTRIBUTING CO.Paid Chk#  097001 11/19/2014

($105.60) BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 00701413
$1,724.15 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 856997

$166.00 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 858370
$3,052.50 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 858371
$1,222.25 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 859599

$123.65 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 859600
$745.00 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 859601
$143.30 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 859602

Total   THORPE DISTRIBUTING CO. $7,071.25

TKO WINES, INC.Paid Chk#  097002 11/19/2014

$1,065.60 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 322
Total   TKO WINES, INC. $1,065.60

TOLL GAS & WELDING SUPPLYPaid Chk#  097003 11/19/2014

$62.00 SUPPLIESE 640-48000-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 40017030
Total   TOLL GAS & WELDING SUPPLY $62.00

ULTRA-CHEM IN.CPaid Chk#  097004 11/19/2014

$341.84 SUPPLIESE 640-48000-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 1123838
Total   ULTRA-CHEM IN.C $341.84

VINOCOPIAPaid Chk#  097005 11/19/2014 CC_12022014 
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$451.58 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 0110929
$264.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 0110930
$258.75 LIQE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 0111394

Total   VINOCOPIA $974.33

WINE COMPANYPaid Chk#  097006 11/19/2014

$41.25 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 372395
$2,408.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 372395

$540.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 373119
$780.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 375920
$11.55 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 375920

Total   WINE COMPANY $3,780.80

WINE MERCHANTPaid Chk#  097007 11/19/2014

$5.53 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 7003645
$544.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 7003645
$18.30 MISC.BEV.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 7003646

$1,791.73 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 7003646
$22.21 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 7003646

$2,760.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 7003896
$32.43 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 7003896

$8.46 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 7004437
$966.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 7004437

$8.46 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 7005429
$1,560.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 7005429
$2,191.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 7005430

$18.33 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 7005430
$380.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 7005868

$2.82 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 7005868
Total   WINE MERCHANT $10,309.27

WIRTZ BEVERAGE MN BEERPaid Chk#  097008 11/19/2014

$63.00 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 1090310603
$2,141.95 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 1090310604

$130.50 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 1090313880
$69.30 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 1090313911

$1,387.85 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 1090313912
$277.00 BEERE 640-48000-253   Beer For Resale 1090316990

$1,466.85 BEERE 640-47000-253   Beer For Resale 1090317152
Total   WIRTZ BEVERAGE MN BEER $5,536.45

WIRTZ BEVERAGE MN WINE & SPIRIPaid Chk#  097009 11/19/2014

$32.62 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1080245720
$5,749.17 LIQUORE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 1080245720

$36.00 MISC.BEV.E 640-47000-254   Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale 1080245720
$2,310.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 1080248620

$21.02 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1080248620
$2,324.17 LIQUORE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 1080248621

$22.47 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1080248621
$11.60 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1080251367

$780.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 1080251367
$44.58 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 1080251368

$4,421.31 LIQUORE 640-47000-251   Liquor For Resale 1080251368
Total   WIRTZ BEVERAGE MN WINE & SPIRI $15,752.94

Z WINES USA LLCPaid Chk#  097010 11/19/2014

$5.00 FREIGHTE 640-47000-259   Freight 13450
$168.00 WINEE 640-47000-252   Wine For Resale 13450

CC_12022014 
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Total   Z WINES USA LLC $173.00

ABSOLUTE MECHANICALPaid Chk#  097011 11/24/2014

$320.00 HVAC REPAIRSE 640-48000-404   Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip 4475
Total   ABSOLUTE MECHANICAL $320.00

AMERICAN TEST CENTERPaid Chk#  097012 11/24/2014

$915.00 FD ANNUAL SAFETY TESTINGE 101-42200-241   Safety equip/testings 2142852
Total   AMERICAN TEST CENTER $915.00

ANCHOR BANK-CARDMEMBER SERV.Paid Chk#  097013 11/24/2014

$275.27 MTG.MEALSE 101-41500-331   Mileage & Expense Account
$107.77 VOLUNTEER DINNER SUPPLIESE 101-41100-493   Volunteer program

$1,626.00 BAR EQUIP.MAINT.E 640-48000-404   Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip
$32.50 SUPPLIESE 101-41500-200   Office Supplies (GENERAL)

$697.00 SQUAD COMPUTER UPDATESE 101-42100-404   Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip
Total   ANCHOR BANK-CARDMEMBER SERV. $2,738.54

ANCOM COMMUNICATIONS, INC.Paid Chk#  097014 11/24/2014

$173.50 FD SUPPLIESE 101-42200-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 49061
Total   ANCOM COMMUNICATIONS, INC. $173.50

AVI SYSTEMS, INC.Paid Chk#  097015 11/24/2014

$556.00 AV SCREEN CONTROLE 409-40000-540   Equipment 42110600
$476.50 AV SCREENE 409-40000-540   Equipment 42178000

Total   AVI SYSTEMS, INC. $1,032.50

BANK OF AMERICAPaid Chk#  097016 11/24/2014

$631.34 CONF.EXP.E 101-42200-331   Mileage & Expense Account
$209.00 CONF.REG.E 101-42200-433   Dues, Licensing & Seminars

$44.12 FD MISC.E 101-42200-499   Miscellaneous
$720.00 FD TRAININGE 101-42200-434   Training and schools
$149.81 FD TOOLSE 101-42200-240   Small Tools and Minor Equip

Total   BANK OF AMERICA $1,754.27

BARTON SAND & GRAVEL CO.Paid Chk#  097017 11/24/2014

$1,838.17 SANDE 101-43100-229   Dirt, Sand and gravel 2301
Total   BARTON SAND & GRAVEL CO. $1,838.17

BERRY COFFEE COMPANYPaid Chk#  097018 11/24/2014

$90.11 FD SUPPLIESE 101-42200-499   Miscellaneous 1211273
Total   BERRY COFFEE COMPANY $90.11

BIFFS, INC.Paid Chk#  097019 11/24/2014

$62.50 PARKS SERVICEE 101-45200-415   Other Equipment Rentals W545987
$20.09 PARKS SERVICEE 101-45200-415   Other Equipment Rentals W545988

Total   BIFFS, INC. $82.59

BLUE CROSS AND BLUE SHIELDPaid Chk#  097020 11/24/2014

$37,505.50 HEALTH INS.DEC.2014G 101-21706   Health Insurance DEC.2014
Total   BLUE CROSS AND BLUE SHIELD $37,505.50

BROCK WHITE  CO. LLCPaid Chk#  097021 11/24/2014

$2,220.00 HOLDRIDGE LANE REPAIRE 670-40000-409   Maint services & Improv 12494477-00
Total   BROCK WHITE  CO. LLC $2,220.00

CARGILL, INC.Paid Chk#  097022 11/24/2014

$3,335.90 SALT/WINTER MIXE 101-43100-216   Chemicals and Chem Products 2901957570
$1,629.51 SALT/WINTER MIXE 101-43100-216   Chemicals and Chem Products 2901966909 CC_12022014 

Page 13 of 243



*Check Detail Register©
CITY OF WAYZATA 11/24/14 3:26 PM

Page 8

November 2014

Check Amt CommentInvoice

$1,514.20 SALT/WINTER MIXE 101-43100-216   Chemicals and Chem Products 2901981452
Total   CARGILL, INC. $6,479.61

CINTAS CORPORATIONPaid Chk#  097023 11/24/2014

$39.00 PW SUPPLIESE 610-40000-241   Safety equip/testings 5002177915
$40.54 PW SUPPLIESE 101-45200-241   Safety equip/testings 5002177915
$40.00 PW SUPPLIESE 101-43100-241   Safety equip/testings 5002177915
$39.00 PW SUPPLIESE 620-40000-241   Safety equip/testings 5002177915

Total   CINTAS CORPORATION $158.54

CLASSIC CLEANING COMPANYPaid Chk#  097024 11/24/2014

$1,436.00 MONTHLY CLEANINGE 101-41940-409   Maint services & Improv 21496
$360.00 PW MONTHLY CLEANINGE 101-41940-409   Maint services & Improv 21497

Total   CLASSIC CLEANING COMPANY $1,796.00

COLTVET, ROGERPaid Chk#  097025 11/24/2014

$34.61 OVERPAYMENT ON FINAL UTILITY BILL-REFUNDR 610-00000-37110   W/S/Storm Sales REFUND
Total   COLTVET, ROGER $34.61

COMMERCIAL ASPHALT CO.Paid Chk#  097026 11/24/2014

$2,051.63 ASPHALTE 430-40000-309   Contractual Services 141031
Total   COMMERCIAL ASPHALT CO. $2,051.63

COUNTRY CUPBOARDPaid Chk#  097027 11/24/2014

$227.50 VOLUNTEER DINNERE 101-41100-493   Volunteer program 11/20/14
Total   COUNTRY CUPBOARD $227.50

CULLIGAN-BOTTLED WATERPaid Chk#  097028 11/24/2014

$75.39 PD SUPPLIESE 101-42100-499   Miscellaneous 1797223
Total   CULLIGAN-BOTTLED WATER $75.39

DELANO RENTALPaid Chk#  097029 11/24/2014

$191.57 HOLDRIDGE LANE REPAIRE 670-40000-409   Maint services & Improv 6233
Total   DELANO RENTAL $191.57

DELTA DENTAL OF MINNESOTAPaid Chk#  097030 11/24/2014

$1,612.95 DENTAL INS.DEC.2014G 101-21717   Dental Insurance 5762210
Total   DELTA DENTAL OF MINNESOTA $1,612.95

ECM PUBLISHERS, INC.Paid Chk#  097031 11/24/2014

$58.52 BITUMINOUS BIDE 430-40000-499   Miscellaneous 123184
$58.52 165-213 CENTRALE 101-41500-350   Printing & Publishing 159255

Total   ECM PUBLISHERS, INC. $117.04

EHLERSPaid Chk#  097032 11/24/2014

$450.00 BAY CENTER TIFE 316-40000-309   Contractual Services 66062
$512.50 TIF POOLINGE 401-40000-309   Contractual Services 66063

Total   EHLERS $962.50

EIBENSTEINER, JIMPaid Chk#  097033 11/24/2014

$69.59 UNIFORMSE 620-40000-217   Uniforms REIMB.
$69.59 UNIFORMSE 610-40000-217   Uniforms REIMB.

Total   EIBENSTEINER, JIM $139.18

EXCEL DOCUMENT MGMT.Paid Chk#  097034 11/24/2014

$93.00 SUPPLIESE 101-42100-200   Office Supplies (GENERAL) 40428
$93.00 SUPPLIESE 630-40000-200   Office Supplies (GENERAL) 40428

$186.00 SUPPLIESE 101-41500-200   Office Supplies (GENERAL) 40428
Total   EXCEL DOCUMENT MGMT. $372.00

CC_12022014 
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FERGUSON ENTERPRISES, INC.Paid Chk#  097035 11/24/2014

$480.00 SUPPLIESE 101-45200-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 0117354
Total   FERGUSON ENTERPRISES, INC. $480.00

FINELINE CONCRETE CUTTING &Paid Chk#  097036 11/24/2014

$275.00 RR CROSSINGE 430-40000-309   Contractual Services 14367
Total   FINELINE CONCRETE CUTTING & $275.00

G.F.JEDLICKI, INC.Paid Chk#  097037 11/24/2014

$68,883.01 WATERMAIN CROSSING HWY 12E 610-49100-309   Contractual Services WATERMAIN
Total   G.F.JEDLICKI, INC. $68,883.01

GARELICK STEEL CO.Paid Chk#  097038 11/24/2014

$300.00 PARTSE 620-40000-225   Repair & Maint - System 303640
Total   GARELICK STEEL CO. $300.00

GOPHER STATE ONE CALLPaid Chk#  097039 11/24/2014

$185.03 LOCATESE 610-40000-313   Permit Fees/Gopher State 126372
$185.02 LOCATESE 620-40000-313   Permit Fees/Gopher State 126372

Total   GOPHER STATE ONE CALL $370.05

GROVE NURSERYPaid Chk#  097040 11/24/2014

$139.50 SOILE 101-45200-229   Dirt, Sand and gravel 25179600
Total   GROVE NURSERY $139.50

HENN.CNTY.INFO.TECH.DEPT.Paid Chk#  097041 11/24/2014

$962.29 RADIO CONNECTIONE 101-42200-323   Radio Units 1000051527
$786.65 RADIO CONNECTIONE 101-42100-323   Radio Units 1000051528
$80.55 RADIO CONNECTIONE 620-40000-323   Radio Units 1000051539

$150.00 RADIO CONNECTIONE 101-43100-323   Radio Units 1000051539
$150.00 RADIO CONNECTIONE 101-45200-323   Radio Units 1000051539
$80.55 RADIO CONNECTIONE 610-40000-323   Radio Units 1000051539

Total   HENN.CNTY.INFO.TECH.DEPT. $2,210.04

INDOOR BOAT STORAGE, INC.Paid Chk#  097042 11/24/2014

$695.70 FD BOAT STORAGEE 101-42200-404   Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip 41085
Total   INDOOR BOAT STORAGE, INC. $695.70

INTEREUMPaid Chk#  097043 11/24/2014

$138.21 OFFICE CHAIRS REPAIREDE 101-41940-499   Miscellaneous 100615
Total   INTEREUM $138.21

JONES, REBECCAPaid Chk#  097044 11/24/2014

$15.70 RECYCLED OLD ELECTRONICSE 101-41940-499   Miscellaneous REIMB.
Total   JONES, REBECCA $15.70

KIRVIDA FIRE, INC.Paid Chk#  097045 11/24/2014

$267.00 FD REPAIRSE 101-42200-404   Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip 4267
Total   KIRVIDA FIRE, INC. $267.00

KLAPPRICH, KURTPaid Chk#  097046 11/24/2014

$38.00 MEALSE 101-45200-331   Mileage & Expense Account REIMB.
Total   KLAPPRICH, KURT $38.00

LAMBERT, JEFFREY W.Paid Chk#  097047 11/24/2014

$2,460.00 LEGAL SERVICESE 101-42120-304   Legal Fees 928.002
Total   LAMBERT, JEFFREY W. $2,460.00

LANO EQUIPMENT, INC.Paid Chk#  097048 11/24/2014 CC_12022014 
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$20.74 PARTSE 101-45200-221   Equipment Parts 03-188146
Total   LANO EQUIPMENT, INC. $20.74

LEAGUE OF MN.CITIESPaid Chk#  097049 11/24/2014

$315.00 NEWLY ELECTED OFFICIALS CONF.E 101-41100-433   Dues, Licensing & Seminars 205028
$315.00 NEWLY ELECTED OFFICIALS CONF.E 101-41100-433   Dues, Licensing & Seminars 205110

Total   LEAGUE OF MN.CITIES $630.00

LIGHTNING PRODUCTSPaid Chk#  097050 11/24/2014

$78.32 FD SUPPLIESE 101-42200-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 20974
Total   LIGHTNING PRODUCTS $78.32

LOFFLER COMPANIES, INC.Paid Chk#  097051 11/24/2014

$2,911.76 NETWORK SUPPORTE 101-41500-311   Data Processing 1858171
$450.00 SOFTWAREE 409-40000-540   Equipment 1860742

Total   LOFFLER COMPANIES, INC. $3,361.76

LSA DESIGN, INC.Paid Chk#  097052 11/24/2014

$7,977.31 PARKING STUDYE 401-40000-309   Contractual Services 13286
Total   LSA DESIGN, INC. $7,977.31

MALONE, BECKYPaid Chk#  097053 11/24/2014

$47.92 MILEAGE & PARKINGE 101-41500-331   Mileage & Expense Account REIMB.
Total   MALONE, BECKY $47.92

MANSFIELD OIL COMPANYPaid Chk#  097054 11/24/2014

$2,172.12 FUELE 101-49200-212   Motor Fuels 24175
Total   MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY $2,172.12

MEDIACOMPaid Chk#  097055 11/24/2014

$309.95 SERVICEE 101-41940-321   Telephone
Total   MEDIACOM $309.95

METRO ELEVATOR, INC.Paid Chk#  097056 11/24/2014

$315.00 ELEVATOR MAINT.E 101-41940-404   Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip 41295
Total   METRO ELEVATOR, INC. $315.00

METRO SALES INC.Paid Chk#  097057 11/24/2014

$41.50 FD SUPPLIESE 101-42200-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) INV117728
Total   METRO SALES INC. $41.50

MILLER TRUCKING OF BUFFALOPaid Chk#  097058 11/24/2014

$2,147.64 WINTER MIX DELIVERYE 101-43100-229   Dirt, Sand and gravel 38922
$1,869.63 WINTER MIX DELIVERYE 101-43100-229   Dirt, Sand and gravel 38962

Total   MILLER TRUCKING OF BUFFALO $4,017.27

MILLER, FREDPaid Chk#  097059 11/24/2014

$1,525.00 WCTV NOV.2014E 235-40000-302   Consultants NOV.2014
Total   MILLER, FRED $1,525.00

MN CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENT CENTEPaid Chk#  097060 11/24/2014

$227.50 WITHHOLDING ORDERG 101-21710   County WH 0015104841
otal   MN CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENT CENTE $227.50

MN DEPT.OF LABOR & INDUSTRYPaid Chk#  097061 11/24/2014

$10.00 BOILER INSPECTIONE 101-41940-404   Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip ABR01063321
$20.00 BOILER INSPECTIONE 101-41940-404   Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip ABR01063331
$10.00 BOILER INSPECTIONE 610-40000-242   Well & F.P. Equipment ABR01071581

Total   MN DEPT.OF LABOR & INDUSTRY $40.00 CC_12022014 
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MN DEPT.OF PUBLIC SAFETYPaid Chk#  097062 11/24/2014

$28.00 DANGEROUS DOG SIGNSE 101-42100-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL)
Total   MN DEPT.OF PUBLIC SAFETY $28.00

MN NATIVE LANDSCAPESPaid Chk#  097063 11/24/2014

$972.50 WETLAND BANKE 670-40000-409   Maint services & Improv 11298
Total   MN NATIVE LANDSCAPES $972.50

MOSS & BARNETTPaid Chk#  097064 11/24/2014

$1,096.60 MEDIACOM FRANCHISEE 101-41500-304   Legal Fees 614698
Total   MOSS & BARNETT $1,096.60

MUNICIPAL CLERKS & FINANCEPaid Chk#  097065 11/24/2014

$30.00 CONF.REG.E 101-41500-433   Dues, Licensing & Seminars CONF.REG.
Total   MUNICIPAL CLERKS & FINANCE $30.00

MUNSON LAKES NUTRITIONPaid Chk#  097066 11/24/2014

$10.33 UNIFORMSE 101-45200-217   Uniforms 0398844
$131.64 UNIFORMSE 101-43100-217   Uniforms 0400091

Total   MUNSON LAKES NUTRITION $141.97

NAPA AUTO PARTS-WATERTOWNPaid Chk#  097067 11/24/2014

$13.50 PARTSE 620-40000-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 119405
$26.94 PARTSE 101-45200-221   Equipment Parts 427748

Total   NAPA AUTO PARTS-WATERTOWN $40.44

NORTH EMS EDUCATIONPaid Chk#  097068 11/24/2014

$25.00 FD TRAININGE 101-42200-434   Training and schools PSA707
Total   NORTH EMS EDUCATION $25.00

NORTH MEMORIAL URGENT CAREPaid Chk#  097069 11/24/2014

$71.00 DRUG TESTINGE 101-41500-306   Personnel Expense 059764-00
Total   NORTH MEMORIAL URGENT CARE $71.00

NORTHWESTERN POWER EQUIPMENTPaid Chk#  097070 11/24/2014

$6,829.00 WTP2 VALVE REPLACEMENTE 610-49100-405   Maint/Replac - System 140572DM
otal   NORTHWESTERN POWER EQUIPMENT $6,829.00

OFFICE DEPOTPaid Chk#  097071 11/24/2014

$207.22 SUPPLIESE 101-41500-200   Office Supplies (GENERAL) 738238199001
($34.36) SUPPLIESE 101-41500-200   Office Supplies (GENERAL) 738934365001
$21.98 SUPPLIESE 640-48000-200   Office Supplies (GENERAL) 738934366001
$68.54 SUPPLIESE 101-41500-200   Office Supplies (GENERAL) 739015229001
$46.99 SUPPLIESE 101-41500-200   Office Supplies (GENERAL) 739015279001

Total   OFFICE DEPOT $310.37

PETERSON, TODDPaid Chk#  097072 11/24/2014

$11.25 MTG.MEALE 101-42100-331   Mileage & Expense Account REIMB.
Total   PETERSON, TODD $11.25

POPP TELECOMPaid Chk#  097073 11/24/2014

$591.11 SERVICEE 101-41940-321   Telephone
$32.61 SERVICEE 620-40000-323   Radio Units
$89.35 SERVICEE 610-40000-323   Radio Units

Total   POPP TELECOM $713.07

RANDY S SANITATIONPaid Chk#  097074 11/24/2014

$3,314.36 DISPOSALE 650-47500-386   Other Utilities
$3,500.00 FALL LEAF PICKUPE 650-47500-499   Miscellaneous

CC_12022014 
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$8,296.49 LABORE 650-47500-384   Refuse/Garbage Disposal
$51.35 STICKERSE 650-47500-384   Refuse/Garbage Disposal

$892.50 DRIVE UPE 650-47500-384   Refuse/Garbage Disposal
$147.57 STOREE 640-47000-384   Refuse/Garbage Disposal
$331.12 PW & CH SERVICEE 101-41940-386   Other Utilities

$3,804.00 RECYCLINGE 650-47600-309   Contractual Services
$6,340.00 ORGANICSE 650-47800-384   Refuse/Garbage Disposal

$41.55 ORGANICS DISPOSALE 650-47800-386   Other Utilities
$300.00 BARE 640-48000-384   Refuse/Garbage Disposal

$1,111.78 KARTSE 650-47500-384   Refuse/Garbage Disposal
Total   RANDY S SANITATION $28,130.72

SECURITY PRODUCTS COMPANYPaid Chk#  097075 11/24/2014

$1,319.00 DVRE 409-40000-540   Equipment 1103653
Total   SECURITY PRODUCTS COMPANY $1,319.00

SRF CONSULTING GROUP, INC.Paid Chk#  097076 11/24/2014

$42.80 EASTMAN LANEE 430-40000-302   Consultants 07991.00-16
$1,594.29 SUPERIOR BLVD.ROW VACATIONE 401-40000-309   Contractual Services 08291.00-3

$533.23 WAYZ.BLVD./SUPERIORE 430-40000-302   Consultants 08445.00-7
Total   SRF CONSULTING GROUP, INC. $2,170.32

ST.PAUL, CITY OFPaid Chk#  097077 11/24/2014

$552.86 ASPHALTE 430-40000-309   Contractual Services IN00005520
Total   ST.PAUL, CITY OF $552.86

STAPLES BUSINESS SUPPLIESPaid Chk#  097078 11/24/2014

$42.04 SUPPLIESE 101-41100-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 3247965855
$23.47 SUPPLIESE 101-41100-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 3247965856

Total   STAPLES BUSINESS SUPPLIES $65.51

TIME SAVERPaid Chk#  097079 11/24/2014

$319.50 MTG.MINUTESE 101-41100-302   Consultants M20931
Total   TIME SAVER $319.50

USA BLUE BOOKPaid Chk#  097080 11/24/2014

$209.65 SAFETY EQUIP.E 610-40000-241   Safety equip/testings 493366
Total   USA BLUE BOOK $209.65

VAN PAPER COMPANYPaid Chk#  097081 11/24/2014

$218.27 SUPPLIESE 101-41940-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 330744-00
Total   VAN PAPER COMPANY $218.27

VILLAGE CHEVROLETPaid Chk#  097082 11/24/2014

$124.30 PARTSE 610-40000-224   Repair & Maint - Motor Equip 276489
Total   VILLAGE CHEVROLET $124.30

WAYZATA PENNHURST CLEANERSPaid Chk#  097083 11/24/2014

$23.90 FD CLEANINGE 101-42200-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) 33218
Total   WAYZATA PENNHURST CLEANERS $23.90

WILSON, MICHAELPaid Chk#  097084 11/24/2014

$20.00 FD UNIFORM REPAIRSE 101-42200-210   Operating Supplies (GENERAL) REIMB.
Total   WILSON, MICHAEL $20.00

10100   Anchor Bank $324,588.25

CC_12022014 
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Fund Summary
10100  Anchor Bank
101 GENERAL FUND $74,454.88
235 CABLE TV $1,525.00
316 BAY CENTER $450.00
401 PERM IMPROVEMENT $10,084.10
409 EQUIP REVOLVING $2,801.50
430 STREET CIP $3,514.04
610 WATER FUND $76,554.09
620 SEWER FUND $720.27
630 MOTOR VEHICLE $1,176.09
640 LIQUOR $122,572.18
650 SOLID WASTE $27,352.03
670 STORMWATER $3,384.07

$324,588.25
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Holiday Stationstore #129 1325 Wayzata Blvd E

Chipotle Mexican Grill 1313 Wayzata Blvd
D'Amico & Sons 810 Lake Street E
Jade Fountain Chinese Restaurant 838 Lake Street E
Lunds & Byerlys Kitchen 250 Superior Blvd
Maggie's Restaurant 844 Lake Street E

Noodles & Company 1179 Wayzata Blvd E
Punch Neapolitan Pizza 1313 Wayzata Blvd

LuLu & Luigi 812 Lake Street E

Sara Mingo Residence 535 Wayzata Blvd E

Juut Salon Spa - Stephanie Hansen 1125 Wayzata Blvd E
Margaret Metz 1421 Wayzata Blvd E

Holiday Stationstores #129 1325 Wayzata Blvd E
North Shore Vape 1310 Wayzata Blvd E
Wayzata BP 1490 Wayzata Blvd E
Wayzata Wine & Spirits 747 Mill Street

2015 Residential Kennel License - 4 dogs

 2015 Personal Massage License

 2015 Tobacco License

2015 MUNICIPAL LICENSES
FOR CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL ON 12/02/2014

(Recommended for approval, pending staff review for completeness of 
application materials.)

 2015 3.2% Off Sale Liquor License

2015 3.2% On Sale Liquor License

2015 Commercial Kennel License
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Quality Car Wash 1405 Wayzata Blvd E
Wayzata Bay Car Wash 143 Lake St E
Wayzata BP 1490 Wayzata Blvd E

Ben & Jerry's 539 Lake St E
Big Bowl Chinese Express 1151 Wayzata Blvd E
Blake Scool - Highcroft 301 Peavey Ln
Bruegger's 1179A Wayzata Blvd E
Caribou Coffee #103 609 Lake St E
Caribou Coffee #145 1151 Wayzata Blvd E
Caribou Coffee #1296 250 Superior Blvd
Chipotle 1313 Wayzata Blvd E #103
D'Amico & Sons 810 Lake St E
Jade Fountain 838 Lake St E
Jimmy Johns 1140 Wayzata Blvd E
Kentucky Fried Chicken 1350 Wayzata Blvd E
Lunds & Byerlys Kitchen 250 Superior Blvd
Maggie's Restaurant 844 Lake Street E
McDonalds 1450 Wayzata Blvd E
Meridain Manor 163 Wayzata Blvd W
Noodles & Company 1179 Wayzata Blvd E
People's Organic Café 765 Lake Street E
Redeemer Lutheran Church 115 Wayzata Blvd W
Redeemer Lutheran School 115 Wayzata Blvd W
St. Bartholomew Catholic School 630 Wayzata Blvd E
St. Bartholomew Catholic Church 630 Wayzata Blvd E
Sakana 683 Lake Street E
Starbucks Coffee #2440 740 Lake Street E
Sushi Fix 862 Lake Street E
Unitarian Universalist Church 605 Rice Street
Wayzata Bar & Grill 747 Mill Street
Wayzata Community Church 125 Wayzata Blvd E
Wayzata West Middle School 149 Barry Ave N

12/2/2014
THE FOLLOWING 2014 &2015 MUNICIPAL LICENSES

WERE APPROVED ADMINISTRATIVELY

2015 Car Wash  License

2015 Food License
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Woodhill Country Club 200 Woodhill Rd
Yogurt Lab 701 Lake Street E

Bruegger's 1179A Wayzata Blvd E
D'Amico & Sons 810 Lake Street E
Kentucky Fried Chicken 1350 Wayzata Blvd E
Maggie's Restaurant 844 Lake Street E

Cities Companies Delano, MN
Superior Mechanical Rochester, MN
Swift Mechanical Shoreview, MN

Bonfe's St Paul, MN
Centraire Eden Prairie, MN
Corval Constructors St Paul, MN
Countryside Heating & Cooling Maple Plain, MN
Ditter, Inc. Hamel, MN
Genz-Ryan Burnsville, MN
Standard Heating & Air Minneapolis, MN
Yale Mechanical Bloomington, MN

Holiday Stationstore #129 1325 Wayzata Blvd E
Jerry's Service 1022 Wayzata Blvd E
T & T Boatworks Marina 294 Grove Ln E
Wayzata Bay Car Wash 143 Lake Street E
Wayzata BP 1490 Wayzata Blvd E

Meridain Manor 163 Wayzata Blvd W

Wayzata Yacht Club 1100 Eastman Lane

Ben & Jerry's 539 Lake Street E
Gianni's Steakhouse 635 Lake St E

Neiberger's Superior Tree Care Wayzata, MN
Shorewood Tree Service Watertown, MN

2015 Food Vehicle License

2015 Tree License

2014 Gas Fitters License

2015 Seasonal Sidewalk Cafe License

2015 Lodging Establishment License

2015 Gasoline Filling Station License

2015 Seasonal Permanent Food Stand License

2015 Gas Fitters License
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City of Wayzata 
600 Rice Street 
Wayzata, MN  55391-1734 

Mayor: 
Ken Willcox 

City Council: 
Jack Amdal 
Bridget Anderson 
Andrew Mullin 
Tom Tanner 
City Manager: 
Heidi Nelson 

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Heidi A. Nelson, City Manager 
Don Uram, Administrative Services Director

DATE: December 2, 2014 

RE: 2015 Budget 

Introduction

Enclosed is the 2015 final budget as prepared by City staff. The preliminary budget and tax levy was approved at the 
September 16, 2014 Council meeting. The approval of the 2015 budget completes a lengthy process which includes 
Mayor, Council, and staff input, and budget work sessions.  Following are some of the key factors in developing the 
2015 budget. 

Tax Levy Summary

Overall, the tax levy includes levies for general operations, city infrastructure and debt services. The levy
includes an overall 1.92 percent increase from 2014. The 2014 budgeted and 2015 tax levies are listed below:

2014 2015 Proposed
 Increase 

(Decrease) %  change
General 3,845,723$       3,926,983$          81,260$       2.11%

   City infrastructure 210,000$          210,000$             -$             0.00%
   Bonds -$             
G.O. Street Reconstruction Bonds, Series 2009B (Ferndale) 35,603$            34,815$               (788)$           -2.21%
2004A Big Woods 211,050$          213,150$             2,100$         1.00%

Total City tax levy 4,302,376$       4,384,948$          82,572$       1.92%
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Summary of the City’sTax Capacity

Below is a comparison of the City’s tax capacity for the last two years to the average percentage change for Hennepin 
County. 

The current tax capacity and historical tax capacity rates are summarized below for Wayzata and three relatively
comparable Lake Minnetonka Cities. The primary difference between Wayzata and the three cities listed is the 
large commercial tax base. Within the metro area, the tax capacity composition is comparable to Hopkins, 
Brooklyn Center and New Hope. Those cities have populations at least three times Wayzata’s.

2013 Pay 2014 2014 Pay 2015
% Change 
(Wayzata)

% Change 
(Suburban 
Hennepin)

Commercial 5,924,413$       5,872,020$       -0.88% 2.81%
Industrial 224,796 269,524 19.90% 0.68%
Apartment 592,676 1,338,978 125.92% 10.32%
Residential 11,215,325 12,103,118 7.92% 10.19%
Other 25,200 25,200 0.00% 3.70%

Total 17,982,410$     19,608,840$     9.04% 7.43%

Wayzata Mound Minnetrista Shorewood
Commercial 5,872,020$       600,325$          114,332$          764,705$          
Industrial 269,524 126,922 63,380 132,370
Apartment 1,338,978 216,926 - 22,314
Residential 12,103,118 9,715,218 12,961,669 14,982,629
Other 25,200 11,100 532,566 24,233

Total 19,608,840$     10,670,491$     13,671,947$     15,926,251$     
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Tax capacity by property type - 2014 pay 2015
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Following is a listing of Wayzata’s tax rate history compared to other Lake Minnetonka cities:

Tax Capacity Rates 
Wayzata Mound Minnetrista Shorewood

2010 20.36% 37.29% 27.07% 26.15%
2011 23.03% 42.14% 27.30% 28.46%
2012 24.27% 47.53% 27.44% 29.98%
2013 26.02% 54.72% 29.55% 31.55%
2014 26.31% 55.25% 29.76% 32.71%
2015 Proposed 25.69% 51.67% 28.67% 31.03%
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Staffing

Data related to the number of full time equivalent positions is noted below: 

Summary of FTES by Department 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Council 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00
Administration 4.10 3.60 4.60 4.60 5.60
Streets 4.58 5.03 5.03 5.03 5.03
Parks 3.85 3.96 4.96 5.96 5.96
Engineering 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.00
Building inspection 1.58 1.58 2.58 2.58 2.58
Planning 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Assessing 1.00 - - - -
Police 12.00 13.00 13.00 13.60 13.60
Subtotal governmental 34.11 34.17 37.17 38.77 40.77

Water 3.62 2.86 2.86 2.86 2.86
Sewer 3.62 2.86 2.86 2.86 2.86
Storm 0.33 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34
Motor Vehicle 2.00 2.00 2.00 4.75 4.75
Liquor operations 19.76 23.53 31.41 31.41 31.41
Recycling
Subtotal enterprise 29.33 31.59 39.47 42.22 42.22
Total 63.44 65.76 76.64 80.99 82.99

Wage COLA 0.00% 0.00% 1.50% 2.00% 2.00%

Summary of changes:

The 2015 budget assumes across the board increases of 2.00 percent in the cost of living (police contract
effective 4/1/14)
Health insurance premiums are scheduled to increase 10.57 percent.
Minimum wage increases are scheduled to be in effect for August 1, 2015 (Liquor impact only)
Changes in staffing include a full year of the Administrative Services Director and the proposed Engineer
Technician.
Employer base contributions for PERA increase from 7.25% to 7.50% of salary.
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General Fund Budget Summary

Actual Budget Percent

2012 2013 2014 2015 Change
REVENUES

Taxes $ 3,630,586 $ 3,947,402 $ 3,845,723 $ 3,926,983 2.11%
Franchise fees 81,996 80,732 82,000 82,000 0.00%
Licenses and permits 692,656 708,478 327,600 382,800 16.85%
Intergovernmental 190,513 260,514 137,000 143,000 4.38%
Charges for services 817,972 830,093 594,097 710,327 19.56%
Fines and forfeitures 72,433 71,154 65,500 65,500 0.00%
Interest 16,060 535 22,000 22,000 0.00%
Miscellaneous 277,620 38,732 3,000 3,000 0.00%
Transfers in 115,000 145,000 145,000 165,000 13.79%

TOTAL REVENUES 5,894,836 6,082,639 5,221,920 5,500,610 5.33% 

Actual Budget Percent

EXPENDITURES
2012 2013 2014 2015 Change

Mayor and council $ 31,531 $ 36,179 $ 37,300 $ 45,036 28.78%
Administrative and finance 673,678 886,363 670,880 706,734 5.34%
Assessing 49,707 46,230 51,625 52,500 1.69%
Planning and zoning 102,046 105,294 110,480 114,485 2.72%
General government buildings 151,619 166,877 167,900 182,515 8.70%
Police protection 1,340,954 1,392,537 1,447,740 1,501,989 3.74%
Fire protection 293,300 294,466 323,955 323,249 -0.21%
Building inspections 183,812 223,935 227,300 231,429 1.81%
Emergency management 2,886 4,626 5,350 5,350 0.00%
Health inspections 26,681 31,416 30,000 32,000 6.67%
Streets 442,959 467,651 486,920 508,532 4.44%
Street lighting 65,170 72,726 68,600 69,000 0.58%
Engineering 107,691 108,870 114,830 172,328 50.07%
Parks, recreation and forestry 325,719 381,580 420,990 424,458 0.82%
Unallocated 108,478 225,138 290,500 354,500 22.03%
Capital outlay 6,658 4,979 6,000 6,000 0.00%
Operating transfers out 1,287,291 1,568,991 761,550 770,505 1.17%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 5,200,180 6,017,857 5,221,920 5,500,610 5.33% 

Net Change $ 694,656    $ 64,782  $ -  $ -

Page | 5 

CC_12022014 
Page 27 of 243



 

Revenue changes:

License and permits and Charges for Service are anticipated to increase due to licensing and 
building activity.  

Expenditure changes:

Mayor and Council are budgeted to increase due to prior approved salary increases.
Administrative and finance includes the new Administrative Service Director position and is offset by
reductions in the consulting finance director services and the reallocation of the Liquor Director position. 
Engineering increases due to the addition of the Engineer Technician position. The cost of this position 
is anticipated to be offset by project inspection charges.
Unallocated increases due to an adjustment of the City’s insurance premiums after an updated valuation was 
complete. It also includes an increase for the proposed implementation of the comp and class study.   

Another way to look at expenditures is by expenditure type.  That information is presented below: 

 
 

Personal services are the largest expenditure type at 57.4% of the total budget.
  

Actual %  of Budget %  of Budget %  of Percent 
2013 Total 2014 Total 2015 Total Change

EXPENDITURES

Personal Services 2,841,379$     47.2% 2,949,980$     56.5% 3,159,397$     57.4% 7.1%
Supplies 227,760 3.8% 253,580 4.9% 253,508 4.6% 0.0%
Services and Charges 1,024,765 17.0% 818,435 15.7% 836,875 15.2% 2.3%
Repairs and Maintenance 349,984 5.8% 432,375 8.3% 474,325 8.6% 9.7%
Capital Outlay 4,979 0.1% 6,000 0.1% 6,000 0.1% 0.0%
Transfers 1,568,991 26.1% 761,550 14.6% 770,505 14.0% 1.2%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 6,017,857 5,221,920 5,500,610 5.3%
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General Fund Balance

The City of Wayzata has built a healthy fund balance which can contribute to a positive bond rating and 
mitigates the potential for needing short term borrowing. A summary of the general fund balance history and
2015 budget is as follows: 

General
Fund Balance Fund

Year December 31 Budget

Percent of
Fund Balance

to Budget

2012 Actual
 

$ 2,274,206
 

$ 4,923,506
 

46.2 %
2013 Actual  2,339,484  5,052,566  46.3  
2014 Budget  2,339,484  5,221,920  44.8  
2015 Budget  2,339,484  5,500,610  42.5  
2016 Projected  2,339,484  5,654,817  41.3  
2017 Projected  2,339,484  5,824,471  40.1  
2018 Projected  2,339,484  5,999,203  38.9  
2019 Projected  2,339,484  6,179,185  37.8  

The City’s fund balance policy has established a minimum balance of 40% of fund balance to budget.  Fund 
balance is adjusted annually to meet this requirement.
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Capital Improvement 2015 Plan and Fund Balances

As part of the budget process, the Council reviews the planned CIP activity. The detail of 2015 planned projects
is included in the attached budget document. Based on the planned projects the following table summarizes the 
projected ending cash balance at the end of the next six years.

Projected Cash Balances at Year End (CIP 11/20/14 Revision)

Overall, the reserves are projected to be sufficient for the planned projects. Based on the 5 year CIP, the Streets,
Parks, and the Equipment funds are projected to have temporary deficits based on the current prioritization and
revenue sources. The deficit in the Streets fund is due to the City’s share of the Bushaway road project and expected 
expenditure of $2.6 million in 2015.  This deficit could be funded by allocating 2014 year end transfers to the Street 
fund.  In 2012, the Council approved an excess revenue transfer policy.  This resulted in about $618 thousand 
and $800 thousand in 2013 and 2014, respectively, in transfers to the Capital funds from the General fund. It is
expected that the City will have some excess funds to transfer at year end estimated at $400 to $600 thousand.
This transfer will be made in early 2015.

This budget document includes the 2015 portion of the CIP.  In addition, the City has a 5 year capital
improvement plan issued as a separate document. This represents a planning document rather than a budget and
is intended to help staff and council plan for future projects and resources.  The budget document also includes a 
listing of the 2015 scheduled equipment purchases.

Enterprise Fund Summaries

The City of Wayzata utilizes an Enterprise fund accounting system that isolates revenue and expenditures for
each of its water, sewer and storm water operations. To that end, each fund is supported through a set of user
fees that are analyzed on an annual basis to ensure the proper set of reserves are maintained in order to meet on 
going cash flow needs and to replace existing infrastructure as it becomes depreciated.

CIP Fund 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

General 911,339$          606,260$          618,300$          620,191$          668,012$          609,669$          
Streets 1,719,701 (424,810) (302,633) (268,085) 14,040 394,774
Parks 641,762 503,121 274,754 194,049 74,146 (97,804)
Lakefront Improvement 291,425 78,849 115,893 175,421 300,295 430,781
Stormwater 504,423 443,253 439,596 631,766 831,492 1,039,016
Water 2,241,334 1,155,778 1,047,076 871,980 775,389 691,704
Sewer 837,747 456,610 417,040 574,531 611,687 751,548
Liquor 354,744 710,788 996,599 1,394,324 1,758,985 2,161,136
Library 426,153 438,075 495,375 554,836 469,092 531,610
Cemetery 45,798 8,870 8,959 9,048 9,139 9,230
Equipment 1,090,091 708,663 (23,822) 116,595 496,733 949,930
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The City has completed rate studies for water and sewer in 2012 and 2013. The 2015 budget reflects the
recommendations in the study. The main change in the 2015 budget compared to 2014 is that Debt service is
reflected in the 2015 budget. Also, the 2014 budget reflected project costs of $1.5 mil to be paid with CIP
reserves.

The City has completed rate studies for water and sewer in 2012 and 2013. The 2015 budget reflects the 
recommendations in the study. The 2014 budget reflected $250 thousand in projects costs. That is the main
reason for the differences between 2014 and 2015.

The main factor for the improvement in net change between the 2014 and 2015 budget is a reduced project schedule.

The changes in motor vehicle are better reflective of currently anticipated revenue. 

YTD Percent
Water 2012 2013 October-14 2014 2015 Change
TOTAL REVENUES 901,357$         1,055,528$      948,776$         821,219$         904,100$         10.1%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 653,927 826,354 532,776 715,980 883,821 23.4%

Net Change 247,430$         229,174$         415,999$         105,239$         20,279$           -80.7%

Actual Budget

YTD Percent
Sewer 2012 2013 October-14 2014 2015 Change
TOTAL REVENUES 1,013,891$      1,066,602$      858,565$         975,410$         992,250$         1.7%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 900,294 901,806 733,740 929,725 910,596 -2.1%

Net Change 113,597$         164,796$         124,825$         45,685$           81,654$           78.7%

Actual Budget

YTD Percent
Storm Water 2012 2013 October-14 2014 2015 Change
TOTAL REVENUES 275,717$         327,998$         283,235$         186,000$         277,800$         49.4%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 149,754 198,915 108,911 87,770 110,286 25.7%

Net Change 125,963$         129,083$         174,324$         98,230$           167,514$         70.5%

Actual Budget

YTD Percent
Motor Vehicle 2012 2013 October-14 2014 2015 Change
TOTAL REVENUES 429,823$         402,032$         380,174$         421,120$         458,500$         8.9%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 483,885 435,777 272,108 305,530 347,385 13.7%

Net Change (54,062)$          (33,745)$          108,066$         115,590$         111,115$         -3.9%

Actual Budget
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Reflected in the 2015 budget is the expectation that liquor and wine sales will continue to show little or no 
increase over 2014.   Alternatively, beer and food sales are exceptionally strong and expected to remain that 
way through 2015. Major changes impacting our expenditures include an increase in employee costs of about 
$150,000 ( minimum wage increase, additional staff, FICA on tips, work comp insurance), a $25,000 increase 
in general promotions including Savour Rewards, a $70,000 inter-fund loan repayment, and a $100,000 
increase in the cost of products for re-sale. Overall, the 2015 budget supports the continued growth of 
operation, begins the process of repaying the inter-fund loan, and is projected to generate net income in 
excess of $200,000 to support other council priorities.

YTD Percent
Solid Waste 2012 2013 October-14 2014 2015 Change

TOTAL REVENUES 277,661$         321,891$         275,055$         281,800$         330,300$         17.2%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 237,448 319,275 269,029 278,911 327,152 17.3%

Net Change 40,213$           2,615$             6,027$             2,889$             3,148$             9.0%

Actual Budget

YTD Percent
Community TV 2012 2013 October-14 2014 2015 Change

TOTAL REVENUES 68,493$           66,994$           64,341$           65,690$           68,500$           4.3%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 86,858 113,187 56,974 68,470 69,970 2.2%

Net Change (18,365)$          (46,193)$          7,367$             (2,780)$            (1,470)$            -47.1%

Actual Budget

YTD Percent
Liquor - Off Sale 2012 2013 October-14 2014 2015 Change

TOTAL REVENUES 2,756,302$      2,389,297$      1,970,582$      2,489,055$      2,559,400$      2.8%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 2,442,424 2,210,795 1,825,293 2,401,920 2,530,523 5.4%

Net Change 313,878$         178,502$         145,289$         87,135$           28,877$           -66.9%

Actual Budget

YTD Percent
Liquor - Bar and Grill 2012 2013 October-14 2014 2015 Change

TOTAL REVENUES 2,408,881$      2,928,615$      2,651,330$      3,016,080$      3,097,700$      2.7%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 2,372,001 2,633,741 2,138,507 2,668,232 2,899,151 8.7%

Net Change 36,880$           294,874$         512,823$         347,848$         198,549$         -42.9%

Actual Budget
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To: Wayzata City Council
Mayor Ken Willcox
Jack Amdal
Bridget Anderson
Tom Tanner
Andrew Mullin

From: Heritage Preservation Board

Date: November 22, 2014

Re: 2015 Budget Request

______________________________________________________________________________

The Heritage Preservation Board respectfully requests additional funds for the coming 2015
year, to supplement our currently allocated funds of $1,000 for expenses and $1,500 for
plaques.

We request an additional $2,000, which will be used for the following:
Completion of log cabin restoration and surrounding landscape
Digitization of documentation and records
Education and training
Memberships and subscriptions to local, state and national preservation organizations
and publications

Respectfully submitted,

Kim Anderson
Vice Chair, HPB
On behalf of the Wayzata Heritage Preservation Board

CC_12022014 
Page 33 of 243
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RESOLUTION NO. 35-2014 
RESOLUTION CERTIFYING TO THE COUNTY AUDITOR 

THE FINAL PROPERTY TAX LEVY PAYABLE FOR 2015 AND THE FINAL BUDGET 
FOR THE TAXES PAYABLE YEAR 2015 

     WHEREAS, State Statutes require that the preliminary tax levy requirements to meet 
the annual budget be certified to the County Auditor by December 19, 2014; 

    NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota, 
that the following preliminary tax levy requirements be and they hereby are adopted for 
the year payable 2015. 
     
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Auditor of Hennepin County is hereby 
authorized to cancel all other levies previously scheduled to be collected in 2015 due to 
an accumulation of sufficient reserves in each fund: 

Description 2014 2015 
General
Fund Levy  $      3,845,723  $  3,926,983  

 City Infrastructure             210,000         210,000 

 Total Levy  $      4,055,723  $  4,136,983    
          

 Debt Levy  Levy for Street bonding (Ferndale)  $           35,603  $       34,815     
MV Levy Big Woods bonding debt service  $         211,050  $     213,150 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager is hereby directed to forward a 
certified copy of this Resolution to the Auditor of Hennepin County. 

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 2nd day of December, 2014. 

        ________________________ 
ATTEST:       Mayor Ken Willcox 

_____________________________ 
City Manager Heidi Nelson
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08/27/14 8:17 AM

General Fund Budget Summary
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Dept Descr
2013

Amount
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Act Type R Revenue

All Departments $5,443,895.42 $4,624,723.00 $4,887,333.00

Police $534,713.48 $497,697.00 $513,777.00

Fire $104,030.50 $99,500.00 $99,500.00

$6,082,639.40 $5,221,920.00 $5,500,610.00Act Type R Revenue

Act Type E Expenditure

Mayor and Council -$36,178.52 -$37,300.00 -$45,036.00

Administration & Finance -$1,868,067.36 -$837,180.00 -$887,984.00

Assessing -$46,230.30 -$51,625.00 -$52,500.00

Planning and Zoning -$105,293.99 -$110,480.00 -$114,485.00

Building Operations & Mai -$189,376.52 -$190,400.00 -$205,015.00

Police -$1,398,548.35 -$1,446,040.00 -$1,500,589.00

Crime Control and Investi -$50,319.94 -$61,000.00 -$60,500.00

Fire -$465,265.64 -$506,955.00 -$499,249.00

Building Inspection -$227,569.38 -$229,800.00 -$233,929.00

Emergency Management -$4,625.86 -$5,350.00 -$5,350.00

Streets -$708,851.29 -$723,120.00 -$745,732.00

Health Inspections -$31,416.00 -$30,000.00 -$32,000.00

Engineering -$121,770.30 -$127,530.00 -$185,028.00

Parks -$466,479.84 -$506,040.00 -$509,713.00

Boulevard Maint. And ligh -$72,725.91 -$68,600.00 -$69,000.00

Unallocated Expenditures -$225,137.91 -$290,500.00 -$354,500.00

-$6,017,857.11 -$5,221,920.00 -$5,500,610.00Act Type E Expenditure

$64,782.29 $0.00 $0.00
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General Fund Revenue Summary - Budget
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Source Source Descr 2013  Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

GASB Source Descr 

34107 Passport Processing $13,035.00 $6,100.00 $0.00

$13,035.00 $6,100.00 $0.00GASB Source Descr 

GASB Source Descr Charges for Services

34104 Plan Check Fee $263,667.99 $80,000.00 $95,000.00

34105 Copies $211.36 $100.00 $50.00

34106 Project Inspection $100,937.80 $60,000.00 $147,000.00

34108 Admin Charges to Other Funds $780.18 $44,290.00 $45,200.00

34109 Police Charges for Services $59,481.15 $8,000.00 $8,000.00

34110 Planning Charges $2,085.00 $0.00 $0.00

34190 Charges for Services/Gen Gov t $14,499.72 $12,000.00 $20,000.00

34201 Fire Contracts $51,491.00 $54,000.00 $54,000.00

34203 Fire Misc. $50.00 $500.00 $500.00

34211 Accidents Reports $252.00 $100.00 $150.00

34212 Fingerprinting $1,245.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00

34213 Impound Fees $410.00 $250.00 $300.00

34214 Alarm Charges $1,071.50 $2,000.00 $2,000.00

34942 Grave Openings $9,136.36 $5,000.00 $5,000.00

34998 Police Services - Long Lake $293,550.00 $302,357.00 $311,427.00

36211 Blvd. Lights & Maint. $80,731.76 $82,000.00 $82,000.00

36221 Library Rent $13,987.58 $14,200.00 $16,400.00

36222 Depot Rent $4,201.00 $4,200.00 $4,300.00

$897,789.40 $669,997.00 $792,327.00GASB Source Descr Charges for Services

GASB Source Descr Fines & Forfeitures

35101 Court Fines $69,103.57 $65,000.00 $65,000.00

35103 Administrative PD Fines $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

35106 Misc Fines $2,050.00 $500.00 $500.00

$71,153.57 $65,500.00 $65,500.00GASB Source Descr Fines & Forfeitures

GASB Source Descr General Property Tax

31010 Property Taxes $3,947,401.82 $3,845,723.00 $3,926,983.00

$3,947,401.82 $3,845,723.00 $3,926,983.00GASB Source Descr General Property Tax

GASB Source Descr Interest

36210 Interest Earnings $535.42 $22,000.00 $22,000.00

$535.42 $22,000.00 $22,000.00GASB Source Descr Interest

GASB Source Descr Intergovernmental

33160 Other Federal Grants $74,067.32 $0.00 $0.00

33416 Police Training Reimbursement $4,101.03 $2,000.00 $3,000.00

33420 Insurance Premium Tax-Fire $47,886.52 $45,000.00 $45,000.00

33421 Insurance Premium Tax-Police $86,861.28 $70,000.00 $70,000.00

33422 Misc State Aid Grants $47,598.11 $20,000.00 $25,000.00

$260,514.26 $137,000.00 $143,000.00GASB Source Descr Intergovernmental
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Source Source Descr 2013  Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Page 2
08/27/14 8:21 AM

GASB Source Descr Licenses & permits

32110 Alchoholic Beverages $69,088.00 $67,750.00 $90,500.00

32120 Health $52,431.25 $31,500.00 $36,000.00

32140 Cigarette License $0.00 $300.00 $400.00

32160 Trade License $5,150.00 $4,500.00 $4,500.00

32180 Rental License $16,046.00 $12,000.00 $15,000.00

32190 Misc License $8,441.00 $6,600.00 $7,400.00

32210 Building Permits $440,667.32 $151,000.00 $162,900.00

32222 Heating Permits $70,351.72 $26,000.00 $27,600.00

32230 Plumbing Permits $20,975.93 $12,000.00 $15,000.00

32240 Animal Licenses $2,740.00 $2,200.00 $2,200.00

32250 Beach Parking Permits $972.00 $750.00 $1,300.00

32290 Misc Permits $21,614.51 $13,000.00 $20,000.00

$708,477.73 $327,600.00 $382,800.00GASB Source Descr Licenses & permits

GASB Source Descr Other

39101 Sales of General Fixed Assets $1,750.00 $0.00 $0.00

39200 Interfund Operating Transfers $145,000.00 $145,000.00 $165,000.00

39400 Misc.Revenues $36,982.20 $3,000.00 $3,000.00

$183,732.20 $148,000.00 $168,000.00GASB Source Descr Other

$6,082,639.40 $5,221,920.00 $5,500,610.00
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General Fund Expenditure Summary - Budget
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Dept Dept Descr
2013

Amount
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

GASB Function Descr Community Services

Dept Descr Parks
$466,479.84 $506,040.00 $509,713.00Dept Descr Parks

$466,479.84 $506,040.00 $509,713.00GASB Function Descr Community Servic

GASB Function Descr General Government

Dept Descr Administration & Finance
$1,868,067.36 $837,180.00 $887,984.00Dept Descr Administration & Financ

Dept Descr Assessing
$46,230.30 $51,625.00 $52,500.00Dept Descr Assessing

Dept Descr Building Operations & Maint.
$189,376.52 $190,400.00 $205,015.00Dept Descr Building Operations & M

Dept Descr Mayor and Council
$36,178.52 $37,300.00 $45,036.00Dept Descr Mayor and Council

Dept Descr Planning and Zoning
$105,293.99 $110,480.00 $114,485.00Dept Descr Planning and Zoning

$2,245,146.69 $1,226,985.00 $1,305,020.00GASB Function Descr General Governm

GASB Function Descr Other

Dept Descr Unallocated Expenditures
$225,137.91 $290,500.00 $354,500.00Dept Descr Unallocated Expenditure

$225,137.91 $290,500.00 $354,500.00GASB Function Descr Other

GASB Function Descr Public Safety

Dept Descr Building Inspection
$227,569.38 $229,800.00 $233,929.00Dept Descr Building Inspection

Dept Descr Crime Control and Investigate
$50,319.94 $61,000.00 $60,500.00Dept Descr Crime Control and Inves

Dept Descr Emergency Management
$4,625.86 $5,350.00 $5,350.00Dept Descr Emergency Managemen

Dept Descr Fire
$465,265.64 $506,955.00 $499,249.00Dept Descr Fire

Dept Descr Health Inspections
$31,416.00 $30,000.00 $32,000.00Dept Descr Health Inspections

Dept Descr Police
$1,398,548.35 $1,446,040.00 $1,500,589.00Dept Descr Police

$2,177,745.17 $2,279,145.00 $2,331,617.00GASB Function Descr Public Safety

GASB Function Descr Public Works

Dept Descr Boulevard Maint. And lighting
$72,725.91 $68,600.00 $69,000.00Dept Descr Boulevard Maint. And lig

Dept Descr Engineering
$121,770.30 $127,530.00 $185,028.00Dept Descr Engineering

Dept Descr Streets
$708,851.29 $723,120.00 $745,732.00Dept Descr Streets

$903,347.50 $919,250.00 $999,760.00GASB Function Descr Public Works
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Dept Dept Descr
2013

Amount
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Page 2
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$6,017,857.11 $5,221,920.00 $5,500,610.00

7 CC_12022014 
Page 43 of 243



08/27/14 8:27 AM

2015 Budget
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Account Descr 2013  Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

%Diff
from Cur
Yr 2014

FUND 101 GENERAL FUND

Dept 41100 Mayor and Council
E 101-41100-103 Part-Time Employees $16,500.00 $16,830.00 $24,000.00 42.60%
E 101-41100-122 FICA $1,262.32 $1,270.00 $1,836.00 44.57%
E 101-41100-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $164.85 $200.00 $200.00 0.00%
E 101-41100-302 Consultants $10,022.10 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41100-331 Mileage & Expense Account $2,202.18 $1,800.00 $1,800.00 0.00%
E 101-41100-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $1,281.50 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41100-493 Volunteer program $3,889.51 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41100-499 Miscellaneous $856.06 $200.00 $200.00 0.00%

$36,178.52 $37,300.00 $45,036.00 20.74%Dept 41100 Mayor and Council
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Account Descr 2013  Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

%Diff
from Cur
Yr 2014
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Dept 41500 Administration & Finance
E 101-41500-101 Full-Time Employees Regular $280,560.30 $298,070.00 $344,995.00 15.74%
E 101-41500-103 Part-Time Employees $18,639.66 $26,230.00 $26,891.00 2.52%
E 101-41500-121 PERA $21,387.45 $22,790.00 $26,826.00 17.71%
E 101-41500-122 FICA $21,950.69 $24,040.00 $27,363.00 13.82%
E 101-41500-130 Employer Paid Ins $35,846.56 $42,990.00 $48,899.00 13.75%
E 101-41500-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) $13,359.60 $12,000.00 $11,000.00 -8.33%
E 101-41500-301 Auditing and Acct g Services $84,392.18 $70,000.00 $39,000.00 -44.29%
E 101-41500-302 Consultants $15,268.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41500-304 Legal Fees $306,602.65 $78,000.00 $78,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41500-306 Personnel Expense $6,994.63 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 0.00%
E 101-41500-311 Data Processing $40,005.56 $43,260.00 $43,260.00 0.00%
E 101-41500-331 Mileage & Expense Account $3,332.88 $3,500.00 $3,500.00 0.00%
E 101-41500-350 Printing & Publishing $3,906.77 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41500-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip $1,449.62 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41500-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $15,762.30 $12,000.00 $12,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41500-497 Credit Card Fees $4,610.86 $5,500.00 $10,000.00 81.82%
E 101-41500-499 Miscellaneous $12,293.11 $5,000.00 $7,500.00 50.00%
E 101-41500-540 Equipment $613.54 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41500-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. $84,800.00 $90,300.00 $105,250.00 16.56%
E 101-41500-721 Operating Transfers - Building $896,291.00 $75,000.00 $75,000.00 0.00%

$1,868,067.36 $837,180.00 $887,984.00 6.07%Dept 41500 Administration & Finance

9 CC_12022014 
Page 45 of 243



Account Descr 2013  Amt
2014

Budget
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Budget
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Dept 41550 Assessing
E 101-41550-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $465.30 $500.00 $500.00 0.00%
E 101-41550-302 Consultants $45,765.00 $51,125.00 $52,000.00 1.71%

$46,230.30 $51,625.00 $52,500.00 1.69%Dept 41550 Assessing
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2014

Budget
2015

Budget
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Dept 41910 Planning and Zoning
E 101-41910-101 Full-Time Employees Regular $77,544.00 $79,090.00 $80,677.00 2.01%
E 101-41910-121 PERA $5,622.00 $5,730.00 $6,051.00 5.60%
E 101-41910-122 FICA $5,913.61 $6,050.00 $6,172.00 2.02%
E 101-41910-130 Employer Paid Ins $8,315.28 $9,110.00 $10,085.00 10.70%
E 101-41910-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
E 101-41910-302 Consultants $4,856.98 $6,000.00 $5,500.00 -8.33%
E 101-41910-331 Mileage & Expense Account $334.15 $500.00 $500.00 0.00%
E 101-41910-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $2,140.74 $3,000.00 $3,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41910-492 HPB $567.23 $1,000.00 $2,500.00 150.00%
E 101-41910-499 Miscellaneous $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%

$105,293.99 $110,480.00 $114,485.00 3.63%Dept 41910 Planning and Zoning

11 CC_12022014 
Page 47 of 243



Account Descr 2013  Amt
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Dept 41940 Building Operations & Maint.
E 101-41940-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $3,183.50 $8,000.00 $4,000.00 -50.00%
E 101-41940-321 Telephone $16,247.23 $16,000.00 $20,000.00 25.00%
E 101-41940-324 Internet/Web Page $125.00 $0.00 $4,115.00 0.00%
E 101-41940-381 Electric Utilities $54,023.83 $48,000.00 $50,000.00 4.17%
E 101-41940-383 Fuel, oil and natural gas $20,096.34 $25,000.00 $32,000.00 28.00%
E 101-41940-386 Other Utilities $7,584.85 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41940-401 Repairs/Maint Buildings $11,187.59 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41940-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip $26,088.16 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 0.00%
E 101-41940-409 Maint services & Improv $28,340.02 $30,500.00 $32,000.00 4.92%
E 101-41940-499 Miscellaneous $0.00 $400.00 $400.00 0.00%
E 101-41940-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
E 101-41940-721 Operating Transfers - Building $22,500.00 $22,500.00 $22,500.00 0.00%

$189,376.52 $190,400.00 $205,015.00 7.68%Dept 41940 Building Operations & Maint.
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Dept 42100 Police
E 101-42100-101 Full-Time Employees Regular $924,105.01 $935,590.00 $964,621.00 3.10%
E 101-42100-102 Full-Time Employees Overtime $18,596.11 $20,400.00 $20,400.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-103 Part-Time Employees $0.00 $22,600.00 $22,600.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-105 Temporary Employees Overtime $10,567.57 $8,000.00 $8,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-121 PERA $132,412.34 $142,010.00 $146,054.00 2.85%
E 101-42100-122 FICA $12,652.27 $18,410.00 $19,174.00 4.15%
E 101-42100-130 Employer Paid Ins $145,757.32 $136,300.00 $150,126.00 10.14%
E 101-42100-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) $3,150.04 $2,100.00 $2,200.00 4.76%
E 101-42100-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $4,121.15 $3,100.00 $3,200.00 3.23%
E 101-42100-212 Motor Fuels $29,539.37 $28,730.00 $33,214.00 15.61%
E 101-42100-217 Uniforms $5,323.02 $11,500.00 $11,000.00 -4.35%
E 101-42100-240 Small Tools and Minor Equip $1,077.99 $800.00 $1,000.00 25.00%
E 101-42100-306 Personnel Expense $0.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-309 Contractual Services $12,478.23 $12,000.00 $12,500.00 4.17%
E 101-42100-323 Radio Units $12,057.67 $15,500.00 $15,500.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-331 Mileage & Expense Account $1,294.44 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-350 Printing & Publishing $1,410.48 $1,650.00 $1,700.00 3.03%
E 101-42100-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip $15,734.31 $7,000.00 $9,000.00 28.57%
E 101-42100-409 Maint services & Improv $435.73 $600.00 $600.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $2,245.00 $1,950.00 $2,100.00 7.69%
E 101-42100-434 Training and schools $7,361.40 $13,000.00 $13,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-499 Miscellaneous $1,897.85 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-540 Equipment $731.05 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 0.00%
E 101-42100-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. $45,600.00 $46,800.00 $46,600.00 -0.43%
E 101-42100-721 Operating Transfers - Building $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 0.00%

$1,398,548.35 $1,446,040.00 $1,500,589.00 3.77%Dept 42100 Police
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Dept 42120 Crime Control and Investigate
E 101-42120-304 Legal Fees $46,373.75 $51,000.00 $50,000.00 -1.96%
E 101-42120-308 Prisoner Care $3,844.23 $9,000.00 $9,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42120-309 Contractual Services $101.96 $1,000.00 $1,500.00 50.00%

$50,319.94 $61,000.00 $60,500.00 -0.82%Dept 42120 Crime Control and Investigate
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Dept 42200 Fire
E 101-42200-103 Part-Time Employees $99,502.40 $101,790.00 $103,000.00 1.19%
E 101-42200-122 FICA $7,611.98 $7,990.00 $7,880.00 -1.38%
E 101-42200-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) $102.47 $200.00 $200.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $7,054.18 $7,500.00 $7,500.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-212 Motor Fuels $4,747.77 $3,000.00 $4,194.00 39.80%
E 101-42200-217 Uniforms $9,822.48 $11,000.00 $11,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-240 Small Tools and Minor Equip $7,503.39 $8,000.00 $9,000.00 12.50%
E 101-42200-241 Safety equip/testings $6,847.40 $7,500.00 $8,000.00 6.67%
E 101-42200-306 Personnel Expense $3,968.61 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-323 Radio Units $18,000.13 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-331 Mileage & Expense Account $916.78 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-381 Electric Utilities $4,609.77 $4,000.00 $4,500.00 12.50%
E 101-42200-383 Fuel, oil and natural gas $5,206.56 $15,000.00 $10,000.00 -33.33%
E 101-42200-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip $8,106.97 $17,000.00 $17,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-409 Maint services & Improv $1,685.00 $2,300.00 $2,300.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $1,963.00 $3,000.00 $3,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-434 Training and schools $9,859.86 $9,000.00 $9,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-437 Payments to Organizations $45,675.00 $45,675.00 $45,675.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-438 Payment to Fire Relief 2% Aid $47,886.52 $45,000.00 $45,000.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-499 Miscellaneous $3,395.37 $3,500.00 $3,500.00 0.00%
E 101-42200-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. $145,800.00 $158,000.00 $153,000.00 -3.16%
E 101-42200-721 Operating Transfers - Building $25,000.00 $25,000.00 $23,000.00 -8.00%

$465,265.64 $506,955.00 $499,249.00 -1.52%Dept 42200 Fire
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Dept 42400 Building Inspection
E 101-42400-101 Full-Time Employees Regular $135,342.62 $136,930.00 $141,915.00 3.64%
E 101-42400-103 Part-Time Employees $29,313.27 $24,760.00 $26,000.00 5.01%
E 101-42400-121 PERA $11,584.41 $11,720.00 $12,169.00 3.83%
E 101-42400-122 FICA $12,116.23 $12,370.00 $12,575.00 1.66%
E 101-42400-130 Employer Paid Ins $18,076.23 $18,220.00 $20,170.00 10.70%
E 101-42400-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) $636.96 $200.00 $300.00 50.00%
E 101-42400-212 Motor Fuels $441.87 $600.00 $600.00 0.00%
E 101-42400-304 Legal Fees $712.50 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 0.00%
E 101-42400-309 Contractual Services $15,109.37 $15,000.00 $7,000.00 -53.33%
E 101-42400-331 Mileage & Expense Account $0.00 $500.00 $500.00 0.00%
E 101-42400-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip $20.42 $200.00 $200.00 0.00%
E 101-42400-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $413.19 $3,800.00 $7,000.00 84.21%
E 101-42400-499 Miscellaneous $168.02 $500.00 $500.00 0.00%
E 101-42400-540 Equipment $3,634.29 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 0.00%

$227,569.38 $229,800.00 $233,929.00 1.80%Dept 42400 Building Inspection
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Dept 43200 Health Inspections
E 101-43200-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
E 101-43200-309 Contractual Services $31,416.00 $30,000.00 $32,000.00 6.67%

$31,416.00 $30,000.00 $32,000.00 6.67%Dept 43200 Health Inspections
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Dept 42500 Emergency Management
E 101-42500-409 Maint services & Improv $1,399.16 $3,700.00 $3,700.00 0.00%
E 101-42500-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $3,226.70 $1,650.00 $1,650.00 0.00%
E 101-42500-499 Miscellaneous $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%

$4,625.86 $5,350.00 $5,350.00 0.00%Dept 42500 Emergency Management
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Dept 43100 Streets
E 101-43100-101 Full-Time Employees Regular $259,444.59 $266,800.00 $272,206.00 2.03%
E 101-43100-102 Full-Time Employees Overtime $23,649.40 $10,710.00 $15,000.00 40.06%
E 101-43100-103 Part-Time Employees $1,642.59 $5,100.00 $5,400.00 5.88%
E 101-43100-121 PERA $20,462.09 $20,490.00 $21,285.00 3.88%
E 101-43100-122 FICA $19,674.28 $21,620.00 $22,124.00 2.33%
E 101-43100-130 Employer Paid Ins $50,032.19 $54,800.00 $58,317.00 6.42%
E 101-43100-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) $879.53 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0.00%
E 101-43100-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $3,777.05 $4,000.00 $4,200.00 5.00%
E 101-43100-212 Motor Fuels $21,791.11 $22,400.00 $22,200.00 -0.89%
E 101-43100-216 Chemicals and Chem Products $12,483.87 $12,400.00 $14,400.00 16.13%
E 101-43100-217 Uniforms $1,249.99 $1,500.00 $1,600.00 6.67%
E 101-43100-220 Repair/Maint Supply (GENERAL) $15,520.13 $15,200.00 $16,400.00 7.89%
E 101-43100-226 Sign Repair Materials $14,168.84 $13,300.00 $13,800.00 3.76%
E 101-43100-229 Dirt, Sand and gravel $7,246.20 $9,800.00 $10,400.00 6.12%
E 101-43100-240 Small Tools and Minor Equip $1,237.11 $1,500.00 $1,800.00 20.00%
E 101-43100-241 Safety equip/testings $1,135.95 $1,500.00 $1,600.00 6.67%
E 101-43100-303 Engineering Fees $0.00 $700.00 $700.00 0.00%
E 101-43100-323 Radio Units $1,833.15 $2,800.00 $2,900.00 3.57%
E 101-43100-331 Mileage & Expense Account $1,028.70 $1,200.00 $1,200.00 0.00%
E 101-43100-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip $966.14 $5,800.00 $6,100.00 5.17%
E 101-43100-409 Maint services & Improv $5,016.40 $9,700.00 $10,700.00 10.31%
E 101-43100-415 Other Equipment Rentals $1,811.81 $1,700.00 $2,000.00 17.65%
E 101-43100-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $1,448.98 $2,300.00 $2,600.00 13.04%
E 101-43100-499 Miscellaneous $1,151.19 $600.00 $600.00 0.00%
E 101-43100-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. $112,200.00 $107,200.00 $108,200.00 0.93%
E 101-43100-721 Operating Transfers - Building $34,000.00 $34,000.00 $34,000.00 0.00%
E 101-43100-722 Operating Transfers - Streets $95,000.00 $95,000.00 $95,000.00 0.00%

$708,851.29 $723,120.00 $745,732.00 3.13%Dept 43100 Streets
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Dept 43300 Engineering
E 101-43300-101 Full-Time Employees Regular $86,144.59 $87,960.00 $127,990.00 45.51%
E 101-43300-121 PERA $5,876.42 $6,380.00 $9,194.00 44.11%
E 101-43300-122 FICA $5,912.28 $6,730.00 $9,466.00 40.65%
E 101-43300-130 Employer Paid Ins $8,117.28 $9,110.00 $21,078.00 131.37%
E 101-43300-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $0.00 $400.00 $400.00 0.00%
E 101-43300-212 Motor Fuels $516.10 $550.00 $500.00 -9.09%
E 101-43300-331 Mileage & Expense Account $510.73 $700.00 $700.00 0.00%
E 101-43300-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
E 101-43300-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $1,642.79 $2,600.00 $2,600.00 0.00%
E 101-43300-499 Miscellaneous $150.11 $400.00 $400.00 0.00%
E 101-43300-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. $2,900.00 $2,700.00 $2,700.00 0.00%
E 101-43300-721 Operating Transfers - Building $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 0.00%

$121,770.30 $127,530.00 $185,028.00 45.09%Dept 43300 Engineering
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Dept 45200 Parks
E 101-45200-101 Full-Time Employees Regular $175,250.91 $196,760.00 $200,830.00 2.07%
E 101-45200-102 Full-Time Employees Overtime $22,285.07 $11,000.00 $11,300.00 2.73%
E 101-45200-103 Part-Time Employees $40,609.19 $46,600.00 $51,800.00 11.16%
E 101-45200-121 PERA $14,041.24 $18,440.00 $15,655.00 -15.10%
E 101-45200-122 FICA $16,867.52 $19,460.00 $19,930.00 2.42%
E 101-45200-130 Employer Paid Ins $36,029.37 $38,730.00 $39,343.00 1.58%
E 101-45200-140 Unemployment Comp (GENERAL) $4,160.33 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
E 101-45200-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) $839.21 $600.00 $700.00 16.67%
E 101-45200-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $6,492.67 $5,000.00 $5,100.00 2.00%
E 101-45200-212 Motor Fuels $11,132.14 $13,200.00 $12,700.00 -3.79%
E 101-45200-216 Chemicals and Chem Products $2,330.06 $4,200.00 $4,300.00 2.38%
E 101-45200-217 Uniforms $946.89 $1,300.00 $1,400.00 7.69%
E 101-45200-221 Equipment Parts $1,781.44 $600.00 $600.00 0.00%
E 101-45200-222 Repair & Maint - Equip $3,583.61 $9,900.00 $7,600.00 -23.23%
E 101-45200-227 Plantings $5,507.41 $6,700.00 $6,900.00 2.99%
E 101-45200-229 Dirt, Sand and gravel $5,493.76 $4,500.00 $4,800.00 6.67%
E 101-45200-230 Trash Receptacles $0.00 $3,500.00 $0.00 -100.00%
E 101-45200-240 Small Tools and Minor Equip $2,054.63 $4,000.00 $2,400.00 -40.00%
E 101-45200-241 Safety equip/testings $1,397.07 $1,600.00 $1,600.00 0.00%
E 101-45200-306 Personnel Expense $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
E 101-45200-312 Rec Program Fee/Sr. Serv $14,820.00 $15,600.00 $15,300.00 -1.92%
E 101-45200-316 Weed Control $6,044.15 $7,300.00 $7,800.00 6.85%
E 101-45200-323 Radio Units $1,430.00 $2,300.00 $2,400.00 4.35%
E 101-45200-331 Mileage & Expense Account $750.88 $1,000.00 $2,000.00 100.00%
E 101-45200-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip $3,018.03 $3,900.00 $3,900.00 0.00%
E 101-45200-415 Other Equipment Rentals $821.59 $1,100.00 $1,100.00 0.00%
E 101-45200-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $2,125.00 $3,100.00 $4,400.00 41.94%
E 101-45200-499 Miscellaneous $1,767.67 $600.00 $600.00 0.00%
E 101-45200-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. $43,400.00 $43,550.00 $43,755.00 0.47%
E 101-45200-721 Operating Transfers - Building $34,000.00 $34,000.00 $34,000.00 0.00%
E 101-45200-723 Operating Transfers - Parks $7,500.00 $7,500.00 $7,500.00 0.00%

$466,479.84 $506,040.00 $509,713.00 0.73%Dept 45200 Parks
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Dept 45203 Boulevard Maint. And lighting
E 101-45203-220 Repair/Maint Supply (GENERAL) $8,653.99 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 0.00%
E 101-45203-381 Electric Utilities $55,636.21 $55,000.00 $55,000.00 0.00%
E 101-45203-406 Street lights and Signal Maint $8,435.71 $3,600.00 $4,000.00 11.11%

$72,725.91 $68,600.00 $69,000.00 0.58%Dept 45203 Boulevard Maint. And lighting
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Dept 49200 Unallocated Expenditures
E 101-49200-212 Motor Fuels $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
E 101-49200-309 Contractual Services $12,780.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
E 101-49200-322 Postage $9,002.38 $12,000.00 $12,000.00 0.00%
E 101-49200-361 General Liability Ins $86,617.00 $106,500.00 $140,800.00 32.21%
E 101-49200-365 Workers Comp Ins $55,050.56 $40,000.00 $46,700.00 16.75%
E 101-49200-494 Contingency - Long Lake servic $0.00 $55,000.00 $55,000.00 0.00%
E 101-49200-496 Contigencies $61,687.97 $77,000.00 $100,000.00 29.87%

$225,137.91 $290,500.00 $354,500.00 22.03%Dept 49200 Unallocated Expenditures
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Cable TV Fund Rev/Exp Budget Report
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Account Descr
2013

PL Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Act Type R Revenue

R 235-00000-36210 Interest Earnings $12.00 $800.00 $500.00
R 235-00000-38050 franchise Fees $66,981.65 $64,890.00 $68,000.00

$66,993.65 $65,690.00 $68,500.00Act Type R Revenue

Act Type E Expenditure

E 235-40000-101 Full-Time Employees Regular -$31,624.98 -$18,310.00 -$22,950.00
E 235-40000-121 PERA -$2,292.76 -$1,330.00 -$1,721.00
E 235-40000-122 FICA -$2,419.39 -$1,400.00 -$1,756.00
E 235-40000-130 Employer Paid Ins -$5,756.57 -$4,830.00 -$5,043.00
E 235-40000-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) -$257.75 $0.00 -$200.00
E 235-40000-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) $0.00 -$1,500.00 -$500.00
E 235-40000-302 Consultants -$18,540.00 -$20,000.00 -$19,000.00
E 235-40000-304 Legal Fees -$32,364.19 $0.00 $0.00
E 235-40000-309 Contractual Services $0.00 -$1,200.00 $0.00
E 235-40000-331 Mileage & Expense Account $0.00 $0.00 -$200.00
E 235-40000-350 Printing & Publishing -$1,901.62 -$1,500.00 -$1,500.00
E 235-40000-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip $0.00 -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00
E 235-40000-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars $0.00 $0.00 -$600.00
E 235-40000-499 Miscellaneous -$3,029.40 -$2,400.00 -$500.00
E 235-40000-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00

-$113,186.66 -$68,470.00 -$69,970.00Act Type E Expenditure

-$46,193.01 -$2,780.00 -$1,470.00
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Water Fund Rev/Exp Budget Report
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Account Descr
2013

PL Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Act Type R Revenue

R 610-46127-36101 Spec Assess Principal $61,899.81 $0.00 $0.00
R 610-00000-36210 Interest Earnings $767.79 $5,150.00 $20,000.00
R 610-00000-36220 Water Tower Rental $74,834.00 $0.00 $75,000.00
R 610-00000-37110 W/S/Storm Sales $438,968.87 $618,000.00 $600,000.00
R 610-00000-37111 Sprinkling $144,077.67 $133,900.00 $140,000.00
R 610-00000-37120 Water Usage Permits-Other $1,554.45 $0.00 $0.00
R 610-00000-37130 Service to Other Cities $58,949.96 $56,650.00 $56,650.00
R 610-00000-37140 Meter Sales -$1,608.12 $5,150.00 $10,000.00
R 610-00000-37150 WS Connect/Reconnect Fee $1,117.56 $515.00 $600.00
R 610-00000-37155 City s W/S Access Charge $272,411.72 $0.00 $0.00
R 610-00000-37160 W/S Penalty $2,956.24 $1,030.00 $1,000.00
R 610-00000-37190 Other Charge/Revenue $2,295.00 $824.00 $850.00
R 610-00000-39101 Sales of General Fixed Assets -$3,567.75 $0.00 $0.00
R 610-00000-39400 Misc.Revenues $871.00 $0.00 $0.00
R 610-00000-39700 Capital Assets transferred $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

$1,055,528.20 $821,219.00 $904,100.00Act Type R Revenue

Act Type E Expenditure

E 610-40000-101 Full-Time Employees Regular -$161,424.34 -$165,150.00 -$176,159.00
E 610-40000-102 Full-Time Employees Overtime -$10,709.13 -$6,120.00 -$7,000.00
E 610-40000-103 Part-Time Employees -$2,479.67 -$5,400.00 -$2,900.00
E 610-40000-121 PERA -$12,325.70 -$12,810.00 -$13,381.00
E 610-40000-122 FICA -$12,526.46 -$13,520.00 -$13,867.00
E 610-40000-130 Employer Paid Ins -$26,840.85 -$33,970.00 -$34,389.00
E 610-40000-139 OPEB -$2,233.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) -$283.94 -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00
E 610-40000-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) -$2,995.03 -$2,900.00 -$3,000.00
E 610-40000-211 Meter supplies -$899.18 -$2,400.00 -$2,500.00
E 610-40000-212 Motor Fuels -$7,370.96 -$8,000.00 -$8,400.00
E 610-40000-216 Chemicals and Chem Products -$18,680.62 -$22,400.00 -$22,400.00
E 610-40000-217 Uniforms -$835.39 -$1,000.00 -$1,200.00
E 610-40000-220 Repair/Maint Supply (GENERAL $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-224 Repair & Maint - Motor Equip -$121.85 -$1,500.00 -$1,500.00
E 610-40000-225 Repair & Maint - System -$7,779.22 -$8,500.00 -$8,700.00
E 610-40000-240 Small Tools and Minor Equip -$1,873.21 -$5,200.00 -$4,600.00
E 610-40000-241 Safety equip/testings -$800.99 -$900.00 -$1,000.00
E 610-40000-242 Well & F.P. Equipment -$9,083.73 -$10,800.00 -$13,500.00
E 610-40000-301 Auditing and Acct g Services -$1,000.00 -$2,000.00 -$2,000.00
E 610-49100-302 Consultants -$2,619.50 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-49100-303 Engineering Fees -$7,511.73 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-303 Engineering Fees -$3,240.00 -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00
E 610-49100-307 Project Coordinator -$2,030.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-309 Contractual Services -$10,084.67 -$15,100.00 -$11,100.00
E 610-49100-309 Contractual Services -$1,937.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-310 Plan Review -$4,605.48 -$4,200.00 -$5,600.00
E 610-40000-313 Permit Fees/Gopher State -$1,914.22 -$1,100.00 -$1,200.00
E 610-40000-322 Postage -$4,154.05 -$4,900.00 -$5,000.00
E 610-40000-323 Radio Units -$2,827.89 -$800.00 -$800.00
E 610-40000-331 Mileage & Expense Account -$823.33 -$800.00 -$800.00
E 610-40000-361 General Liability Ins -$8,000.00 -$8,200.00 -$8,200.00
E 610-40000-365 Workers Comp Ins -$5,900.00 -$5,600.00 -$5,600.00
E 610-40000-381 Electric Utilities -$75,239.74 -$77,000.00 -$80,500.00
E 610-40000-383 Fuel, oil and natural gas -$3,995.43 -$1,500.00 -$4,100.00
E 610-40000-401 Repairs/Maint Buildings $0.00 -$400.00 -$400.00
E 610-40000-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip -$1,863.82 -$2,300.00 -$3,200.0025 CC_12022014 
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E 610-49100-405 Maint/Replac - System -$9,095.35 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-405 Maint/Replac - System -$42,209.99 -$25,000.00 -$25,800.00
E 610-40000-409 Maint services & Improv $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-415 Other Equipment Rentals -$864.09 -$800.00 -$800.00
E 610-40000-420 Depreciation -$145,328.00 -$54,590.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars -$2,279.75 -$3,500.00 -$3,600.00
E 610-40000-437 Payments to Organizations $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-46113-499 Miscellaneous -$506.06 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-499 Miscellaneous -$17,283.89 -$600.00 -$600.00
E 610-49100-540 Equipment -$3,808.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-49100-601 Debt Srv Bond Principal $0.00 $0.00 -$190,000.00
E 610-40000-611 Bond Interest -$57,381.22 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-49100-611 Bond Interest -$75,212.44 $0.00 -$170,000.00
E 610-40000-621 Fiscal Agent s Fees -$200.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 610-49100-621 Fiscal Agent s Fees -$425.00 $0.00 -$625.00
E 610-40000-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. -$39,750.00 -$35,020.00 -$32,400.00
E 610-40000-724 Operating Transfers - Water $0.00 -$155,000.00 $0.00
E 610-40000-728 Operating Transfers - General -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00

-$826,353.92 -$715,980.00 -$883,821.00Act Type E Expenditure

$229,174.28 $105,239.00 $20,279.00
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Sewer Fund Rev/Exp Budget Report
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Account Descr
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Budget
2015

Budget

Act Type R Revenue

R 620-00000-36210 Interest Earnings $163.39 $2,060.00 $10,000.00
R 620-00000-37110 W/S/Storm Sales $852,047.93 $942,450.00 $950,000.00
R 620-00000-37130 Service to Other Cities $45,618.86 $25,750.00 $25,750.00
R 620-00000-37150 WS Connect/Reconnect Fee $25,823.00 $3,090.00 $4,000.00
R 620-00000-37155 City s W/S Access Charge $126,188.40 $0.00 $0.00
R 620-00000-37160 W/S Penalty $5,265.98 $2,060.00 $2,500.00
R 620-00000-37190 Other Charge/Revenue $15,063.16 $0.00 $0.00
R 620-00000-39101 Sales of General Fixed Assets -$3,568.23 $0.00 $0.00
R 620-00000-39700 Capital Assets transferred $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

$1,066,602.49 $975,410.00 $992,250.00Act Type R Revenue

Act Type E Expenditure

E 620-40000-101 Full-Time Employees Regular -$161,424.18 -$165,830.00 -$176,159.00
E 620-40000-102 Full-Time Employees Overtime -$10,708.93 -$6,120.00 -$7,000.00
E 620-40000-103 Part-Time Employees -$2,484.63 -$3,550.00 -$2,900.00
E 620-40000-121 PERA -$12,324.65 -$12,720.00 -$13,381.00
E 620-40000-122 FICA -$12,524.75 -$13,430.00 -$13,867.00
E 620-40000-130 Employer Paid Ins -$26,839.56 -$34,090.00 -$34,389.00
E 620-40000-139 OPEB -$2,233.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 620-40000-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) -$283.94 -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00
E 620-40000-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) -$2,317.45 -$2,900.00 -$3,000.00
E 620-40000-211 Meter supplies -$900.46 -$2,400.00 -$2,500.00
E 620-40000-212 Motor Fuels -$7,370.96 -$8,000.00 -$8,400.00
E 620-40000-217 Uniforms -$835.16 -$1,000.00 -$1,200.00
E 620-40000-220 Repair/Maint Supply (GENERAL $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 620-40000-224 Repair & Maint - Motor Equip -$124.35 -$3,500.00 -$1,500.00
E 620-40000-225 Repair & Maint - System -$7,145.77 -$9,400.00 -$9,600.00
E 620-40000-240 Small Tools and Minor Equip -$1,816.34 -$4,900.00 -$4,300.00
E 620-40000-241 Safety equip/testings -$801.00 -$900.00 -$1,000.00
E 620-40000-301 Auditing and Acct g Services -$1,000.00 -$2,000.00 -$2,000.00
E 620-46122-302 Consultants -$2,634.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 620-40000-303 Engineering Fees -$7,457.00 -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00
E 620-49100-307 Project Coordinator -$19,600.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 620-46122-309 Contractual Services -$0.45 $0.00 $0.00
E 620-40000-313 Permit Fees/Gopher State -$1,697.40 -$1,100.00 -$1,200.00
E 620-40000-322 Postage -$6,006.13 -$4,900.00 -$5,000.00
E 620-40000-323 Radio Units -$1,735.96 -$800.00 -$1,000.00
E 620-40000-331 Mileage & Expense Account -$578.85 -$800.00 -$800.00
E 620-40000-361 General Liability Ins -$8,000.00 -$8,200.00 -$8,200.00
E 620-40000-365 Workers Comp Ins -$5,900.00 -$5,600.00 -$5,600.00
E 620-40000-381 Electric Utilities -$20,561.14 -$19,800.00 -$22,000.00
E 620-40000-386 Other Utilities -$394,319.22 -$410,600.00 -$446,000.00
E 620-40000-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip -$918.55 -$2,900.00 -$3,800.00
E 620-49100-405 Maint/Replac - System -$18,158.85 $0.00 $0.00
E 620-40000-405 Maint/Replac - System -$10,434.50 -$15,000.00 -$15,500.00
E 620-40000-409 Maint services & Improv -$8,211.81 -$8,000.00 -$8,300.00
E 620-40000-415 Other Equipment Rentals -$534.38 -$400.00 -$400.00
E 620-40000-420 Depreciation -$73,320.00 -$35,020.00 $0.00
E 620-40000-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars -$2,442.69 -$1,400.00 -$1,700.00
E 620-40000-499 Miscellaneous -$132.17 -$600.00 -$600.00
E 620-49100-601 Debt Srv Bond Principal $0.00 $0.00 -$35,000.00
E 620-40000-611 Bond Interest -$10,233.60 $0.00 $0.00
E 620-49100-611 Bond Interest -$2,619.17 $0.00 -$14,000.00
E 620-49100-621 Fiscal Agent s Fees -$425.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 620-40000-720 Operating Transfers - Equip. -$39,750.00 -$46,865.00 -$43,300.0027 CC_12022014 
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E 620-40000-725 Operating Transfers - Sewer $0.00 -$80,000.00 $0.00
E 620-40000-728 Operating Transfers - General -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00

-$901,806.00 -$929,725.00 -$910,596.00Act Type E Expenditure

$164,796.49 $45,685.00 $81,654.00
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Solid Waste Fund Rev/Exp Budget Report
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Account Descr
2013

PL Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Act Type R Revenue

R 650-00000-33700 HC Recycling Reimb $10,417.00 $10,300.00 $10,300.00

R 650-00000-36210 Interest Earnings $41.00 $2,000.00 $1,500.00

R 650-00000-37160 W/S Penalty $2,396.78 $700.00 $2,000.00

R 650-00000-37510 GARB (TAXABLE) $193,555.09 $185,400.00 $194,000.00

R 650-00000-37520 RECYC (NONTAX) $113,665.05 $82,400.00 $121,000.00

R 650-00000-37530 Additional Can $1,815.68 $1,000.00 $1,500.00

$321,890.60 $281,800.00 $330,300.00Act Type R Revenue

Act Type E Expenditure

E 650-47600-101 Full-Time Employees Regular -$15,275.72 -$15,450.00 -$15,715.00

E 650-47600-121 PERA -$1,107.17 -$1,120.00 -$1,179.00

E 650-47600-122 FICA -$1,113.45 -$1,180.00 -$1,202.00

E 650-47600-130 Employer Paid Ins -$2,327.41 -$3,020.00 -$2,806.00

E 650-47600-139 OPEB -$194.00 $0.00 $0.00

E 650-47500-230 Trash Receptacles $0.00 -$3,500.00 $0.00

E 650-47700-309 Contractual Services -$3,961.00 $0.00 $0.00

E 650-47600-309 Contractual Services -$43,842.00 -$25,500.00 -$45,650.00

E 650-47600-331 Mileage & Expense Account $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

E 650-47800-384 Refuse/Garbage Disposal -$73,366.40 -$43,000.00 -$76,100.00

E 650-47500-384 Refuse/Garbage Disposal -$127,222.45 -$132,113.00 -$130,000.00

E 650-47800-386 Other Utilities -$620.25 -$1,500.00 -$1,000.00

E 650-47500-386 Other Utilities -$40,139.96 -$39,243.00 -$40,000.00

E 650-47800-499 Miscellaneous $0.00 -$3,500.00 -$3,500.00

E 650-47500-499 Miscellaneous -$10,105.54 -$9,785.00 -$10,000.00

-$319,275.35 -$278,911.00 -$327,152.00Act Type E Expenditure

$2,615.25 $2,889.00 $3,148.00
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CITY OF WAYZATA
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Account Descr
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PL Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Act Type R Revenue

R 670-00000-36101 Spec Assess Principal $1,933.73 $0.00 $0.00

R 670-00000-36210 Interest Earnings $58.00 $600.00 $2,800.00

R 670-00000-37110 W/S/Storm Sales $276,006.16 $185,400.00 $275,000.00

R 670-00000-39200 Interfund Operating Transfer $50,000.00 $0.00 $0.00

$327,997.89 $186,000.00 $277,800.00Act Type R Revenue

Act Type E Expenditure

E 670-40000-101 Full-Time Employees Regular -$17,684.53 -$17,980.00 -$20,592.00

E 670-40000-121 PERA -$1,282.21 -$1,300.00 -$1,544.00

E 670-40000-122 FICA -$1,352.86 -$1,380.00 -$1,575.00

E 670-40000-130 Employer Paid Ins -$2,568.06 -$4,110.00 -$4,075.00

E 670-40000-139 OPEB -$214.00 $0.00 $0.00

E 670-40000-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) -$450.00 $0.00 -$500.00

E 670-40000-302 Consultants -$1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00

E 670-49100-302 Consultants -$74.00 $0.00 -$2,000.00

E 670-40000-307 Project Coordinator -$1,400.00 $0.00 $0.00

E 670-49100-307 Project Coordinator -$8,890.00 $0.00 -$10,000.00

E 670-49100-309 Contractual Services -$3,495.00 $0.00 -$5,000.00

E 670-40000-409 Maint services & Improv -$5,565.69 $0.00 -$2,000.00

E 670-40000-420 Depreciation -$91,424.00 $0.00 $0.00

E 670-40000-499 Miscellaneous -$515.00 $0.00 $0.00

E 670-40000-722 Operating Transfers - Streets -$53,000.00 -$53,000.00 -$53,000.00

E 670-40000-728 Operating Transfers - General -$10,000.00 -$10,000.00 -$10,000.00

-$198,915.35 -$87,770.00 -$110,286.00Act Type E Expenditure

$129,082.54 $98,230.00 $167,514.00
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Motor Vehicle Fund Rev/Exp Budget Report
CITY OF WAYZATA
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2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Act Type R Revenue

R 630-00000-34111 Motor Vehicle Commissions $396,682.08 $420,000.00 $420,000.00
R 630-00000-34190 Charges for Services/Gen Go $2,574.92 $120.00 $37,500.00
R 630-00000-36210 Interest Earnings $30.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00
R 630-00000-36212 Interest revenue from loans $2,745.00 $0.00 $0.00
R 630-00000-37190 Other Charge/Revenue $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
R 630-40000-39400 Misc.Revenues $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

$402,032.00 $421,120.00 $458,500.00Act Type R Revenue

Act Type E Expenditure

E 630-40000-101 Full-Time Employees Regular -$152,751.35 -$149,840.00 -$170,873.00
E 630-40000-102 Full-Time Employees Overtime -$2,125.24 $0.00 -$1,000.00
E 630-40000-103 Part-Time Employees -$30,953.22 -$35,130.00 -$40,460.00
E 630-40000-121 PERA -$13,373.61 -$13,410.00 -$15,850.00
E 630-40000-122 FICA -$13,882.31 -$14,150.00 -$16,167.00
E 630-40000-130 Employer Paid Ins -$31,069.78 -$36,450.00 -$43,185.00
E 630-40000-139 OPEB -$2,585.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 630-40000-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) -$2,376.65 -$1,500.00 -$1,500.00
E 630-40000-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) -$679.54 -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00
E 630-40000-301 Auditing and Acct g Services -$500.00 -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00
E 630-40000-331 Mileage & Expense Account -$126.97 -$200.00 -$200.00
E 630-40000-361 General Liability Ins -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00
E 630-40000-365 Workers Comp Ins -$500.00 -$500.00 -$500.00
E 630-40000-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip -$387.18 $0.00 -$1,000.00
E 630-40000-431 Cash Over/Short $222.28 -$200.00 -$200.00
E 630-40000-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars -$2,405.84 -$950.00 -$450.00
E 630-40000-498 Payment on Bad Cks $4,783.25 $0.00 $0.00
E 630-40000-499 Miscellaneous -$5,851.48 -$200.00 -$3,000.00
E 630-40000-721 Operating Transfers - Building -$155,214.00 -$25,000.00 -$25,000.00
E 630-40000-728 Operating Transfers - General -$25,000.00 -$25,000.00 -$25,000.00

-$435,776.64 -$305,530.00 -$347,385.00Act Type E Expenditure

-$33,744.64 $115,590.00 $111,115.00
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Liquor Store Fund Rev/Exp Budget Report
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Account Descr
2013

PL Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Act Type R Revenue

R 640-00000-37301 Store Liquor Sales $700,447.68 $734,400.00 $734,400.00
R 640-00000-37302 Store Wine Sales $1,110,610.64 $1,193,400.00 $1,200,000.00
R 640-00000-37303 Store Beer Sales $524,573.73 $510,000.00 $550,000.00
R 640-00000-37304 Store Misc. Sales $53,664.72 $51,255.00 $75,000.00

$2,389,296.77 $2,489,055.00 $2,559,400.00Act Type R Revenue

Act Type E Expenditure

E 640-47000-101 Full-Time Employees Regular -$133,737.58 -$140,000.00 -$137,588.00
E 640-47000-102 Overtime $0.00 -$1,000.00 -$1,500.00
E 640-47000-103 Part-Time Employees -$79,575.51 -$83,420.00 -$103,584.00
E 640-47000-121 PERA -$14,879.02 -$16,270.00 -$17,865.00
E 640-47000-122 FICA -$16,064.48 -$17,170.00 -$18,223.00
E 640-47000-130 Employer Paid Ins -$26,847.30 -$27,850.00 -$34,313.00
E 640-47000-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) -$1,654.52 -$3,000.00 -$2,000.00
E 640-47000-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) -$8,128.80 -$8,240.00 -$5,865.00
E 640-47000-251 Liquor For Resale -$542,373.47 -$519,120.00 -$525,000.00
E 640-47000-252 Wine For Resale -$760,153.69 -$843,570.00 -$840,000.00
E 640-47000-253 Beer For Resale -$405,502.41 -$360,500.00 -$407,000.00
E 640-47000-254 Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale -$24,746.01 -$36,230.00 -$36,000.00
E 640-47000-256 MISC.MDSE.RESALE -$5,160.07 -$4,000.00 -$25,000.00
E 640-47000-259 Freight -$16,700.85 -$20,600.00 -$18,500.00
E 640-47000-301 Auditing and Acct g Services -$2,000.00 -$4,000.00 -$4,000.00
E 640-47000-306 Personnel Expense $0.00 -$2,000.00 -$2,000.00
E 640-47000-321 Telephone -$840.00 -$1,250.00 -$1,200.00
E 640-47000-331 Mileage & Expense Account -$1,008.62 -$2,000.00 -$2,000.00
E 640-47000-340 Advertising -$34,197.54 -$33,000.00 -$25,000.00
E 640-47000-341 General Promotions -$23,429.01 -$21,000.00 -$35,000.00
E 640-47000-361 General Liability Ins -$5,952.00 -$7,500.00 -$4,800.00
E 640-47000-365 Workers Comp Ins -$5,900.00 -$5,900.00 -$6,900.00
E 640-47000-381 Electric Utilities -$16,585.48 -$16,150.00 -$18,000.00
E 640-47000-383 Fuel, oil and natural gas -$2,695.06 -$3,500.00 -$5,500.00
E 640-47000-384 Refuse/Garbage Disposal -$1,436.98 -$1,500.00 -$1,700.00
E 640-47000-401 Repairs/Maint Buildings -$1,704.06 -$7,000.00 -$7,000.00
E 640-47000-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip -$6,240.70 -$7,000.00 -$7,000.00
E 640-47000-409 Maint services & Improv -$5,633.19 -$11,000.00 -$11,000.00
E 640-47000-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars -$2,569.40 -$4,500.00 -$4,500.00
E 640-47000-497 Credit Card Fees -$49,421.16 -$56,650.00 -$56,600.00
E 640-47000-499 Miscellaneous -$657.85 -$2,000.00 -$2,000.00
E 640-47000-601 Debt Srv Bond Principal $0.00 $0.00 -$50,000.00
E 640-47000-611 Bond Interest $0.00 $0.00 -$63,565.00
E 640-47000-710 Interfund Loan Transfers $0.00 $0.00 -$35,320.00
E 640-47000-727 Operating Transfers - Liquor $0.00 -$120,000.00 $0.00
E 640-47000-728 Operating Transfers - General -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00

-$2,210,794.76 -$2,401,920.00 -$2,530,523.00Act Type E Expenditure

$178,502.01 $87,135.00 $28,877.00
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Liquor Bar Fund Rev/Exp Budget Report
CITY OF WAYZATA

Page 1

Account Descr
2013

PL Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Act Type R Revenue

R 640-00000-36210 Interest Earnings $62.36 $0.00 $0.00
R 640-00000-37399 Store Misc. Revenues $8,113.11 $0.00 $0.00
R 640-00000-38301 Bar Liquor Sales $344,551.53 $391,625.00 $375,000.00
R 640-00000-38302 Bar Wine Sales $167,876.79 $210,875.00 $190,000.00
R 640-00000-38303 Bar Beer Sales $651,953.28 $632,625.00 $725,000.00
R 640-00000-38304 Bar Beverages $121,157.39 $120,500.00 $128,000.00
R 640-00000-38305 Bar Food Sales $1,653,159.56 $1,656,875.00 $1,700,000.00
R 640-00000-38306 Bar Merchandise Sales $1,523.65 $1,030.00 $1,200.00
R 640-00000-38310 2FOR1 Food Coupons -$26,443.46 -$15,450.00 -$35,000.00
R 640-00000-38320 Rent Income $6,000.00 $10,500.00 $6,000.00
R 640-00000-38362 ATM Fees $5,448.40 $6,500.00 $6,000.00
R 640-00000-38370 Vendor Rebates - BAR $2,004.78 $1,000.00 $1,500.00
R 640-00000-39101 Sales of General Fixed Assets -$14,658.74 $0.00 $0.00
R 640-00000-39400 Misc.Revenues $7,866.16 $0.00 $0.00

$2,928,614.81 $3,016,080.00 $3,097,700.00Act Type R Revenue

Act Type E Expenditure

E 640-48500-101 Full-Time Employees Regular -$44,509.10 -$43,700.00 -$44,553.60
E 640-48000-101 Full-Time Employees Regular -$178,964.82 -$200,680.00 -$189,046.00
E 640-48000-102 Overtime -$3,269.67 -$3,060.00 $0.00
E 640-48500-102 Overtime -$18,595.01 -$10,000.00 -$15,000.00
E 640-48500-103 Part-Time Employees -$288,834.12 -$358,140.00 -$375,830.00
E 640-48000-103 Part-Time Employees -$314,186.02 -$356,430.00 -$418,080.00
E 640-48500-121 PERA -$23,811.63 -$29,860.00 -$31,529.00
E 640-48000-121 PERA -$30,671.19 -$40,610.00 -$41,911.00
E 640-48500-122 FICA -$26,764.48 -$31,510.00 -$28,777.00
E 640-48000-122 FICA -$72,094.31 -$42,850.00 -$80,000.00
E 640-48500-130 Employer Paid Ins -$11,015.28 -$12,710.00 -$13,685.00
E 640-48000-130 Employer Paid Ins -$30,367.16 -$42,380.00 -$43,954.00
E 640-48000-139 OPEB -$3,443.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-140 Unemployment Comp (GENERA -$2,760.24 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-200 Office Supplies (GENERAL) -$2,208.45 -$4,500.00 -$4,650.00
E 640-48000-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) -$23,070.77 -$25,000.00 -$20,000.00
E 640-48500-210 Operating Supplies (GENERAL) -$46,589.49 -$42,000.00 -$55,000.00
E 640-48500-217 Uniforms -$9,427.39 -$7,000.00 -$4,000.00
E 640-48000-217 Uniforms -$1,694.85 -$4,000.00 -$4,000.00
E 640-48000-251 Liquor For Resale -$61,044.65 -$74,778.00 -$75,000.00
E 640-48000-252 Wine For Resale -$29,592.40 -$37,595.00 -$38,000.00
E 640-48000-253 Beer For Resale -$146,944.57 -$137,258.00 -$163,125.00
E 640-48000-254 Soft Drinks/Mix For Resale -$27,913.97 -$31,441.00 -$32,000.00
E 640-48000-255 FOODIngredients For Resale -$124.08 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48500-255 FOODIngredients For Resale -$615,474.34 -$656,000.00 -$680,000.00
E 640-48000-256 MISC.MDSE.RESALE -$178.60 -$2,575.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-259 Freight -$480.82 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-301 Auditing and Acct g Services -$2,500.00 -$4,000.00 -$4,000.00
E 640-48000-306 Personnel Expense -$256.00 -$1,000.00 -$4,000.00
E 640-48000-321 Telephone -$840.00 -$2,000.00 -$1,200.00
E 640-48000-331 Mileage & Expense Account -$420.00 -$1,000.00 -$1,000.00
E 640-48000-340 Advertising -$31,473.64 -$33,000.00 -$25,000.00
E 640-48000-341 General Promotions -$29,713.43 -$45,000.00 -$55,000.00
E 640-48000-342 Promotions - Food/Drinks -$5,701.10 -$6,500.00 -$6,700.00
E 640-48000-361 General Liability Ins -$23,000.00 -$26,000.00 -$22,200.00

33 CC_12022014 
Page 69 of 243



Account Descr
2013

PL Amt
2014

Budget
2015

Budget

Page 2
11/20/14 11:22 AM

E 640-48000-365 Workers Comp Ins -$14,500.00 -$15,000.00 -$26,000.00
E 640-48000-381 Electric Utilities -$38,699.48 -$36,000.00 -$40,000.00
E 640-48000-383 Fuel, oil and natural gas -$10,780.24 -$13,900.00 -$20,000.00
E 640-48000-384 Refuse/Garbage Disposal -$3,740.72 -$5,150.00 -$5,150.00
E 640-48000-401 Repairs/Maint Buildings -$2,412.16 -$8,000.00 -$8,000.00
E 640-48000-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip -$13,901.01 -$23,000.00 -$23,000.00
E 640-49100-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip -$1,281.32 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48500-404 Repairs/Maint - Machin/Equip -$2,223.03 -$5,000.00 -$5,500.00
E 640-48000-409 Maint services & Improv -$39,126.61 -$34,000.00 -$34,000.00
E 640-48000-415 Other Equipment Rentals -$5,182.35 -$5,500.00 -$5,700.00
E 640-48500-415 Other Equipment Rentals -$1,695.98 -$2,575.00 -$2,575.00
E 640-49100-420 Depreciation -$146,683.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-420 Depreciation $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-431 Cash Over/Short $542.55 -$100.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-433 Dues, Licensing & Seminars -$3,959.45 -$4,500.00 -$6,500.00
E 640-48000-497 Credit Card Fees -$74,139.21 -$66,950.00 -$80,000.00
E 640-48000-499 Miscellaneous -$1,959.51 -$1,500.00 -$1,600.00
E 640-48500-540 Equipment -$183.35 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-49100-540 Equipment -$3,523.66 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-540 Equipment -$75.67 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-49100-560 Furniture and Fixtures -$1,500.00 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-601 Debt Srv Bond Principal $0.00 $0.00 -$50,000.00
E 640-48000-611 Bond Interest $0.00 $0.00 -$63,565.00
E 640-49100-611 Bond Interest -$145,569.83 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-621 Fiscal Agent s Fees -$212.50 $0.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-710 Interfund Loan Transfers $0.00 $0.00 -$35,320.00
E 640-48000-727 Operating Transfers - Liquor $0.00 -$119,480.00 $0.00
E 640-48000-728 Operating Transfers - General -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00 -$15,000.00

-$2,633,741.11 -$2,668,232.00 -$2,899,150.60Act Type E Expenditure

$294,873.70 $347,848.00 $198,549.40
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CURRENT
EQUIPMENT YEAR USEFUL REPLACE- COST TO

DEPARTMENT DESCRIPTION COMMENTS PURCH. LIFE MENT YEAR REPLACE
Street 800MHz Radio Replacement 2003 10 2015 $5,871
Street 1 TON PICKUP TRUCK (Ford F-450):Sander w/dump box & plow 2008 7 2015 $58,936
Street BLACK TOP ROLLER (Ingersoll Rand DD-12) 2001 10 2015 $27,810
Street Black Top Roller Trailer 1992 19 2015 $4,706
Street Curb CONVEYOR 1990 19 2015 $11,201
Street CURB MACHINE 1989 20 2015 $14,326
Utility 1/2 TON PICKUP TRUCK (Chev 1500) Al's Pickup 2005 7 2015 $18,583
Utility PIPE LOCATOR 2005 10 2015 $4,043
Parks 1 TON BUCKET TRUCK (1988) 2000 8 2015 $36,050
Parks 1/2 TON PICKUP TRUCK (Chev 1500) Kurt drives this truck 2008 7 2015 $18,583
Parks KUBOTA L-4200 w/broom-(broom ice rink with) Replace with skid loader? 1995 15 2015 $53,560
Parks Leaf Loader-Blower for Fall Pickup of Leaves 2015 10 2015 $3,605
Parks Wood Chipper (Brush Bandit 250xp) 2000 10 2015 $42,370

Engineering 1/2 TON PICKUP TRUCK (with box cover) 2005 7 2015 $19,147
Police SQUAD 143 2012 3 2015 $26,700
Police SQUAD 144 2012 3 2015 $26,700
Police SQUAD 145 2012 3 2015 $26,700
Police Squad Car Setup 2006 9 2015 $6,556
Police Squad Car Setup 2006 9 2015 $6,556
Police Squad Car Setup 2006 9 2015 $6,556
Police Squad Car Setup New Item for Year 2013 2006 9 2015 $6,556
Police Replace Tasers (1 of 6 per Year) Replace 1 Taser Per Year 6 2015 $2,060
Police Police Rifles (1 of 11 Per Year) Replace 1 Rife per Year 11 2015 $1,030
Admin COMPUTER REPLACEMENT Est. 58 (Replace 12 per Yr.) 5 2015 $14,206
Admin Laserfiche Public Portal NEW 10 2015 $18,175
Admin PRINTERS, PLOTTER, & MISC. HARDWARE 5 2015 $3,511
Admin SOFTWARE-CERTIFICATE  UPGRADES-& RENEWALS 5 2015 $12,360
Admin Sonic Firewall-with 3 years of security service 2011 4 2015 $8,214
Admin Tightrope Updgrade NEW 10 2015 $58,000
Admin Workflow (Software & Hardware); paperless process 0 5 2015 $25,750

Fire #18 1996 Freightliner Pumper 1996 20 2015 $443,210
Total $1,011,633

By Department
Street 122,851
Utility 22,626
Parks 154,168
Engineering 19,147
Police 109,415
Admin 140,216
Fire 443,210
Total $1,011,633

CITY OF WAYZATA
2015 SCHEDULED EQUIPMENT PURCHASES
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W A Y Z A T A  C I T Y  H A L L  
6 0 0  E A S T  R I C E  S T R E E T  W A Y Z A T A ,  M I N N E S O T A  5 5 3 9 1 - 1 7 9 9  

( P )  9 5 2 - 4 0 4 - 5 3 1 2  -  ( F )  9 5 2 - 4 0 4 - 5 3 1 8  

P A G E  1 of 2 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

MEMORANDUM

To:  City Council  

From:  Heidi Nelson, City Manager and Bryan Gadow, City Planner 

Date:  November 25, 2014 

Re: Review and adoption of Lake Effect Next Step Recommendations 

Since the adoption of the Lake Effect Framework in March, the City Council has been focused 
on the implementation of the plan.  To assist with this work, the Council retained Mary deLaittre 
of Groundworks in September to develop an implementation strategy for the Lake Effect Plan. 

The Council previously held workshops with Ms. deLaittre on September 29th, October 21st, and 
November 18th.  Attached is a copy of the Implementation Strategy for the Lake Effect 
Framework for the Council’s consideration and adoption. 

Attachments:
- DRAFT Implementation Strategy for the Lake Effect Framework 

C I T Y  O F  W A Y Z A T A  
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Implementation Strategy  
for the Lake Effect Framework

City of Wayzata
2 December 2014

By Mary deLaittre
Founder and Principal

Groundwork: The Foundation for City Building

DRAFT FOR APPROVAL
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Planning Report 

Wayzata City Council 
Tuesday, December 2, 2014 

File Case No:   PR 2014-6 

Applicant:    Crossdale Development LLC/Property Resources 
     Corporation        

Address of Request:  165 Central Ave N, 213 Central Ave N, and 1015 
    Cross Street 

120 Day Deadline:   January 9, 2015

Prepared By: Bryan Gadow, City Planner 

Request(s):    Preliminary Plat for Six (6) Lot Subdivision 
     Final Plat for Six (6) Lot Subdivision 

Concept/General Plan PUD 
       

Project Summary: The project includes a request to divide three (3) lots 
into six (6) single family residential lots, accessing off 
of Byrondale Ave S to a cul-de-sac. 

Section 1: Introduction 
Crossdale Development LLC (the “Applicant”) submitted an application for a concurrent 
preliminary and final plat subdivision and Concept/General Plan PUD for a six (6) lot 
subdivision (the “Application”) at 165 Central Ave N, 213 Central Ave N, and 1015 
Cross Street (collectively, the “Property”).  If approved, six (6) single family residences 
would be built on the Property that meet the requirements of the R-3A Zoning District 
(the “Project”).  The Project originally contemplated private access to the proposed lots 
which would connect Cross St and Byrondale Ave N.  Based on feedback received from 
the Commission and the City Council during workshops on August 6th and September 
15th, the Applicant proposes private access from Byrondale Ave N., but would terminate 
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with a cul-de-sac within the interior of the Property.  There would be no through 
connection to Cross Street, Wooddale Ave, or Benton Ave from the proposed 
development.

Previous Application
In May of 2014, the Applicant submitted an application for a five (5) lot subdivision 
proposal, which connected Byrondale Ave to Cross Street through a private roadway 
within the development.  The Application went through public hearings and Planning 
Commission review, where the Commission recommended denial of the Application (5-
2) based on their finding that the private access requires a variance, which they did not 
find sufficient evidence presented in granting a variance.  The Applicant did not include 
a variance request in their Application for private street access.  The Applicant has 
granted the City a time extension request on the original five (5) lot application, in order 
to review the proposed six (6) lot alternative application.   

Image 1: Original 5 Lot Proposal 

The Applicant also had seven (7) lot alternatives which were reviewed in workshop 
meetings on August 6th and September 15th.  The Commission and Council indicated 
concerns with the potential density on the lots with the seven (7) lot alternatives.  This 
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feedback led to the development of the current six (6) lot proposal with a cul-de-sac to 
address concerns regarding neighborhood cut-thru traffic that were raised during the 
public hearings.

1.1 Approval Requests
The Application includes three (3) approval results: 

A. Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat Approval for Six (6) Single Family
 Lots.

The Applicant has submitted a request to divide the currently vacant 165 
and 213 Central Ave lots, and the adjacent 1015 Cross Street lot into six 
(6) single family lots that would meet the requirements of the R-3A Zoning 
District.

The lots are proposed to be platted around a cul-de-sac accessing from 
Byrondale Ave.  There would be no vehicle thru connection to Cross 
Street, Wooddale Ave, or Benton Ave.  The Project also proposes to have 
a ten (10) ft paved trail to provide pedestrian access from the adjacent 
neighborhood to the proposed trail improvements on Central Ave N.

Image 2: New Six Lot Proposal 
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 The six (6) lots are proposed to exceed the lot area minimum as follows: 

Total Lot 
Area

Lot 1 11,645 SF 
Lot 2 11,287 SF 
Lot 3 12,590 SF 
Lot 4 12,130 SF 
Lot 5 10,869 SF 
Lot 6 9,740 SF 

Both a Preliminary Plat and Final Plat documents are included in the 
Application for review. 

B. Concept/General Plan PUD

The Applicant is requesting the ability to build a twenty (20) ft private 
roadway access to the development to match the existing roadway 
character in the neighborhood, with a cul-de-sac off of Byrondale Ave to 
prevent cut-thru traffic into the adjacent neighborhood.  The cul-de-sac is 
designed at twenty (20) ft to meet State Fire Code requirements, and to 
limit the amount of impervious surface pavement within the development.  
The cul-de-sac also included a “bump out” area for visitor parking within 
the development.

The Subdivision Ordinance Section 805.27.K states that private streets, 
except in cases of PUDs, shall be prohibited and all streets shall be 
dedicated for public use.  The Applicant is requesting approval of a PUD 
for the development to allow the use of private roadway to be designed at 
only twenty (20) ft rather than the standard twenty six (26) ft to reduce 
impervious surface on the site.   

C. Review of Single Family Building Design Concepts.
One of the review criteria in the Subdivision Ordinance is that the 
Applicant submit building plans, for review and approval, depicting 
architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, proportion 
and scale of roof line and functional plan of the residential structures 
proposed to demonstrate similarity to the characteristics and quality of the 
existing homes in the neighborhood as required under Section 805.14.e.8 
and 805.14.e.9. 

The Applicant has submitted a number of residential design concepts for 
the six (6) lots for review and approval (Attachment C).  In addition, the 
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Application includes a grading plan, utility plan, erosion control plan, and 
landscaping plan for the site. 

1.2 Property Background
The Property includes three (3) existing single family residential lots, two of which 
are currently vacant, located at 165 and 213 Central Ave N.  The third lot is 1015 
Cross Street, which currently has a single family residence on the lot.

165 and 213 Central Ave are currently accessed off of Central Ave N/CR 101, 
and 1015 Cross Street is accessed off of Cross Street within the Benton 
neighborhood.  As part of the subdivision, the current access from Central Ave 
would be closed, and the six (6) lots would be accessed from a cul-de-sac off of 
Byrondale Ave S. 

Including the 1015 Cross Street property within the Project resolves the 
easement issue with the driveway access easement that benefits the adjacent 
property at 1015 Cross Street.  There is also an existing waterline that runs 
across 1015 Cross Street that is not located within a utility easement.  If the 
Project is approved, the Applicant would vacate the driveway access easement.  

The lot areas of the three (3) properties included in the Application are as follows: 

Lot Area Acres 
165 Central Ave 29,185 SF 0.67 
213 Central Ave 28,749 SF 0.66 
1015 Cross St 14,502 SF 0.33 

Total 72,436 SF 1.66 
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Map 1: Existing Property Aerial 

1.3 Application Requests Summary.

As part of the submitted Application, the Applicant is requesting approval of the 
following items: 

a. Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision for Residential Plat to 
create six (6) residential lots under Sections 805.14 & 805.15. 

b. Review of Design of Proposed Single Family Residences under 
805.14.E.8&9.

c. Concept/General Plan PUD under 801.33 

1.4 Property Description
A copy of the legal description for the subject properties are on file and available 
for viewing at City Hall.  The following properties are included in the project area 
of the Application: 

Properties included in 
Application
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165 Central Ave N 06-117-22-14-0007 122nd Street Land Company 
213 Central Ave N 06-117-22-14-0013 Property Resources 

Corporation
1015 Cross Street 06-117-22-14-0014 B E & M M Gongoll 

1.5 Relevant Property Information

Zoning: R-3A Single and Two Family Residential 
Comp Plan:  Low Density Single Family Residential 
Total lot size: 72,436 square feet (SF) or 1.66 acres

1.6 Public Noticing Requirements
Zoning Ordinance Section 805.14.B requires the Planning Commission to hold a 
public hearing on the Application.  The Notice of Public Hearing for November 
17, 2014 was published in the Sun Sailor on November 6, 2014.  A copy of the 
Notice of Public Hearing for November 7, 2014 was also mailed to all property 
owners located within 350 feet of the subject property.  The Public Hearing was 
held during the November 17, 2014 Planning Commission meeting. 

1.7 Planning Commission Action Summary
A Public Hearing on the Application was held at the Planning Commission’s 
November 17, 2014 meeting at which one (1) individual spoke in favor of the 
Project.  The Planning Commission directed staff to prepare a Planning
Commission Report and Recommendation recommending approval of the 
Application on a vote of five (5) in favor and two (2) opposed.  The Planning 
Commission adopted a Planning Commission Report and Recommendation
recommending approval of the Application on December 1, 2014 on a vote of __ 
in favor, __ opposed.  A copy of the November 17, 2014 Planning Commission 
meeting minutes are included as Attachment F.  A Draft Planning Commission 
Report and Recommendation is included as Attachment G.  A Draft Resolution 
for Approval based on the Planning Commission’s recommendation is included 
as Attachment H.

Section 2: Summary of Issues 
2.1 Surrounding Uses

A summary of land uses and their respective zoning classifications for the 
immediate area: 

Direction Land Use Zoning
North Single Family Residential R-3A 
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South Single Family Residential R-3A 
East Commercial Shopping 

Center
C-2

West Single Family Residential R-3A  

2.2 Project Lot Areas and Hardcover Calculations

The Preliminary/Final Plat associated with the Project is for the creation of six (6) 
new single family lots on the Property.   The lots, as proposed, would all exceed 
the R-3A District minimum of 9,000 SF.  The lot square footages are shown 
below:

Total Lot Area 
Lot 1 11,645 SF 
Lot 2 11,287 SF 
Lot 3 12,590 SF 
Lot 4 12,130 SF 
Lot 5 10,869 SF 
Lot 6 9,740 SF 

The Applicant’s proposed building layouts would meet the thirty five percent 
(35%) hardcover limit, however, the Applicant is also proposing to install a 1,800 
SF underground storage basin in the rear yard of proposed Lot 1 on the 
northeast corner which will collect surface water from the shared roadway and 
individual accesses.  This storage basin would meet the Minnehaha Creek 
Watershed District requirements for stormwater treatment.  The Applicant’s 
proposed calculations for impervious surface on the six (6) single family lots is 
shown below: 

 Lot 1 Lot 2 Lot 3 Lot 4 Lot 5 Lot 6 Overall 
Site

Total Lot 
Area

11,645
SF 

11,287
SF 

12,590
SF 

12,130
SF 

10,869
SF 

9,740
SF 

68,261
SF 

Total
Proposed
Building

Area

1,600 SF 1,600 SF 1,600 SF 1,600 SF 1,600 SF 1,600 
SF 

9,600 SF

Total Area 
of

Roadway
Hardcover 

750 SF 1,612 SF 530 SF 530 SF 1,624 SF 1,193 
SF 

6,239 SF

Total 585 SF 574 SF 590 SF 620 SF 550 SF 580 3,499 SF
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Driveway
Hardcover 

SF 

Total Site 
Hardcover 

2,935 SF 3,786 SF 2,720 SF 2,750 SF 3,774 SF 3,373 
SF 

19,338
SF 

Hardcover 
Percent 

25.2% 33.5% 21.6% 22.7% 34.7% 34.6% 28.3% 

2.3 Lot Building Plans.

Below is a chart summarizing the proposed building plans and the R-3A District 
code requirements: 

 R-3A 
Requirements

Lot 1 Lot 2 Lot 3 Lot 4 Lot 5 Lot 6 

Lot Area 9,000 SF 11,645 
SF 

11,287
SF 

12,590
SF 

12,130
SF 

10,869
SF 

9,740

Lot Width 60 ft 75 ft 70 ft 60 ft 60 ft 62 ft 75 ft 
Lot Depth 100 ft 151 ft 146 ft 122 ft 122 ft 127 ft 127 ft 
Front Yard 
Setback

20 ft 40 ft 
30 ft to 
road

59 ft 
30 ft to 
road

53 ft 
30 ft to 
road

53 ft, 
30 ft 
from
road

45 ft, 
30 ft 
from
road

40 ft, 
30 ft 
from
road

Side Yard 
Setbacks

10 ft 10 ft 
and 20 
ft

11 ft 
and 17 
ft

15 ft 11 ft 
and 14 
ft

15 ft 15 ft 

Rear Yard 
Setback

20 ft 74 ft 44 ft 45 ft 45 ft 39 ft 49 ft 

Lot
Coverage

30% 1,600 
SF
(13.7%)

1,600
SF 
(14.2%)

1,600
SF
(12.7%)

1,600
SF
(13.2%)

1,600
SF
(14.7%)

1,600
SF
(16.4%)

Impervious
Surface

35% 2,935 
SF
(25.2%)

3,786
SF
(33.5%)

2,720
SF
(21.6%)

2,750
SF
(22.7%)

3,774
SF 
(34.7%)

3,373
SF
(34.6%)

2.4 Landscaping.

The Property contains twenty six (26) existing trees of various species.  The 
Applicant proposes to remove eleven (11) trees, and preserve fifteen (15) trees 
on site.  As part of the Project, the Applicant proposes to plant sixteen (16) 
deciduous trees, eighteen (18) evergreen trees, and three (3) ornamental trees, 
in addition to twenty two (22) deciduous shrubs and various perennials and 
grasses on the lots.  The Landscaping Plan is included with Attachment B.
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2.5 Comprehensive Plan.

The Comprehensive Plan guides the residential portion of the Property for Low 
Density Single Family.  Low Density Single Family Residential is described as 
follows: 

“Low density single family development represents the single family detached 
homes in neighborhoods within and in close proximity to the historic community 
core.  Density ranges from 1 to 4 homes per acre or less.” 

The Property would support the proposed six (6) single family detached lots 
included in the Application, as the lots exceed the lot area minimum of 9,000 SF 
in the R-3A District, and would have a density of 3.84 lots per acre. 

2.6 Site Access and Traffic.

As noted above, the Application includes a request for a PUD to allow private 
roadway access for a cul-de-sac to connect the property to Byrondale Ave. The 
proposed private cul-de-sac would be designed at twenty (20) ft to meet State 
Fire Code minimum width and turnaround access requirements. 

The roadway is designed as a cul-de-sac in response to feedback received 
during the public hearings and workshops to address potential cut-thru vehicle 
traffic within the Benton neighborhood.  With this project, the existing access 
points from 165 and 213 Central Ave onto Central Ave/CR 101 would be 
removed.

The Hennepin County Transportation division has reviewed the six (6) lot 
proposal with cul-de-sac, and has no concerns with the proposal.  A copy of a 
letter from Hennepin County Transportation is included as Attachment D.

Section 3. Applicable Code Provisions for Review 

3.1 Subdivision Ordinance – Preliminary Plat
Section 805.14(e) provides criteria for the Planning Commission to evaluate 
when reviewing a Preliminary Plat.  In this review, the Planning Commission 
should determine if the proposed subdivision would have an adverse impact on 
the site or surrounding area.  The following are the factors from this section for 
consideration.  Included is Staff’s evaluation of each of the factors. 

A. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be consistent with the 
Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. 
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The proposed Subdivision conforms with low density development for this 
residential area.  Lot sizes exceed the 9,000 SF minimum of an R-3A area.  

B. Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall 
preserve sensitive areas such as lakes, streams, wetlands, wildlife habitat, 
trees and vegetation, scenic points, historical locations, or similar 
community assets. 

Approximately 11 trees will need to be removed as a result of the 
Subdivision, and 34 would be replanted.  The Planning Commission and 
City Council should comment on amount of tree loss and preservation 
proposed as part of the Project. 

C. Building pads that result from subdivision or lot combination shall be 
selected and located with respect to natural topography to minimize filing or 
grading.

The property does have an elevation change, with a higher elevation at the 
interior of the Property, sloping down towards Central Ave.  The Project 
would propose to add some fill towards the interior of the site for the home 
pads.  A grading plan was submitted as part of the Application and will 
need final approval by the City Engineer prior to any construction work so 
that land disruption is minimized.

D. Existing stands of significant trees shall be retained where possible.  
Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall be 
sensitively integrated into existing trees. 

Approximately 11 trees will need to be removed as a result of the 
Subdivision, and 34 would be replanted.  The Planning Commission and 
City Council should comment on amount of tree loss and preservation 
proposed as part of the Project. 

E. The creation of a lot or lots shall not adversely impact the scale, pattern or 
character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its commercial areas. 

The proposed lots conform with other lots in the immediate vicinity in terms 
of lot size. 

F. The design of a lot, the building pad, and the site layout shall respond to 
and be reflective of the surrounding lots and neighborhood character. 

CC_12022014 
Page 95 of 243



165 & 213 Central Ave  
Six (6) Lot Subdivision  
Page 12 

The proposed lot layouts and building pads are similar to other lots in the 
immediate vicinity. 

G. The lot size that results from a subdivision or lot combination shall not be 
dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding neighborhood 
or commercial area. 

The proposed lot sizes are similar to those in the area.  The proposed lot 
conforms to the R-3A District minimums for lot area.  

H. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of a building proposed 
on a lot to be divided or combined shall be similar to the characteristics and 
quality of existing development in the City, a neighborhood or commercial 
area.

The Applicant has provided building layout drawings for review and 
approval as part of the Subdivision.  As a condition of any approval motion 
for this Application, the City Council should require that any modifications 
from the approved building plans would require review and approval by the 
Planning Commission and the City Council under Section 805.14.e.8 and 
805.14.e.9.

I. The design, scale and massing of buildings proposed on a subdivided or 
combined lot shall be subject to the architectural guidelines and criteria for 
the Downtown Architectural District, Commercial and Institutional 
Architectural Districts, and Residential Architectural Districts and the 
Design Review Board/City Council review process outline in Section 9 of 
the Wayzata Zoning Ordinance.

Not applicable, as the City does not have single family residential design 
standards.  However, the Applicant has provided sample building layout 
drawings for review and comment.

J. The proposed lot layout and building pads shall conform with all 
performance standards contained herein. 

The proposed lot layouts meet the performance requirements of R-3A 
District in terms of lot area and dimensions. 

K. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall not tend to or actually 
depreciate the values of neighboring properties in the area in which the 
subdivision or lot combination is proposed. 
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The Subdivision would not be dissimilar from other lots in the 
neighborhood.

L. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be accommodated with 
existing public services, primarily related to transportation and utility 
systems, and will not overburden the City’s service capacity. 

The Project includes a utility plan to access to sanitary sewer and water 
services, and would not over-burden these systems.  The Project proposes 
a 1,800 SF stormwater cistern to capture water runoff from the lots.   

3.2 Concurrent Preliminary/Final Plat. Section 805.15 of the Subdivision Ordinance 
allows the City to review the preliminary and final plat simultaneously. The final 
plat shall incorporate all changes, modifications, and revisions required by the 
City.  Otherwise, it shall conform to the approved preliminary plat. 

3.3 Parkland Dedication Fee.  Section 805.37 of the Subdivision Ordinance requires a 
parkland dedication contribution for new single family lots at the time of recording 
of the Final Plat. 

3.4 Planned Unit Development – General Standards – 801.33.1

Purpose.  Section 801.33 of the Zoning Ordinance provides for the establishment 
of Planned Unit Developments to allow greater flexibility in the development of 
neighborhoods and/or non residential areas by incorporating design 
modifications as part of a PUD conditional use permit or a mixture of uses when 
applied to a PUD District.  The PUD process, by allowing deviation from the strict 
provisions of the Zoning Ordinance related to setbacks, lot area, width and depth, 
yards, etc., is intended to encourage: 

A. Innovations in development to the end that the growing demands for all 
styles of economic expansion may be met by greater variety in type, 
design, and placement of structures and by the conservation and more 
efficient use of land in such developments. 

B. Higher standards of site and building design through the use of trained 
and experienced land planners, architects, landscape architects, and 
engineers.

C. More convenience in location and design of development and service 
facilities. 
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D. The preservation and enhancement of desirable site characteristics such 
as natural topography and geologic features and the prevention of soil 
erosion.

E. A creative use of land and related physical development which allows a 
phased and orderly development and use pattern. 

F. An efficient use of land resulting in smaller networks of utilities and streets 
thereby lower development costs and public investments. 

G. A development pattern in harmony with the objectives of the Wayzata 
Comprehensive Plan.  (PUD is not intended as a means to vary applicable 
planning and zoning principles.) 

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

3.5  Planned Unit Development – General Standards – 801.33.2

A. General Standards.  Section 801.33.2.A of the Zoning Ordinance sets
 forth the general standards for review of any PUD application.  These are: 

1. Health Safety and Welfare.  The Council shall evaluate the effects 
of the proposed project upon the health, safety and welfare of 
residents of the community and the surrounding area.

2. Intent and Purpose of PUDs.  The Council shall evaluate the 
project’s conformance with the overall intent and purpose of 
Section 33 of the Zoning Ordinance.

3. Ownership.  An application for a PUD District or conditional use 
permit approval must be filed by the land owner or jointly by all land 
owners of the property included in a project. 

4. Comprehensive Plan.  The proposed PUD must be consistent with 
the City’s Comprehensive Plan.   

5. Sanitary Sewer Plan.  The proposed PUD must be consistent with 
the City’s Sanitary Sewer Plan and not create a discharge which is 
in excess of the City’s assigned regional limitations. 
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6. Common Space.  The proposed PUD must provide common private 
or public open space and facilities at least sufficient to meet the 
minimum requirements established in the Comprehensive Plan and 
such complementary structures and improvements as are 
necessary and appropriate for the benefit and enjoyment of the 
residents of the PUD. 

7. Common Space Operating and Maintenance Requirements.
Whenever common private or public open space or service facilities 
are provided within a PUD, the PUD plan must contain provisions to 
assure the continued operation and maintenance of such open 
space and service facilities to a predetermined reasonable 
standard.  Common private or public open space and service 
facilities within a PUD must be placed under the ownership of one 
of the following, as approved by the City Council: (i) dedicated to 
the public, where a community-wide use is anticipated, (ii) Landlord 
control, where only tenant use is anticipated, or (iii) Property 
Owners Association, provided the conditions of 801.33.2.A.6.c are 
meet.

8. Staging of Public and Common Open Space.  When a PUD 
provides for common private or public open space, and is planned 
as a staged development over a period of time, the total area of 
common or public open space or land escrow security in any stage 
of development shall, at a minimum, bear the same relationship to 
the total open space to be provided in the entire PUD as the stages 
or units completed or under development bear to the entire PUD. 

9. Density.  The proposed PUD must meet the density standards 
agreed upon by the applicant and City, which must be consistent 
with the Comprehensive Plan. 

10. Utilities.  All utilities associated with proposed PUD must be 
installed underground.

11. Utility Connections.  All utilities associated with proposed PUD must 
meet the utility connection requirements of Section 801.33.2.A.10. 

12. Roadways.  All roadways associated with the proposed PUD must 
conform to the Design Standards and Wayzata Subdivision 
Regulations, unless otherwise approved by City Council. 
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13. Landscaping.  All landscaping associated with the proposed PUD 
must be according to a detailed plan approved by the City Council.  
In assessing the plan, the City Council shall consider the natural 
features of the particular site, the architectural characteristics of the 
proposed structure and the overall scheme of the PUD plan. 

14. Setbacks.  The front, rear and side yard restrictions on the 
periphery of the Planned Unit Development site at a minimum shall 
be the same as imposed in the underlying districts, if a PUD 
conditional use permit, or the previous zoning district, if a PUD 
District.  No building shall be located less than fifteen (15) feet from 
the back of the curb line along those roadways which are part of the 
internal street pattern.  No building within the PUD project shall be 
nearer to another building than one-half (1/2) the sum of the 
building heights of the two (2) buildings.  In PUD Districts for 
parcels that were zoned commercial prior to PUD and which 
exceed 13 acres, the allowable setbacks shall be as negotiated and 
agreed upon between the applicant and the City.

15. Height.  The maximum building height to be considered within a 
PUD District shall be thirty five (35) feet and three (3) stories, 
whichever is lesser.  There shall be no deviation from the height 
standards applied within the applicable zoning districts for PUD 
conditional use permits.  In PUD Districts for parcels that were 
zoned commercial prior to PUD and which exceed 13 acres, the 
maximum allowable height and number of floors shall be as 
negotiated and agreed upon between the applicant and the City. 

3.6 Residential Area PUD Standards.  Sections 801.33.3 set forth area standards for 
PUDs which have a residential component.  In addition to the standards set forth 
in these sections, City Council may impose such other standards for a PUD 
project as are reasonable and as the Council deems are necessary to protect 
and promote the general health, safety and welfare of the community and the 
surrounding area. 

3.7 Rezoning from R-3A to PUD.  City Council has the discretion and authority under 
state law and City Code to amend the City’s Zoning Ordinance.  Minn. Stat. 
Section 462.357; Wayzata City Code Section 801.03.  A zoning ordinance 
amendment may be initiated by the governing body, the planning agency or by 
petition of affected property owners. Minn. Stat. Section 462.357, Subd. 4. 

3.8 Standards for Rezoning.  Under the City’s Zoning Ordinance, the City Council 
acts on any proposed amendment upon receiving the report and 
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recommendation of the Planning Commission.  Section 801.03.2.  In considering 
a proposed amendment to the Zoning Ordinance, the Planning Commission shall 
consider the possible adverse effects of the proposed amendment.  Its judgment 
shall be based upon (but not limited to) the following factors: 

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

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

C. The proposed use’s conformity with all performance standards contained 
herein (i.e., parking, loading, noise, etc.). 

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

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

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

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

Section 5. Staff Comments. 

1. Comments from City Engineer: 
 Restoration of lots shall be done with a minimum of six inches (6”) of topsoil. 
 Ten (10) ft easement on Wooddale Ave should be granted to the City. 
 Public Access easement over the proposed private drive?  Should be a topic 

for discussion. 
 Should formalize water main easement. 
 Sanitary sewer – should provide an easement to the City. 

2. Comments from Fire Marshal: 
 A fire hydrant shall be added at Byrondale and the private drive accessing 

this addition. 

3. Comments from Utility Superintendent: 
 Abandon the existing water service at water main for 165 Central Ave N.
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 Abandon the existing water service at water main for 213 Central Ave N. 
 Abandon the existing sewer stub in the manhole at 213 Central Ave N. 

Section 6. Action Steps.

After considering the items outlined in this Report, the City Council should pursue one of 
the following options as an action step: 

1. Adopt the draft approval Resolution No. 38-2014 included as Attachment 
H of this Report. 

2. If the Council wishes to significantly modify the Resolution for approval, 
the Council should direct staff to prepare a revised Resolution for review 
and adoption at the next Council meeting. 

3. If the Council wishes to pursue a denial motion, the Council should direct 
staff to prepare a revised Resolution reflecting the denial motion for review 
and adoption at the next Council meeting. 

Attachments:
Attachment A: Project Narrative 
Attachment B: Applicant Plan Sets 
Attachment C: Residential Design Concepts 
Attachment D: Letter from Hennepin County Transportation
Attachment E: Received Public Comment 
Attachment F: Planning Commission Meeting Minutes from November 17, 2014 
Attachment G: DRAFT Planning Commission Report and Recommendation 
Attachment H: DRAFT Resolution 38-2014 
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Application: Planned Unit Development (PUD) for a 6-lot single-family residential development 
Project Name: The Enclave at Crossdale 
Applicant: Crossdale Development, LLC 
Owner(s): Property Resources Corporation, 122nd Land Company 
  Brian & Margaret Gongoll 
 
 

Introduction 

Crossdale Development, LLC is proposing a PUD to subdivide and develop the subject properties into a new 
single-family residential subdivision with six (6) lots (“Project”).  The proposed Project is planned to integrate 
seamlessly into the existing neighborhoods, respecting lot sizes, surface coverage and setbacks consistent with 
adjacent properties.  Our primary objective is to create an enclave, a small neighborhood within the 
neighborhood, with a sense of place.  We were drawn to this Project because of its proximity to services, 
restaurants, trails and the lake all within a walkable distance.  Because the site associated with the Project is 
small and somewhat constrained, we feel it is critical to have a clear design plan for the architecture and 
landscape that unifies the subdivision.  It is our intent that the design and character will be maintained into 
the future through the establishment of a homeowner’s association with associated covenants.  We have 
assembled a team of professionals to create a development plan for the subdivision that will establish its own 
identity, while respecting the existing neighborhood fabric.  The team includes the following: 

Crossdale Development, LLC Site Developer 
SHC, LLC Planner, Entitlements 
Sathre-Bergquist Civil Engineer & Surveyor 
JALIN Design Architect 
Terramark Landscape Architect 
Builder TBD 

 
Site Snapshot 

The proposed Project will be located on the parcels identified in the following table, and will be accessed from 
Byrondale Avenue from the north edge of Project.  There is an existing home and accessory building on the 
Gongoll property that will be removed as part of the project; the other parcels are vacant and contain no 
structures.  

Address & PID Size 
Existing & Proposed 

Zoning 
165 Central Avenue N. 
0611722140007 

0.67 Acres 
(29,185 SF) 

R-3A 
(PUD) 

213 Central Avenue N 
0611722140013 

0.66 Acres 
(28,749 SF) 

R-3A 
(PUD) 

1015 Cross Street (“Gongoll property”) 
0611722140014 

0.33 Acres 
(14,502 SF) 

R-3A 
(PUD) 

TOTAL 1.66 Acres  
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Background

Crossdale Development previously submitted an application for this site containing 5-lots and proposed a 
shared connected private driveway to serve the project. After hearing initial feedback, we developed additional 
concepts that included 7-lots and integrated the Gongoll property into the project for discussion purposes.  
After hearing feedback from the Planning Commission, City Council and the neighborhoods, we felt it was 
important to try and work with all parties to find a solution that was acceptable.  We believe that this PUD 
application responds to many of the concerns and comments expressed, specifically the following: 

No road connection.  The neighborhoods and several of the Planning Commissioners and City 
Council members requested a solution that did not connect the Byrondale neighborhood with the 
Benton Avenue neighborhood.  The revised plan now proposes that access be gained from a cul-de-
sac approximately 150-feet long extending from Byrondale, with no connection to the Benton 
Avenue neighborhood. 
PUD process to allow design flexibility.  During the previous process there was concern regarding how 
to construct the access into the Project in a manner that would be consistent with the character of 
adjacent neighborhoods, while still respecting the City’s ordinance.  In response, we have proposed a 
PUD which will allow for development of the access (cul-de-sac) that matches the character of the 
neighborhood, and is consistent with the City’s ordinances. 
Density/Intensity discussion.  At both the Planning Commission meetings and City Council work 
sessions there was a desire to reduce the number of lots from 7, but both bodies also recognized that 
integration of the Gongoll property into the project would make a nicer “neighborhood” feel.  In 
response, we have prepared a plan that includes 6-lots, integrates the Gongoll property, thereby 
allowing for slightly larger lot sizes and better orientation of house pads.  
Street width and parking.  Both the Planning Commission and City Council expressed some concern 
regarding the street width and parking.  In response we have proposed to construct a ‘bump-out’ 
which is shown on the attached plans to provide additional parking options.  We still believe keeping 
the amount of payment to a minimum is important given surface water issues in the area, but we are 
confident that this solution will meet both objectives. 
Integration of Green Space/Open Space. At the City Council work sessions green space was discussed 
and desired as part of the project in lieu of park fees.  In response we have proposed a 10-foot trail 
corridor through the project.   We believe that this will meet the City’s park dedication requirements 
and provide a great amenity not only to the new enclave of homes, but also the larger community.   
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Project & Site Details 

 As demonstrated on the attached site plan, we are proposing to create six single family lots ranging in size 
from 9,740 to 12,590 square feet.  The proposed lots will be accessed from a shared cul-de-sac extending 
approximately 150-feet beyond the existing Byrondale Avenue cul-de-sac which is proposed to remain 
unchanged as a result of this project.   

We are proposing to develop and dedicate a 10-foot trail corridor in the Project connecting the Benton 
Avenue neighborhood to the existing sidewalk/trail on Central Avenue. The corridor would provide dedicated 
green space to the area while helping to connect pedestrians and bikers to the amenities of the area. 

The following project details are provided for your review and consideration: 

 
A. Architecture and Design 

Crossdale continues to work with JALIN Design on the architectural design of the homes, and has 
been working on a set of concept plans which include facades and floor plans that are compatible and 
cohesive, but distinct from one another.  JALIN was charged with creating houses with a smaller 
footprint so that the scale blends into the existing neighborhoods to the north and west, while 
creating a unique identity for the homes within the Enclave at Crossdale. As noted on the attached 
architectural plans, the footprints of the structures range in size between approximately 1600 Square 
Feet and 2000 Square Feet, including garage area, allowing for some variation within the 
development.   

The materials board will be available at the Planning Commission meeting for review and 
consideration by the Commissioners and members of the public. 

B. Engineering/Storm Water 

A full set of engineering plans including preliminary and final plat have been prepared by Sathre-
Bergquist and are provided for your review and consideration. We are proposing access to the six lots 
from a shared cul-de-sac that would connect from the ROW at Byrondale Avenue at the north edge 
of the site.  This roadway was designed not to exceed 150-feet in compliance with the direction 
received regarding emergency vehicular access, and will be constructed to fire lane standards to ensure 
safe ingress/egress to the new homes. Each home would then be accessed from a private driveway 
with a direct connection to the cul-de-sac as depicted on the plans. 

As noted on the plan set, the estimated amount of impervious coverage across the subdivision is less 
than 35%; however we are still proposing to control for rate and quantity generated as a result of the 
increased hardcover from the cul-de-sac and individual driveways to each lot.  Depicted on the plan, 
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we have included a small underground storage basin in the backyard of proposed Lot 1 on the 
northeast corner which will collect surface water from the cul-de-sac and individual accesses.   

 
 
 

C. Landscape Plan 

As previously described, the proposed subdivision is located within an existing neighborhood and the 
site is constrained by the presence of Central Avenue along the eastern edge of the property. Given 
the new cul-de-sac design, the homes will be oriented with their ‘front’ to the cul-de-sac and the back 
of the homes on lots 1 through 3 oriented towards Central.  As such, we are proposing to construct a 
staggered privacy fence along the edge to provide much needed privacy and sound mitigation to these 
lots.  We are proposing a gap in the fencing at the trail entrance along with additional vegetation and 
planting to provide a ‘gateway’ into the neighborhood.   

Terramark has prepared a landscape plan that responds to these issues, while integrating and saving 
existing trees on the site where possible.  It is our intent that the landscape plan be managed and 
maintained through the homeowner’s association. 
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1

Bryan Gadow

From: Carol Meyer <meyercarol4@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, November 09, 2014 10:15 PM
To: Bryan Gadow
Subject: Central Ave. Development

Dear Bryan,

I wanted to thank you for your continued work on the housing development on Central Ave. The new plan addresses
several neighborhood concerns. It has eliminated the concern about traffic cutting through the neighborhood, it
includes one less house then the original seven house plan, and it has incorporated some parking space for visitors. I
feel the developer has demonstrated a willingness to compromise to meet the requests of the neighbors. my questions
have been resolved with this plan. Thank you!

Carol Meyer
168 Benton Ave.

Sent from my iPad
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1

Bryan Gadow

From: Steven Tyacke
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Bryan Gadow
Subject: Fwd: Seeland Project 

Please put in PC file for this Application. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Helen Morrison <hmorrisonlmt@gmail.com>
Date: November 13, 2014 at 12:35:51 PM CST 
To: Styacke <styacke@wayzata.org>
Subject: Seeland Project 

Dear Commissioner Styacke, 

Mrs. Seeland's revised project will come before the Planning Commission on November 17th. 
I am in full support of the revised plan of six houses and the cul-du-sac, and hope you will be as 
well. 

Thank you. 
Sincerely,
Helen Morrison
135 Benton Ave. 
Wayzata, MN 

Sent from my iPad 
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1

Bryan Gadow

From: Birkholz Home <jbbirkholz4@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 9:24 PM
To: Bryan Gadow; Heidi Nelson
Cc: JoAnn Birkholz
Subject: Proposed Central Avenue North Redevelopment Project

Dear Ms. Nelson and Mr. Gadow,

We are writing in reference to the proposed redevelopment project on Central Avenue that will be discussed at the
November 17th Planning Commission meeting. It is our understanding there is a current proposal put forward by the
developer that includes three lots, a cul de sac and six homes around the cul de sac. The new plan also includes a
sidewalk connection for pedestrian traffic to connect the neighborhoods.

We are in support of this proposal.

There are two main reasons we feel strongly about this option:
1. Creates a tasteful extension of the Byrondale neighborhood with new homes 2. Prevents the creation of an arterial
vehicle connection between Central Avenue and Wayzata Blvd that allows commercial traffic to cut through a residential
neighborhood.

We appreciate the city and planning commission's consideration of a new cul de sac alternative that addresses the
primary concern of the neighborhood commercial cut through traffic. With the addition of the third lot, a cul de sac
appears to be a viable option, which based on conversation, is also supported by the Fire Chief and Police Chief.

Benton Avenue is a small neighborhood with families and children. It is one of the best hidden secrets of Wayzata and
we want to keep it that way.

Thank you for your consideration of this new, viable cul de sac option.

Sincerely,
Barry and JoAnn Birkholz
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11/17/14 

RE: PUD for 165 , 213 Central Avenue and 1015 Cross Street 

To:  Planning Commissioners Graciela Gonzalez, Graham Gnos, Cathy Iverson, Todd Pearson, Michael Ramy, Steven 
Tyacke and Tom Vanderheyden 

Dear Planning Commissioners, 

I am concerned about the proposed development on the above properties.  It appears that a developer goes for a PUD 
when they cannot develop their properties within the comp plan.  I am concerned about lots 5 & 6.  Lot 6 is directly 
behind my house.  The property at 1015 Cross Street has 14,502 sq ft – obviously not enough for 2 homes per the comp 
plan that requires 9,000 sq ft for a home to be built but throw that lot in on a PUD and it no longer matters. 

I am concerned about the two homes that will be going up behind lots 5 & 6 and feel that it will devalue my property 
and have an adverse impact on my property….to have a very large 2 story home right behind me plus another one next 
to it.  I am aware that these will be expensive homes but if this were not a PUD there would only be one home which is 
more like my current neighborhood.  The other concern I have is the grading plan, utility plan & erosion control of the 
land that will be taking place.  Please consider the amount of roadway hardcover from the cul de sac.  Lots 5 & 6 have 
over 34% hardcover!  Under 3.1 Applicable Code Provisions for Review, F, “The design of a lot, the building pad, & the 
site layout shall respond to and be reflective of the surrounding lots & neighborhood character.”  I am adjacent property 
– does that count? 

The homes on Benton Avenue, south of Cross Street are not as affected since they have Wooddale between them and 
this development….their backyards are not adjacent to the houses being proposed…I have a wooden fence. 

Benton Avenue has been very worried and concerned about Bryondale connecting to Benton Avenue to the point that 
they are relieved to see the cul de sac to the point that when I attended the meeting at the library recently that Mrs. 
Seeland and her daughter put on, one neighbor came into the meeting, took a quick look at the plan that was sitting on 
an easel and said “that looks fine with me”, turned around and left – all this took place in 40 seconds.  That person could 
only have been looking to see if any road was connected to Benton – never gave a thought to what might be affecting 
houses behind lots 5 & 6. 

Under 3.4 Planned Unit Development – General Statement- 801.33.1 under Purpose G “A development pattern in 
harmony with the objective of the Wayzata comp plan. (PUD is not intended as a means to vary applicable planning & 
zoning principles.) 

I have lived in my home since 1970 and have never had water in my basement until the storm of the century and that 
was the only time.  Please consider hardcover issues and grading so that I can continue to enjoy my home.  I live in a 
cape cod.  I hope you find time on Monday to stop by my backyard so you can see what my concerns are.  I am sorry that 
I will be unable to attend Monday nights Planning Commission meeting and I thank you for taking the time to read my 
letter. 

Sincerely, 
Pat Broyles 
212 Benton Avenue 
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1

Bryan Gadow

From: Tom Vanderhyden
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 6:03 PM
To: Bryan Gadow
Subject: Fwd: central ave development

Begin forwarded message: 

Resent-From: <tvanderheyden@wayzata.org>
From: lisa jarosh <ljarosh@hotmail.com>
Date: November 17, 2014 at 4:14:08 PM CST 
To: "gracielagonzalez@wayzata.org" <gracielagonzalez@wayzata.org>, "ggnos@wayzata.org"
<ggnos@wayzata.org>, "cathyiverson@wayzata.org" <cathyiverson@wayzata.org>,
"michaelramy@wayzata.org" <michaelramy@wayzata.org>, "toddcpearson@gmail.com"
<toddcpearson@gmail.com>, "styacke@wayzata.org" <styacke@wayzata.org>,
"tomvanderheyden@wayzata.org" <tomvanderheyden@wayzata.org>
Subject: central ave development

Planning Commission, 

As one of a number of residents of Benton Avenue who were opposed to the closure of Elm Lane 
I would like to express my concerns about having only one access to and from Benton.  I believe 
that rather than having a cul de sac for the new development, Byrondale should be opened up to 
Cross Street so the residents of Benton have another access for those who choose to use it.
It was said at a prior meeting that Benton Ave has been burdened enough with cut thru 
traffic.  There was never an issue with traffic cutting through on Elm.  I know this because I am 
home often and am very aware of the traffic coming and going.  The real burden is having only 
one access.  It was much easier when we had a choice.  We had a family emergency last year and 
needed to get somewhere quickly.  We waited for quite some time for a break in traffic to get out 
onto Wayzata Blvd only to end up backing into a driveway and taking Elm instead, getting out 
immediately.  The neighborhood fears that if Byrondale was opened up to us we would have lots 
of cut thru traffic as people would use it to avoid the intersection of Central and Wayzata Blvd.  I 
have driven up Central at all different times of day and am never stuck in traffic.  Despite the 
amount of traffic, I find the right lane traffic to move rather smoothly since cars can turn right on 
red.  I have sat in the Colonial Square and Anchor Bank parking lots to watch the traffic as well 
and again find it to continuously move - even during the middle of rush hour.  I can't see people 
using Byrondale in an attempt to avoid the light at the intersection.  By the time they snake 
through Byrondale to Cross St to Benton and then wait to exit Benton going west they won't 
have saved any time.  I spoke with Mike Kelly a few months ago and he said the same thing.  He 
also mentioned in one of the earlier meetings that signage, speed bumps, etc could be a solution 
to deter unwanted traffic from using Byrondale and that these methods have proven to be 
effective in other instances.  I always felt safer coming home by way of Elm as there is not much 
room to get over to make the turn on Benton from Wayzata Blvd.  There are times when two or 
three cars are turning onto Benton and there is very little room for the second and third cars to 
get over and out of the fast moving traffic.  Just a matter of time before someone gets rear-
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ended.  Then there are the cars in the left lane to go down Superior and at the last second realize 
they are in the wrong lane and they quickly swerve over into the right lane to go up Wayzata 
Blvd - also an accident waiting to happen.  There have occasionally been times after a heavy 
snowfall when I have had trouble getting up the hill - never had that problem coming through 
Elm.  It was so much easier and safer before when some of us used Elm.  Now there is more 
congestion coming and going.  I am puzzled by the closing of Elm and the resistance to opening 
Byrondale to Benton as the fire chief, police chief and city engineer have all said there should be 
two access points for emergency and neighborhood use.  It seems to me that should trump all 
else.  They are looking out for our safety.  We sit in a very busy spot and would benefit greatly 
from having a second access restored.   

Thank you for your consideration. 

                                                                                                Lisa Jarosh 
                                                                                                141 Benton Ave 
                                                                                                952-473-5065 
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION 1
MEETING MINUTES 2
NOVEMBER 17, 2014 3

4
5

AGENDA ITEM 1. Call to Order, Roll Call and Approval of Minutes. 6
Chair Gonzalez called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 7
 8 
Present at roll call were Commissioners: Vanderheyden, Pearson, Gonzalez, Gnos, Ramy, 9
Tyacke, and Iverson.  City Planner Gadow and City Attorney David Schelzel were also present.10
 11 
Chair Gonzalez stated the minutes to be reviewed are from November 3, 2014. 12
 13 
Commissioner Tyacke stated on page 1, line 17 there was a typo and line 42 the third word 14
should be “sightings”.  On page 2, line 4, “residents” should be changed to “resident’s”, line 23 15
“Excel” should be “Xcel”, and line 37 the fourth word should be “thought”.  On page 3, line 9 16
change to “bring forward”, line 11 the word turbines is misspelled, and line 13 change 17
“dependant” to “dependent”. 18
 19 
Commissioner Pearson stated on page 3, lines 7-9 should be changed because what he meant to 20
say was “the question of when turbines would not be something the City would face going 21
forward.”22

23
Commissioner Pearson made a motion, Seconded by Commissioner Tyacke, to approve the 24
November 3, 2014 minutes as amended.  The motion carried 6-ayes; 1-abstain (Iverson) 25
 26 
 27 
AGENDA ITEM 2. REGULAR AGENDA PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS: 28

29
a. 165 and 213 Central Avenue North, and 1015 Cross Street – Property Resources 30

Corporation31
i. Concurrent Preliminary/Final Plat for a six (6) Lot Subdivision32
ii. Concept/General Plan Planned Unit Development (PUD)33

City Planner Gadow stated Crossdale Development LLC submitted an application for a 34
concurrent preliminary and final plat subdivision and concept/general plan PUD for a six (6) lot 35
subdivision.  He reviewed the Staff reports including previous discussions regarding the project, 36
the landscaping plan, the home designs and layouts, and the access to the property.  37
 38 
Commissioner Pearson clarified previous discussions had been about the access being private 39
versus public.  In order to have a private street access the Commission had to determine that the 40
Applicant was being denied reasonable use of the property, but with the PUD process this would 41
no longer be a necessary finding. 42
 43 
City Planner Gadow stated private roadways would be allowed in a PUD. 44
 45 
Commissioner Pearson asked who would be responsible for clearing the trail. 46
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 1 
City Planner Gadow stated the road would have a drainage and utility easement and a public 2
access easement over that and the trail would be dedicated to the City so the City would own 3
that.  Staff would work with Public Works for the best way to clear snow. 4
 5 
Ms. Jennifer Haskamp, 246 S. Albert Street, Suite 2A, St. Paul, stated the trail would be an 6
amenity to the whole community and they would be willing to work with the City to determine 7
the best way to ensure that it stays cleared. 8
 9 
Commissioner Ramy asked if the trail would be in lieu of a park dedication fee. 10
 11 
City Planner Gadow stated the dedication of the trail would meet the park dedication 12
requirements. 13
 14 
Commissioner Tyacke asked if the number of trees being planted would be sufficient to replace 15
the amount of trees being removed.   16
 17 
City Planner Gadow stated the Applicant is planting 34 trees and this would be sufficient to 18
replace what is being proposed to be removed. 19
 20 
Commissioner Iverson asked about the fence that went along Central Avenue. 21
 22 
Ms. Haskamp stated they would be proposing a 6-foot staggered fence that would integrate 23
vegetation and plantings on both sides so that there would not be a solid wall along this section.  24
A Home Owner’s Association would be necessary as part of this proposal to ensure that this 25
edge is kept well-manicured and in good repair.  There would also be an opening where the trail 26
would connect to the neighborhood. 27
 28 
Chair Gonzalez asked Staff to review the City’s Fence Ordinance to be sure that a 6-foot fence 29
would be allowed on these properties since they are on a public street. 30
 31 
Commissioner Ramy asked if the City could specify the requirements that would be contained in 32
the covenants for the Home Owner’s Association. 33
 34 
City Planner Gadow stated the City could not dictate the terms of the covenants but they can 35
offer guidance and suggestions. 36
 37 
Commissioner Iverson stated there are significant trees on the property that are not included on 38
the landscape plan.  She stated she would want to see a true and accurate rendering of the 39
property with all the trees and the location of the home. 40
 41 
Ms. Haskamp stated the intent was to show everything on the site and to preserve as many trees 42
as possible along with bringing in new trees. 43
 44 
Commissioner Tyacke stated the PUD Ordinance has a section on roadways and it indicates a 45
roadway with a PUD must conform to the design standards of the Wayzata Subdivision 46
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Ordinance unless otherwise approved by the Council.  He asked if the proposed roadway 1
complies with the Subdivision Ordinance or if they were relying on the Council to approve the 2
roadway.3
 4 
City Planner Gadow stated the roadway would meet the State Fire Code requirements, but would 5
need Council approval for the smaller roadway.  The width is proposed to be approximately 26-6
feet at the parking bump out area and 20-feet wide the remaining length.  The design standard for 7
a public street is 26-feet wide. 8
 9 
Ms. Haskamp stated some of the problems with the original design had been the proposed road 10
connection so they decided to look at a cul-de-sac design.  They were trying to find a design that 11
would work with the current surface water drainage and to keep the total amount of impervious 12
surface as low as possible.  She explained there would also be 50-feet of dedicated area outside 13
of the roadway for snow storage. 14
 15 
Commissioner Ramy asked how many cars could park in the separate parking area. 16
 17 
Ms. Haskamp stated this would depend on the parking abilities of the individuals and the size of 18
the vehicles. 19
 20 
Chair Gonzalez stated the Commission had received an email from a resident to the west of Lot 21
6.  They are concerned that the height of the homes on Lot 5 and Lot 6 would encroach on their 22
privacy.  She asked if it would be possible to move the house pads closer to the proposed 23
roadway in order to leave more space between the homes. 24
 25 
Ms. Haskamp stated they could review the setbacks and they could also look at additional 26
screening in this area as well as adjusting the roof lines for the homes on these lots. 27
 28 
Chair Gonzalez stated there was pipe located on Lot 1.  She would like to have this identified 29
and steps identified to address this.  She asked how the construction equipment would access the 30
site if it were approved. 31
 32 
Ms. Haskamp explained the construction equipment would access the property off Byrondale. 33
 34 
Commissioner Tyacke asked if there were any boundary disputes with Lot 1 and the house to the 35
north.36
 37 
Ms. Haskamp explained they were currently working with the resident to determine the best 38
solution.  The resident has a fence that has been built in Lot 1. 39
 40 
Chair Gonzalez stated grading and fill would affect the trees and she wanted to be sure that the 41
trees being preserved would survive.  She asked how many trees would be removed. 42
 43 
Ms. Haskamp stated they would be removing 11 trees and preserving 15 others.  There are also 44
several trees on the property that are diseased and would be removed.  They are planning to 45
repopulate the property by planting an additional 34 trees. 46
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 1 
Chair Gonzalez opened the public hearing at 7:44 p.m. 2
 3 
Ms. Joann Birkholz, 140 Benton Avenue, Wayzata, thanked the Commission and the Applicant 4
for working with the neighborhoods to address their concerns and she would support the current 5
proposal.6
 7 
Chair Gonzalez closed the public hearing at 7:46 p.m. 8
 9 
Chair Gonzalez stated the Commission had received an email expressing concerns about having 10
only one access on Benton Avenue and the safety issues that the slope in the street creates.  She 11
asked if the Council had considered this access. 12
 13 
City Planner Gadow explained the City Council had not looked at a second access to Benton 14
Avenue.15
 16 
Commissioner Gnos stated the Applicant had listened to the neighbors and the Commission and 17
found a layout that would work.  He stated he would like to see additional evergreen trees on Lot 18
5 and Lot 6 to screen these homes from existing homes. 19
 20 
Commissioner Ramy stated the density does fit the zoning but he does have concerns about the 21
non-standard roadway. 22
 23 
Commissioner Iverson stated she would want to review the landscape plan to ensure everything 24
was correctly surveyed.  She expressed concerns about the appearance, scale, mass, proportion 25
and scale of the roof lines for the homes on Lot 5 and Lot 6.  She does not feel they would be 26
proportionately fitting.  She asked how the setbacks would be affected if the roadway was 26-27
feet wide. 28
 29 
Ms. Haskamp stated if the roadway was required to be 26-feet wide then they would not propose 30
a cul-de-sac design but would move forward with a through street concept and the lots would 31
meet all the setback and hard surface area requirements. 32
 33 
Commissioner Tyacke stated these lots meet the Zoning requirements for size and the cul-de-sac 34
design would make this a nice neighborhood.  The 20-foot wide roadway does match the 35
character of the Byrondale approach and the County did review the roadway access plan and 36
found no problems with the proposed traffic flow. 37
 38 
Commission Pearson stated he found this design to be a good solution for the City, the 39
Applicant, and the neighborhoods. 40
 41 
Commissioner Vanderheyden recommended the City review the language in the PUD Ordinance 42
and the Subdivision Ordinance in regards to allowable road width. 43
 44 
Chair Gonzalez stated the PUD should be used to preserve something in exchange for making 45
some exceptions and she does not believe this is the ideal property for a PUD.  The proposed 46
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development does not meet the affordable housing requirements of the Comprehensive Plan.  1
The Comp Plan states Tier 1 residential policy is to protect residential neighborhoods from 2
encroachment or intrusion by higher density.  She stated the Fence Ordinance would need to be 3
reviewed as well to verify the height requirements for the fence along Central Avenue and she 4
expressed concerns about the construction traffic on Byrondale. 5
 6 
Commissioner Ramy asked if the City would be setting a precedent of using the PUD process to 7
avoid a variance. 8
 9 
City Attorney David Schelzel stated the PUD by definition was a device to be used by the City to 10
vary from very strict standards in the zoning ordinances when there was a development that 11
warranted it.  If the Commission feels strongly about the development then they can direct Staff 12
to prepare a draft report and recommendations which would review the PUD standards and 13
provide findings for the Commission to approve at their next meeting. 14
 15 
Chair Gonzalez stated she would not be in support of this Application because of the impact to 16
the trees, the large amount of grading and filling, the impact of the construction equipment on 17
the neighborhoods and it does not meet the spirit of the City’s Comp Plan. 18
 19 
Commissioner Tyacke made a motion, Seconded by Commissioner Pearson to direct Staff to 20
prepare a Planning Commission Report and Recommendation with the appropriate findings and 21
additional conditions to include a review of the Fence Ordinance, the addition of a snow storage 22
easement, include an accurate tree survey and modification to the homes and building pads for 23
Lot 5 and Lot 6 as discussed, reflecting a recommendation of approval on the Application for 24
review and adoption at the next Planning Commission meeting.  25

26
27

City Planner Gadow stated this would be back to the Planning Commission on December 1 and 28
presented to the City Council on December 2. 29
 30 
The Planning Commission recessed at 8:04 p.m. 31
 32 
The Planning Commission reconvened at 8:06 p.m. 33

34
b. 151 Westwood Lane – White Birch Properties and Development Group 35

(Continued from September 15th meeting)36
i. Concurrent Preliminary/Final Plat for a three (3) Lot Subdivision37

City Planner Gadow stated the Planning Commission had reviewed this Application in 38
September.  After the conclusion of the public hearing the Commission had directed Staff to 39
work with the Applicant to provide additional information.  He reviewed the Staff reports 40
including a letter from the State Archeologist, possible solutions for precluding future lots to the 41
north from using the new roadway and alternate street designs. 42
 43 
Commissioner Pearson asked if the one-lane design for the roadway preserved more trees than 44
the two-lane design. 45
 46 
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION 

December 1, 2014 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL OF CONCURRENT 
PRELIMINARY AND FINAL PLAT, CONCEPT/GENERAL PLAN PUD AND REZONING 

AT 165 AND 213 CENTRAL AVENUE NORTH AND 1015 CROSS STREET  

DRAFT

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approval* of Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat for Six (6) Lot Subdivision 
2. Approval* of Concept/General Plan PUD 
3. Approval* of Rezoning to PUD District 

* subject to certain conditions noted in Section 4 of this Report 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

Section 1. BACKGROUND

1.1 Project.  Crossdale Development LLC (the “Applicant”) has submitted an application 
for a PUD and six (6) lot subdivision (the “Application”) at 165 Central Ave N, 213 
Central Ave N, and 1015 Cross St (collectively, the “Property”). The proposed six 
(6) new single family residences on the Property meet the requirements of the R-3A 
Zoning District (the “Project”). An earlier version of the Project contemplated a 
private access to the proposed lots that connected Cross St and Byrondale Ave N. 
Based on feedback of the Planning Commission and the City Council during 
workshops on August 6th and September 15th, the Applicant has revised its plans 
to incorporate private access (with a public access easement) from Byrondale Ave 
N, terminating in a cul-de-sac within the interior of the Property, without any 
connection to Cross St, Wooddale Ave or Benton Ave from the proposed 
development.  In addition, the Project includes a six foot (6 ft) publicly accessible, 
non-motorized trail connecting the neighborhood to a future trail on Central Ave N.

1.2 Application Requests.  As part of the Application, the Applicant is requesting 
approval of the following items: 
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A. Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat for Six (6) Lot Subdivision of the 
Property (the “Proposed Subdivision”) 

B. Concept/General Plan PUD for the Property (the “Proposed PUD”) 
C. Rezoning of the Property from R3-A to PUD District (the “Zoning 

Amendment”)

1.3 Property.  The property identification numbers and owners of the parcels comprising 
the Property are: 

165 Central Ave N 06-117-22-14-0007 122nd Street Land Company 

213 Central Ave N 06-117-22-14-0013 Property Resources Corporation 

1015 Cross Street 06-117-22-14-0014 B E & M M Gongoll 

1.4 Land Use. The Property is located within the R-3A Single and Two Family 
Residential District, as defined in Section 801.55 of the Wayzata Zoning Ordinance.
The Property is guided for Low Density Single Family Residential in the Wayzata 
Comprehensive Plan. 

1.5 Notice and Public Hearing.  Notice of a public hearing on the Application was 
published in the Sun Sailor on November 6, 2014.  A copy of the notice was mailed 
to all property owners located with 350 feet of the Property on November 7, 2014.
The required public hearing was held at the November 17, 2014 Planning 
Commission meeting.

Section 2. STANDARDS 

2.1 Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision.  Chapter 805 of the Wayzata City Code, (the 
“Subdivision Ordinance”) sets forth the procedure and substantive review criteria for 
applications for a subdivision. Before any plat can be recorded or of any validity, it 
must be referred to the City Planning Commission and approved by the City Council 
as having fulfilled the requirements of the Subdivision Ordinance. Section 805.15 of 
the Wayzata Subdivision Ordinance allows the City to review a proposed 
preliminary and final plat simultaneously.  

A. Goals.  Under Section 805.2.b of the Subdivision Ordinance, subdivisions 
approved under the Subdivision Ordinance must be guided by the following: 

1.  Preserve and enhance Wayzata’s “small town” character 
(Comprehensive Plan). 

2.  Respect the existing scale, character and pattern of the City, 
recognizing existing neighborhoods and commercial areas (Wayzata 
Physical Plan). 
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3.  Provide a balanced housing supply available for all people no matter 
their income, age, race or ethnicity (Comprehensive Plan). 

4. Support a pedestrian environment at a human, not automotive scale 
(Wayzata Physical Plan). 

5.  Relate development/redevelopment to the natural characteristics of 
the land to enhance the development through the preservation of 
attractive natural amenities (i.e., lakes, wetlands, creeks, wooded 
areas, slopes, etc.) (Comprehensive Plan). 

B. Criteria for Approval.  Under Section 805.14.e of the Subdivision Ordinance, 
the Planning Commission must consider the possible adverse effects of a 
preliminary plat and report its findings and recommendation to City Council.  
Its judgment must be based upon, but not limited to, the following factors: 

1. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be consistent with 
the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. 

2. Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall 
preserve sensitive areas such as lakes, streams, wetlands, wildlife 
habitat, trees and vegetation, scenic points, historical locations, or 
similar community assets. 

3. Building pads that result from subdivision or lot combination shall be 
selected and located with respect to natural topography to minimize 
filling or grading. 

4. Existing stands of significant trees shall be retained where possible.  
Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall be 
sensitively integrated into existing trees. 

5. The creation of a lot or lots shall not adversely impact the scale, 
pattern or character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its commercial 
areas.

6. The design of a lot, the building pad, and the site layout shall respond 
to and be reflective of the surrounding lots and neighborhood 
character.

7. The lot size that results from a subdivision or lot combination shall not 
be dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding 
neighborhood or commercial area. 
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8. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of a building 
proposed on a lot to be divided or combined shall be similar to the 
characteristics and quality of existing development in the City, a 
neighborhood or commercial area. 

9. The design, scale and massing of buildings proposed on a 
subdivided or combined lot shall be subject to the architectural 
guidelines and criteria for the Downtown Architectural District, 
Commercial and Institutional Architectural Districts, and Residential 
Architectural Districts and the Design Review Board/City Council 
review process outline in Section 9 of the Wayzata Zoning

 Ordinance. 

10. The proposed lot layout and building pads shall conform with all 
relevant performance standards. 

11. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall not tend to or 
actually depreciate the values of neighboring properties in the area in 
which the subdivision or lot combination is proposed. 

12. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be accommodated 
with existing public services, primarily related to transportation and 
utility systems, and will not overburden the City’s service capacity. 

C. Concurrent Preliminary/Final Plat. Section 805.15 of the Subdivision 
Ordinance allows the City to review the preliminary and final plat 
simultaneously.

D. Parkland Dedication Fee. Section 805.37 of the Subdivision Ordinance 
requires a parkland dedication contribution for new single family lots at the 
time of recording of the Final Plat. 

2.2 Planned Unit Developments (PUDs).

A. Intent and Purpose of PUDs.  The PUD process, outlined in Section 801.33 
of the Zoning Ordinance, allows deviation from the strict provisions of the 
Zoning Ordinance related to setbacks, lot area, width and depth, yards, etc., 
for the purpose of encouraging: 

1. Innovations in development to the end that the growing demands for 
all styles of economic expansion may be met by greater variety in 
type, design, and placement of structures and by the conservation and 
more efficient use of land in such developments. 
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2. Higher standards of site and building design through the use of trained 
and experienced land planners, architects, landscape architects, and 
engineers.

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

4. The preservation and enhancement of desirable site characteristics 
such as natural topography and geologic features and the prevention 
of soil erosion. 

5. A creative use of land and related physical development which allows 
a phased and orderly development and use pattern. 

6. An efficient use of land resulting in smaller networks of utilities and 
streets thereby lower development costs and public investments. 

7. A development pattern in harmony with the objectives of the Wayzata 
Comprehensive Plan.  (PUD is not intended as a means to vary 
applicable planning and zoning principles.) 

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

B. General Standards.  Section 801.33.2.A of the Zoning Ordinance sets
 forth the general standards for review of any PUD application.  These are: 

1. Health Safety and Welfare; Intent and Purpose of PUDs.  In reviewing 
the PUD application, the Council shall consider comments on the 
application of those persons appearing before the Council, the report 
and recommendations of the Planning Commission, the 
recommendations on design and any staff report on the application. 
The Council also shall evaluate the effects of the proposed project 
upon the health, safety and welfare of residents of the community and 
the surrounding area and shall evaluate the project's conformance 
with the overall intent and purpose of Section 33 of the PUD 
Ordinance.

2. Ownership.  Applicant/s must own all of the property to be included in 
the PUD. 

3. Comprehensive Plan Consistency.  The PUD project must be 
consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
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4. Sanitary Sewer Plan Consistency.  The PUD project must be 
consistent with the City’s Sanitary Sewer Plan. 

5. Common Open Space.  The PUD project must provide common 
private or public open space and facilities at least sufficient enough to 
meet the minimum requirements established in the Comprehensive 
Plan, and contain provisions to assure the continued operation and 
maintenance of such. 

6. Operating and Maintenance Requirements. Whenever common 
private or public open space or service facilities are provided within a 
PUD, the PUD plan must contain provisions to assure the continued 
operation and maintenance of such open space and service facilities 
to a predetermined reasonable standard.  Common private or public 
open space and service facilities within a PUD must be placed under 
the ownership of one of the following, as approved by the City Council: 
(i) dedicated to the public, where a community-wide use is anticipated, 
(ii) Landlord control, where only tenant use is anticipated, or (iii) 
Property Owners Association, provided the conditions of 
801.33.2.A.6.c are meet. 

7. Staging of Public and Common Open Space.  When a PUD provides 
for common private or public open space, and is planned as a staged 
development over a period of time, the total area of common or public 
open space or land escrow security in any stage of development shall, 
at a minimum, bear the same relationship to the total open space to 
be provided in the entire PUD as the stages or units completed or 
under development bear to the entire PUD. 

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

9. Utilities.  All utilities associated with the PUD must be installed 
underground and meet the utility connection requirements of Section 
801.33.2.A.10.

10. Utility Connections.  All utilities associated with proposed PUD must 
meet the utility connection requirements of Section 801.33.2.A.10. 

11. Roadways.  All roadways associated with the PUD must conform to 
the Design Standards and Wayzata Subdivision Regulations, unless 
otherwise approved by City Council. 

12. Landscaping.  All landscaping associated with the PUD must be 
according to a detailed plan approved by the City Council.  In 
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assessing the plan, the City Council shall consider the natural features 
of the particular site, the architectural characteristics of the proposed 
structure and the overall scheme of the PUD plan. 

13. Setbacks.  The front, rear and side yard restrictions on the periphery 
of the Planned Unit Development site at a minimum shall be the same 
as imposed in the underlying districts, if a PUD conditional use permit, 
or the previous zoning district, if a PUD District.  No building shall be 
located less than fifteen (15) feet from the back of the curb line along 
those roadways which are part of the internal street pattern.  No 
building within the PUD project shall be nearer to another building 
than one-half (1/2) the sum of the building heights of the two (2) 
buildings.  In PUD Districts for parcels that were zoned commercial 
prior to PUD and which exceed 13 acres, the allowable setbacks shall 
be as negotiated and agreed upon between the applicant and the City.

14. Height.  The maximum building height to be considered within a PUD 
District shall be thirty five (35) feet and three (3) stories, whichever is 
lesser.  There shall be no deviation from the height standards applied 
within the applicable zoning districts for PUD conditional use permits.  
In PUD Districts for parcels that were zoned commercial prior to PUD 
and which exceed 13 acres, the maximum allowable height and 
number of floors shall be as negotiated and agreed upon between the 
applicant and the City. 

C. Residential Area PUD Standards. Section 801.33.3 sets forth area standards 
for PUDs which have a residential component. In addition to the standards 
set forth in these sections, City Council may impose such other standards for 
a PUD project as are reasonable and as the Council deems are necessary to 
protect and promote the general health, safety and welfare of the community 
and the surrounding area. 

D. Simultaneous Concept and General Plans.  In cases of single stage PUDs or 
for projects of limited size and scope, the applicant may, at the discretion of 
the Zoning Administrator, submit the General Plan of Development for the 
proposed PUD simultaneously with the submission of a Concept Plan. The 
Planning Commission and City Council shall consider such plans 
simultaneously and shall grant or deny a General Plan of Development in 
accordance with the provisions of the PUD Ordinance. 

2.3 Zoning Amendments.  Under the City’s Zoning Ordinance, the City Council acts on 
any proposed amendment upon receiving the report and recommendation of the 
Planning Commission. Section 801.03.2. In considering a proposed amendment to 
the Zoning Ordinance, the Planning Commission shall consider the possible 
adverse effects of the proposed amendment. Its judgment shall be based upon (but 
not limited to) the following factors: 
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A. The proposed action in relation to the specific policies and provisions of the 
official City Comprehensive Plan. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Section 3. FINDINGS  

Based on the Application materials, staff reports, public comment presented at the hearing, 
and Wayzata’s Zoning Ordinance and Subdivision Ordinance, the Planning Commission of 
the City of Wayzata makes the following findings of fact with respect to: (1) Proposed 
Subdivision; (2) Proposed PUD; and (3) Zoning Amendment: 

3.1 Proposed Subdivision.

A. Goals.  The Proposed Subdivision is consistent with the goals of the 
Subdivision Ordinance, including a recognition of adjacent existing 
neighborhoods and commercial areas; providing additional housing supply 
for the mix of available housing in the City; and supporting a pedestrian 
environment at a human, not automotive scale, with the incorporation of a 
walkway connecting the Project and adjacent existing neighborhoods and 
commercial areas. 

B. Criteria for Approval.

1. The Project associated with the Proposed Subdivision is consistent 
with the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. The proposed Subdivision 
conforms with the residential guidance of the Comp Plan for this area. 

2. The building pads associated with the Project (“Proposed Building 
Pads”) would not negatively impact any sensitive areas. 
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3. The Proposed Building Pads have been selected and located with 
respect to natural topography to minimize filling or grading, though the 
Commission would recommend certain conditions be attached to 
approval to minimize the impact of construction and the development 
on the adjacent neighborhood. 

4. Existing significant trees would be retained where possible on the 
Property. As part of the Project, there would be a net reduction of 
eleven (11) trees on the entire site but thirty four (34) additional trees 
would be planted to offset this reduction. 

5. The Proposed Subdivision would not adversely impact the scale, 
pattern or character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its commercial 
areas as it would be consistent with the surrounding area.

6. The design of the lots, the proposed building pads, and the site layout 
of the Proposed Subdivision responds to and is reflective of the 
surrounding lots and neighborhood character.  The Commission would 
recommend that a condition be attached to approval to minimize the 
visual impact and screen the adjacent residential properties from the 
development occurring on Lot 6, as depicted in the surveys provided 
with the Application. 

7. The lot sizes that result from the Proposed Subdivision would not be 
dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding 
neighborhood. The proposed lots conform with and exceed the R-3A 
District and Comprehensive Plan minimums for lot area.

8. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of the buildings for 
the new residential lots created by the Proposed Subdivision is not 
known at this time but the plans provided with the Application appear 
to be similar to the characteristics and quality of existing development 
in the City and neighborhood. Further review and approval of the 
building plans for the residential lots within the Subdivision should be 
required as a condition of approval to ensure similarity to the 
characteristics and quality of the existing homes in the neighborhood 
as required under Section 805.14.E.8 and 805.14.E.9. 

9. The proposed lot layout and Proposed Building Pads of the Proposed 
Subdivision would conform will all relevant performance standards.
The proposed lot layout for the six residential lots meets the 
performance requirements of R-3A District.
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10. The Proposed Subdivision is not likely to tend to or actually depreciate 
the values of neighboring properties in the area in which it is 
proposed.

11. The Proposed Subdivision would be accommodated with existing 
public services, primarily related to transportation and utility systems, 
and will not overburden the City’s service capacity.

C. Parkland Dedication.  The proposed Project includes the dedication of 
approximately 4,050 SF of land for the purposes of a publicly accessible, 
non-motorized trail, as depicted on the Applicant’s Preliminary Plat.  The 
dedication of this land for a public trail is sufficient to meet the required ten 
percent (10%) parkland land dedication under Section 805.37.H. of the 
Subdivision Ordinance. 

3.2 Proposed PUD.

A. Intent and Purpose of PUDs.  The Proposed PUD conforms with the overall 
intent and purpose of a PUD as outlined in Section 33 of the Zoning 
Ordinance.

B. General Standards. The Proposed PUD satisfies all of the fourteen general 
standards listed in Section 801. 33.2.A and in Section 2.2 of this Resolution. 

1. Health Safety and Welfare; Intent and Purpose of PUDs.  The 
Proposed PUD would have not have a negative effect on the health, 
safety and welfare of residents of the community and the surrounding 
area.  The Proposed PUD conforms with the overall intent and 
purpose of Section 33 of the PUD Ordinance.

2. Ownership.  The Applicant owns, or at the time of final approval will 
own, all of the property to be included in the Proposed PUD. 

3. Comprehensive Plan Consistency.  The Proposed PUD is consistent 
with the City’s Comprehensive Plan as noted elsewhere in this Report.

4. Sanitary Sewer Plan Consistency.  The Proposed PUD is consistent 
with the City’s Sanitary Sewer Plan. 

5. Common Open Space.  Proposed PUD will provide common public 
open space through a public walkway that is sufficient enough to meet 
the minimum requirements established in the Comprehensive Plan.
As a condition of approval, provisions shall be in place to assure the 
continued operation and maintenance of such. 
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6. Operating and Maintenance Requirements. As a condition of approval, 
the PUD plan for the Proposed PUD must contain provisions to assure 
the continued operation and maintenance of open space and service 
facilities to a predetermined reasonable standard, and the common 
private or public open space and service facilities within the Proposed 
PUD must be placed under the ownership of one of the following, as 
approved by the City Council: (i) dedicated to the public, where a 
community-wide use is anticipated, (ii) Landlord control, where only 
tenant use is anticipated, or (iii) Property Owners Association, 
provided the conditions of 801.33.2.A.6.c are meet. 

7. Staging of Public and Common Open Space.  When a PUD provides 
for common private or public open space, and is planned as a staged 
development over a period of time, the total area of common or public 
open space or land escrow security in any stage of development shall, 
at a minimum, bear the same relationship to the total open space to 
be provided in the entire PUD as the stages or units completed or 
under development bear to the entire PUD. 

8. Density.  The Proposed PUD meets the density standards for the 
current zoning and is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.  The 
Project density is 3.84 lots per acre, which is within the one (1) to four 
(4) homes per acre or less guidance for the Low Density Single Family 
Residential land use category. 

9. Utilities.  Under the General Plan for the Proposed PUD, all utilities 
associated with Proposed PUD shall be installed underground and 
meet the utility connection requirements of Section 801.33.2.A.10. 

10. Utility Connections.  Under the General Plan for the Proposed PUD, 
all utilities associated with proposed PUD meet the utility connection 
requirements of Section 801.33.2.A.10. 

11. Roadways.  The City Council, as part of a PUD, can approve different 
roadway design standards, which are warranted and appropriate for 
this Project.  The proposed roadway and associated cul-de-sac are 
designed to be less than City standards to match the existing 
character of roadways in the adjacent area, including the Byrondale 
cul-de-sac.  The proposed roadway design also reduces the amount 
of impervious surface on the site.  The Wayzata Fire Department has 
reviewed the proposed roadway and cul-de-sac design and has 
determined it meets their needs for emergency vehicle access. Based 
on the forgoing, the Planning Commission finds that the roadway 
standards for the Project are reasonable and would promote the 
health, safety, and welfare in the PUD and surrounding area. 
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12. Landscaping.  All landscaping associated with the Proposed PUD will
be according to a detailed plan and take into account the natural 
features of Property, the architectural characteristics of the proposed 
residences and the overall scheme of the PUD plan. 

13. Setbacks.  The front, rear and side yard restrictions on the periphery 
of the Proposed PUD meet the applicable setback requirements in the 
R-3A District.

14. Height.  The building heights within the Proposed PUD meet the 
applicable height standards in the R-3A District. 

C. Residential Area PUD Standards.  The Proposed PUD meets the standards 
of Section 801.33.3 for PUDs with a residential component, as except as 
noted above. 

D. Parkland Dedication.  The proposed Project includes the dedication of 
approximately 4,050 SF of land for the purposes of a publicly accessible, 
non-motorized trail, as depicted on the Applicant’s Preliminary Plat.  The 
dedication of this land for a public trail is sufficient to meet the required ten 
percent (10%) parkland land dedication under Section 805.37.H. of the 
Subdivision Ordinance. 

3.3 Zoning Amendment.  The Planning Commission has considered the possible 
adverse effects of the Zoning Amendment and finds as follows: 

   
A. The Zoning Amendment does not contravene the specific policies and 

provisions of the official City Comprehensive Plan as they apply to the 
Property.

B.  The proposed residential use for the Property is in conformity with present 
and future land uses of the area. 

C.  The proposed residential use of the Property is in conformity with all 
performance standards contained in the Zoning Ordinance (i.e., parking, 
loading, noise, etc.). 

D.  The proposed residential use’s effect on the area in which it is proposed 
would be generally compatible with the neighborhood and surrounding uses. 

E.  The proposed residential use is not likely to have a negative impact upon 
property value in the area in which it is proposed. 

F.  The capabilities of the streets serving the Property should be sufficient for the 
traffic generated by the proposed residential use. 
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G.  Existing public services and facilities including parks, schools, streets, and 
utilities, and the City’s service capacity should be sufficient for the proposed 
residential use. 

Section 4. RECOMMENDATION 

4.1 Planning Commission Recommendation. Based on the findings in section 3 of this 
Report, the Planning Commission recommends approval of the (1) Proposed 
Subdivision; (2) the Proposed PUD; and (3) Zoning Amendment, subject to the 
following conditions: 

A. Staff confirms the accuracy of the landscaping plans submitted by the 
Applicant.

B. Staff confirms that the proposed fencing within the PUD along Central 
Avenue complies with City Code. 

C. The Applicant enter into a Development Agreement with the City regarding 
the ongoing maintenance of the fencing, the public and private walkways, the 
roadways, the parking and any other shared amenities within the PUD, and 
record such agreement with Hennepin County. 

D. A snow storage easement be recorded over all of the Property that meets 
with the approval of the City Engineer for the temporary storage of snow 
cleared from parking, driving and walking areas within the PUD. 

E. The Applicant shall construct the residences according to the designs 
presented with the Application materials, and shall obtain City approval that 
the final building plans for each residential lot within the PUD is compatible 
with the characteristics and quality of the existing homes in the neighborhood 
as required under Section 805.14.E.8 and 805.14.E.9. 

F. The Applicant with take all steps that City Staff deems appropriate to 
minimize the impact of construction on the adjacent neighborhood. 

G. The Applicant add tree plantings and other landscaping to minimize the 
visual impact on adjacent residential properties from the development 
occurring on Lot 6, as depicted in the surveys provided with the Application. 

H. All comments of City Staff outlined in the Planning Report on the Application 
dated November 17, 2014 shall be incorporated into the PUD as specified in 
such comments and further directed by such staff. 

I. The Applicant secure all necessary building permits for construction, and all 
laws and regulations applicable to the Project. 
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J. All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert, legal, and 
planning fees incurred be fully reimbursed by the Applicant. 

K. The Applicant dedicate the required parkland dedication land amount for a 
publicly accessible trail, as required under Section 805.37.H of the 
Subdivision Ordinance, at the time that the Final Plat is recorded. 

L. The Applicant records the Final Plat document with the appropriate Hennepin 
County officials within one hundred twenty (120) days in conformance with 
Section 805.15.E.7, and provide a recorded copy to the City. 

Adopted by the Wayzata Planning Commission this 1st day of December 2014. 

Voting In Favor:
Voting Against:
Abstaining:  

            
      Chair, Planning Commission 

000043/480049/1994786_1 
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RESOLUTION NO. 38-2014 

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN APPLICATION FOR CONCURRENT PRELIMINARY 
AND FINAL PLAT SUBDIVISION, CONCEPT/GENERAL PLAN PUD AND 

REZONING AT 165 AND 213 CENTRAL AVENUE NORTH AND 1015 CROSS 
STREET 

BE IT RESOLVED  by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota as follows: 

Section 1. BACKGROUND 

1.1 Project.  Crossdale Development LLC (the “Applicant”) has submitted an 
application for a PUD and six (6) lot subdivision (the “Application”) at 165 Central 
Ave N, 213 Central Ave N, and 1015 Cross St (collectively, the “Property”). The 
proposed six (6) new single family residences on the Property meet the 
requirements of the R-3A Zoning District (the “Project”). An earlier version of the 
Project contemplated a private access to the proposed lots that connected Cross 
St and Byrondale Ave N. Based on feedback of the Planning Commission and 
the City Council during workshops on August 6th and September 15th, the 
Applicant has revised its plans to incorporate private access (with a public 
access easement) from Byrondale Ave N, terminating in a cul-de-sac within the 
interior of the Property, without any connection to Cross St, Wooddale Ave or 
Benton Ave from the proposed development.  In addition, the Project includes a 
six foot (6 ft) publicly accessible, non-motorized trail connecting the 
neighborhood to a future trail on Central Ave N.   

1.2 Application Requests.  As part of the Application, the Applicant is requesting 
approval of the following items: 

A. Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat for Six (6) Lot Subdivision of the 
Property (the “Proposed Subdivision”) 

B. Concept/General Plan PUD for the Property (the “Proposed PUD”) 
C. Rezoning of the Property from R3-A to PUD District (the “Zoning 

Amendment”)

1.3 Property.  The property identification numbers and owners of the parcels 
comprising the Property are: 

165 Central Ave N 06-117-22-14-0007 122nd Street Land Company 

213 Central Ave N 06-117-22-14-0013 Property Resources Corporation 

1015 Cross Street 06-117-22-14-0014 B E & M M Gongoll 
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1.4 Land Use. The Property is located within the R-3A Single and Two Family 
Residential District, as defined in Section 801.55 of the Wayzata Zoning 
Ordinance.  The Property is guided for Low Density Single Family Residential in 
the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. 

1.5 Notice and Public Hearing.  Notice of a public hearing on the Application was 
published in the Sun Sailor on November 6, 2014.  A copy of the notice was 
mailed to all property owners located with 350 feet of the Property on November 
7, 2014.  The required public hearing was held at the November 17, 2014 
Planning Commission meeting.

1.6 Planning Commission Action.  Planning Commission Action Summary
A Public Hearing on the Application was held at the Planning Commission’s 
November 17, 2014 meeting at which one (1) individual spoke in favor of the 
Project.  The Planning Commission directed staff to prepare a Planning
Commission Report and Recommendation recommending approval of the 
Application on a vote of five (5) in favor and two (2) opposed.  The Planning 
Commission adopted a Planning Commission Report and Recommendation
recommending approval of the Application on December 1, 2014 on a vote of __ 
in favor, __ opposed.

Section 2. STANDARDS 

2.1 Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision.  Chapter 805 of the Wayzata City Code, 
(the “Subdivision Ordinance”) sets forth the procedure and substantive review 
criteria for applications for a subdivision. Before any plat can be recorded or of 
any validity, it must be referred to the City Planning Commission and approved 
by the City Council as having fulfilled the requirements of the Subdivision 
Ordinance. Section 805.15 of the Wayzata Subdivision Ordinance allows the City 
to review a proposed preliminary and final plat simultaneously.

A. Goals.  Under Section 805.2.b of the Subdivision Ordinance, subdivisions 
approved under the Subdivision Ordinance must be guided by the 
following: 

1.  Preserve and enhance Wayzata’s “small town” character 
(Comprehensive Plan). 

2.  Respect the existing scale, character and pattern of the City, 
recognizing existing neighborhoods and commercial areas 
(Wayzata Physical Plan). 

3.  Provide a balanced housing supply available for all people no 
matter their income, age, race or ethnicity (Comprehensive Plan). 
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4. Support a pedestrian environment at a human, not automotive 
scale (Wayzata Physical Plan). 

5.  Relate development/redevelopment to the natural characteristics of 
the land to enhance the development through the preservation of 
attractive natural amenities (i.e., lakes, wetlands, creeks, wooded 
areas, slopes, etc.) (Comprehensive Plan). 

B. Criteria for Approval.  Under Section 805.14.e of the Subdivision 
Ordinance, the Planning Commission must consider the possible adverse 
effects of a preliminary plat and report its findings and recommendation to 
City Council.  Its judgment must be based upon, but not limited to, the 
following factors: 

1. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be consistent 
with the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. 

2. Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall 
preserve sensitive areas such as lakes, streams, wetlands, wildlife 
habitat, trees and vegetation, scenic points, historical locations, or 
similar community assets. 

3. Building pads that result from subdivision or lot combination shall 
be selected and located with respect to natural topography to 
minimize filling or grading. 

4. Existing stands of significant trees shall be retained where possible.  
Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall 
be sensitively integrated into existing trees. 

5. The creation of a lot or lots shall not adversely impact the scale, 
pattern or character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its 
commercial areas. 

6. The design of a lot, the building pad, and the site layout shall 
respond to and be reflective of the surrounding lots and 
neighborhood character. 

7. The lot size that results from a subdivision or lot combination shall 
not be dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding 
neighborhood or commercial area. 

8. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of a building 
proposed on a lot to be divided or combined shall be similar to the 
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characteristics and quality of existing development in the City, a 
neighborhood or commercial area. 

9. The design, scale and massing of buildings proposed on a 
subdivided or combined lot shall be subject to the architectural 
guidelines and criteria for the Downtown Architectural District, 
Commercial and Institutional Architectural Districts, and Residential 
Architectural Districts and the Design Review Board/City Council 
review process outline in Section 9 of the Wayzata Zoning

 Ordinance. 

10. The proposed lot layout and building pads shall conform with all 
relevant performance standards. 

11. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall not tend to or 
actually depreciate the values of neighboring properties in the area 
in which the subdivision or lot combination is proposed. 

12. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be 
accommodated with existing public services, primarily related to 
transportation and utility systems, and will not overburden the City’s 
service capacity. 

C. Concurrent Preliminary/Final Plat. Section 805.15 of the Subdivision 
Ordinance allows the City to review the preliminary and final plat 
simultaneously.

D. Parkland Dedication Fee. Section 805.37 of the Subdivision Ordinance 
requires a parkland dedication contribution for new single family lots at the 
time of recording of the Final Plat. 

2.2 Planned Unit Developments (PUDs).

A. Intent and Purpose of PUDs.  The PUD process, outlined in Section 
801.33 of the Zoning Ordinance, allows deviation from the strict provisions 
of the Zoning Ordinance related to setbacks, lot area, width and depth, 
yards, etc., for the purpose of encouraging: 

1. Innovations in development to the end that the growing demands 
for all styles of economic expansion may be met by greater variety 
in type, design, and placement of structures and by the 
conservation and more efficient use of land in such developments. 

2. Higher standards of site and building design through the use of 
trained and experienced land planners, architects, landscape 
architects, and engineers. 
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3. More convenience in location and design of development and 
service facilities. 

4. The preservation and enhancement of desirable site characteristics 
such as natural topography and geologic features and the 
prevention of soil erosion. 

5. A creative use of land and related physical development which 
allows a phased and orderly development and use pattern. 

6. An efficient use of land resulting in smaller networks of utilities and 
streets thereby lower development costs and public investments. 

7. A development pattern in harmony with the objectives of the 
Wayzata Comprehensive Plan.  (PUD is not intended as a means 
to vary applicable planning and zoning principles.) 

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

B. General Standards.  Section 801.33.2.A of the Zoning Ordinance sets
 forth the general standards for review of any PUD application.  These are: 

1. Health Safety and Welfare; Intent and Purpose of PUDs.  In 
reviewing the PUD application, the Council shall consider 
comments on the application of those persons appearing before the 
Council, the report and recommendations of the Planning 
Commission, the recommendations on design and any staff report 
on the application. The Council also shall evaluate the effects of the 
proposed project upon the health, safety and welfare of residents of 
the community and the surrounding area and shall evaluate the 
project's conformance with the overall intent and purpose of Section 
33 of the PUD Ordinance.  

2. Ownership.  Applicant/s must own all of the property to be included 
in the PUD. 

3. Comprehensive Plan Consistency.  The PUD project must be 
consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

4. Sanitary Sewer Plan Consistency.  The PUD project must be 
consistent with the City’s Sanitary Sewer Plan. 
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5. Common Open Space.  The PUD project must provide common 
private or public open space and facilities at least sufficient enough 
to meet the minimum requirements established in the 
Comprehensive Plan, and contain provisions to assure the 
continued operation and maintenance of such. 

6. Operating and Maintenance Requirements. Whenever common 
private or public open space or service facilities are provided within 
a PUD, the PUD plan must contain provisions to assure the 
continued operation and maintenance of such open space and 
service facilities to a predetermined reasonable standard.  Common 
private or public open space and service facilities within a PUD 
must be placed under the ownership of one of the following, as 
approved by the City Council: (i) dedicated to the public, where a 
community-wide use is anticipated, (ii) Landlord control, where only 
tenant use is anticipated, or (iii) Property Owners Association, 
provided the conditions of 801.33.2.A.6.c are meet. 

7. Staging of Public and Common Open Space.  When a PUD 
provides for common private or public open space, and is planned 
as a staged development over a period of time, the total area of 
common or public open space or land escrow security in any stage 
of development shall, at a minimum, bear the same relationship to 
the total open space to be provided in the entire PUD as the stages 
or units completed or under development bear to the entire PUD. 

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

9. Utilities.  All utilities associated with the PUD must be installed 
underground and meet the utility connection requirements of 
Section 801.33.2.A.10. 

10. Utility Connections.  All utilities associated with proposed PUD must 
meet the utility connection requirements of Section 801.33.2.A.10. 

11. Roadways.  All roadways associated with the PUD must conform to 
the Design Standards and Wayzata Subdivision Regulations, 
unless otherwise approved by City Council. 

12. Landscaping.  All landscaping associated with the PUD must be 
according to a detailed plan approved by the City Council.  In 
assessing the plan, the City Council shall consider the natural 
features of the particular site, the architectural characteristics of the 
proposed structure and the overall scheme of the PUD plan. 
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13. Setbacks.  The front, rear and side yard restrictions on the 
periphery of the Planned Unit Development site at a minimum shall 
be the same as imposed in the underlying districts, if a PUD 
conditional use permit, or the previous zoning district, if a PUD 
District.  No building shall be located less than fifteen (15) feet from 
the back of the curb line along those roadways which are part of the 
internal street pattern.  No building within the PUD project shall be 
nearer to another building than one-half (1/2) the sum of the 
building heights of the two (2) buildings.  In PUD Districts for 
parcels that were zoned commercial prior to PUD and which 
exceed 13 acres, the allowable setbacks shall be as negotiated and 
agreed upon between the applicant and the City.

14. Height.  The maximum building height to be considered within a 
PUD District shall be thirty five (35) feet and three (3) stories, 
whichever is lesser.  There shall be no deviation from the height 
standards applied within the applicable zoning districts for PUD 
conditional use permits.  In PUD Districts for parcels that were 
zoned commercial prior to PUD and which exceed 13 acres, the 
maximum allowable height and number of floors shall be as 
negotiated and agreed upon between the applicant and the City. 

C. Residential Area PUD Standards. Section 801.33.3 sets forth area 
standards for PUDs which have a residential component. In addition to the 
standards set forth in these sections, City Council may impose such other 
standards for a PUD project as are reasonable and as the Council deems 
are necessary to protect and promote the general health, safety and 
welfare of the community and the surrounding area. 

D. Simultaneous Concept and General Plans.  In cases of single stage PUDs 
or for projects of limited size and scope, the applicant may, at the 
discretion of the Zoning Administrator, submit the General Plan of 
Development for the proposed PUD simultaneously with the submission of 
a Concept Plan. The Planning Commission and City Council shall 
consider such plans simultaneously and shall grant or deny a General 
Plan of Development in accordance with the provisions of the PUD 
Ordinance.

2.3 Zoning Amendments.  Under the City’s Zoning Ordinance, the City Council acts 
on any proposed amendment upon receiving the report and recommendation of 
the Planning Commission. Section 801.03.2. In considering a proposed 
amendment to the Zoning Ordinance, the Planning Commission shall consider 
the possible adverse effects of the proposed amendment. Its judgment shall be 
based upon (but not limited to) the following factors: 
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A. The proposed action in relation to the specific policies and provisions of 
the official City Comprehensive Plan. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Section 3. FINDINGS  

The City Council of the City of Wayzata hereby confirms and memorializes that the 
Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat, Concept/General Plan PUD, and Rezoning 
requested in the Application meet the applicable requirements of Wayzata’s Zoning and 
Subdivision Ordinances, based upon the following findings of fact made on the record 
(as well as all Application materials, staff reports, public comment presented at the 
hearing, and the Recommendation of the Planning Commission): 

3.1 Proposed Subdivision.

A. Goals.  The Proposed Subdivision is consistent with the goals of the 
Subdivision Ordinance, including a recognition of adjacent existing 
neighborhoods and commercial areas; providing additional housing supply 
for the mix of available housing in the City; and supporting a pedestrian 
environment at a human, not automotive scale, with the incorporation of a 
walkway connecting the Project and adjacent existing neighborhoods and 
commercial areas. 

B. Criteria for Approval.

1. The Project associated with the Proposed Subdivision is consistent 
with the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. The proposed Subdivision 
conforms with the residential guidance of the Comp Plan for this 
area.
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2. The building pads associated with the Project (“Proposed Building 
Pads”) would not negatively impact any sensitive areas. 

3. The Proposed Building Pads have been selected and located with 
respect to natural topography to minimize filling or grading, though 
the Commission would recommend certain conditions be attached 
to approval to minimize the impact of construction and the 
development on the adjacent neighborhood. 

4. Existing significant trees would be retained where possible on the 
Property. As part of the Project, there would be a net reduction of 
eleven (11) trees on the entire site but thirty four (34) additional 
trees would be planted to offset this reduction. 

5. The Proposed Subdivision would not adversely impact the scale, 
pattern or character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its 
commercial areas as it would be consistent with the surrounding 
area.

6. The design of the lots, the proposed building pads, and the site 
layout of the Proposed Subdivision responds to and is reflective of 
the surrounding lots and neighborhood character.  The Commission 
would recommend that a condition be attached to approval to 
minimize the visual impact and screen the adjacent residential 
properties from the development occurring on Lot 6, as depicted in 
the surveys provided with the Application. 

7. The lot sizes that result from the Proposed Subdivision would not 
be dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding 
neighborhood. The proposed lots conform with and exceed the R-
3A District and Comprehensive Plan minimums for lot area.

8. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of the buildings 
for the new residential lots created by the Proposed Subdivision is 
not known at this time but the plans provided with the Application 
appear to be similar to the characteristics and quality of existing 
development in the City and neighborhood. Further review and 
approval of the building plans for the residential lots within the 
Subdivision should be required as a condition of approval to ensure 
similarity to the characteristics and quality of the existing homes in 
the neighborhood as required under Section 805.14.E.8 and 
805.14.E.9.
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9. The proposed lot layout and Proposed Building Pads of the 
Proposed Subdivision would conform will all relevant performance 
standards. The proposed lot layout for the six residential lots meets 
the performance requirements of R-3A District.

10. The Proposed Subdivision is not likely to tend to or actually 
depreciate the values of neighboring properties in the area in which 
it is proposed.

11. The Proposed Subdivision would be accommodated with existing 
public services, primarily related to transportation and utility 
systems, and will not overburden the City’s service capacity.

C. Parkland Dedication.  The proposed Project includes the dedication of 
approximately 4,050 SF of land for the purposes of a publicly accessible, 
non-motorized trail, as depicted on the Applicant’s Preliminary Plat.  The 
dedication of this land for a public trail is sufficient to meet the required ten 
percent (10%) parkland land dedication under Section 805.37.H. of the 
Subdivision Ordinance. 

3.2 Proposed PUD.

A. Intent and Purpose of PUDs.  The Proposed PUD conforms with the 
overall intent and purpose of a PUD as outlined in Section 33 of the 
Zoning Ordinance.

B. General Standards. The Proposed PUD satisfies all of the fourteen 
general standards listed in Section 801. 33.2.A and in Section 2.2 of this 
Resolution. 

1. Health Safety and Welfare; Intent and Purpose of PUDs.  The 
Proposed PUD would have not have a negative effect on the 
health, safety and welfare of residents of the community and the 
surrounding area.  The Proposed PUD conforms with the overall 
intent and purpose of Section 33 of the PUD Ordinance.

2. Ownership.  The Applicant owns, or at the time of final approval will 
own, all of the property to be included in the Proposed PUD. 

3. Comprehensive Plan Consistency.  The Proposed PUD is 
consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan as noted elsewhere 
in this Report.

4. Sanitary Sewer Plan Consistency.  The Proposed PUD is 
consistent with the City’s Sanitary Sewer Plan. 
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5. Common Open Space.  Proposed PUD will provide common public 
open space through a public walkway that is sufficient enough to 
meet the minimum requirements established in the Comprehensive 
Plan.  As a condition of approval, provisions shall be in place to 
assure the continued operation and maintenance of such. 

6. Operating and Maintenance Requirements. As a condition of 
approval, the PUD plan for the Proposed PUD must contain 
provisions to assure the continued operation and maintenance of 
open space and service facilities to a predetermined reasonable 
standard, and the common private or public open space and 
service facilities within the Proposed PUD must be placed under 
the ownership of one of the following, as approved by the City 
Council: (i) dedicated to the public, where a community-wide use is 
anticipated, (ii) Landlord control, where only tenant use is 
anticipated, or (iii) Property Owners Association, provided the 
conditions of 801.33.2.A.6.c are meet. 

7. Staging of Public and Common Open Space.  When a PUD 
provides for common private or public open space, and is planned 
as a staged development over a period of time, the total area of 
common or public open space or land escrow security in any stage 
of development shall, at a minimum, bear the same relationship to 
the total open space to be provided in the entire PUD as the stages 
or units completed or under development bear to the entire PUD. 

8. Density.  The Proposed PUD meets the density standards for the 
current zoning and is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.  The 
Project density is 3.84 lots per acre, which is within the one (1) to 
four (4) homes per acre or less guidance for the Low Density Single 
Family Residential land use category. 

9. Utilities.  Under the General Plan for the Proposed PUD, all utilities 
associated with Proposed PUD shall be installed underground and 
meet the utility connection requirements of Section 801.33.2.A.10. 

10. Utility Connections.  Under the General Plan for the Proposed PUD, 
all utilities associated with proposed PUD meet the utility 
connection requirements of Section 801.33.2.A.10. 

11. Roadways.  The City Council, as part of a PUD, can approve 
different roadway design standards, which are warranted and 
appropriate for this Project.  The proposed roadway and associated 
cul-de-sac are designed to be less than City standards to match the 
existing character of roadways in the adjacent area, including the 
Byrondale cul-de-sac.  The proposed roadway design also reduces 
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the amount of impervious surface on the site.  The Wayzata Fire 
Department has reviewed the proposed roadway and cul-de-sac 
design and has determined it meets their needs for emergency 
vehicle access. Based on the forgoing, the Planning Commission 
finds that the roadway standards for the Project are reasonable and 
would promote the health, safety, and welfare in the PUD and 
surrounding area. 

12. Landscaping.  All landscaping associated with the Proposed PUD 
will  be according to a detailed plan and take into account the 
natural features of Property, the architectural characteristics of the 
proposed residences and the overall scheme of the PUD plan. 

13. Setbacks.  The front, rear and side yard restrictions on the 
periphery of the Proposed PUD meet the applicable setback 
requirements in the R-3A District.

14. Height.  The building heights within the Proposed PUD meet the 
applicable height standards in the R-3A District. 

C. Residential Area PUD Standards.  The Proposed PUD meets the 
standards of Section 801.33.3 for PUDs with a residential component, as 
except as noted above. 

D. Parkland Dedication.  The proposed Project includes the dedication of 
approximately 4,050 SF of land for the purposes of a publicly accessible, 
non-motorized trail, as depicted on the Applicant’s Preliminary Plat.  The 
dedication of this land for a public trail is sufficient to meet the required ten 
percent (10%) parkland land dedication under Section 805.37.H. of the 
Subdivision Ordinance. 

3.3 Zoning Amendment.  The Planning Commission has considered the possible 
adverse effects of the Zoning Amendment and finds as follows: 

   
A. The Zoning Amendment does not contravene the specific policies and 

provisions of the official City Comprehensive Plan as they apply to the 
Property.

B.  The proposed residential use for the Property is in conformity with present 
and future land uses of the area. 

C.  The proposed residential use of the Property is in conformity with all 
performance standards contained in the Zoning Ordinance (i.e., parking, 
loading, noise, etc.). 
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D.  The proposed residential use’s effect on the area in which it is proposed 
would be generally compatible with the neighborhood and surrounding 
uses.

E.  The proposed residential use is not likely to have a negative impact upon 
property value in the area in which it is proposed. 

F.  The capabilities of the streets serving the Property should be sufficient for 
the traffic generated by the proposed residential use. 

G.  Existing public services and facilities including parks, schools, streets, and 
utilities, and the City’s service capacity should be sufficient for the 
proposed residential use. 

Section 4. CITY COUNCIL ACTION 

4.1 Based on the Findings in Section 3 of this Resolution, the requests for approval 
of the Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat, Concept/General Plan PUD, and 
Rezoning as set forth in the Application and attached to this Resolution 
(Attachment A), is APPROVED subject to all of the following conditions (failure to 
comply with any one of these conditions shall result in the revocation of the 
approvals):

A. Staff confirms the accuracy of the landscaping plans submitted by the 
Applicant.

B. Staff confirms that the proposed fencing within the PUD along Central 
Avenue complies with City Code. 

C. The Applicant enter into a Development Agreement with the City regarding 
the ongoing maintenance of the fencing, the public and private walkways, 
the roadways, the parking and any other shared amenities within the PUD, 
and record such agreement with Hennepin County. 

D. A snow storage easement be recorded over all of the Property that meets 
with the approval of the City Engineer for the temporary storage of snow 
cleared from parking, driving and walking areas within the PUD. 

E. The Applicant shall construct the residences according to the designs 
presented with the Application materials, and shall obtain City approval 
that the final building plans for each residential lot within the PUD is 
compatible with the characteristics and quality of the existing homes in the 
neighborhood as required under Section 805.14.E.8 and 805.14.E.9. 

F. The Applicant with take all steps that City Staff deems appropriate to 
minimize the impact of construction on the adjacent neighborhood. 
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G. The Applicant add tree plantings and other landscaping to minimize the 
visual impact on adjacent residential properties from the development 
occurring on Lot 6, as depicted in the surveys provided with the 
Application.

H. All comments of City Staff outlined in the Planning Report on the 
Application dated November 17, 2014 shall be incorporated into the PUD 
as specified in such comments and further directed by such staff. 

I. The Applicant secure all necessary building permits for construction, and 
all laws and regulations applicable to the Project. 

J. All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert, legal, 
and planning fees incurred be fully reimbursed by the Applicant. 

K. The Applicant dedicate the required parkland dedication land amount for a 
publicly accessible trail, as required under Section 805.37.H of the 
Subdivision Ordinance, at the time that the Final Plat is recorded. 

L. The Applicant records the Final Plat document with the appropriate 
Hennepin County officials within one hundred twenty (120) days in 
conformance with Section 805.15.E.7, and provide a recorded copy to the 
City.

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this _____ day of December, 2014. 

            
      Mayor Ken Willcox 

ATTEST:

City Manager Heidi Nelson

ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION: 

Motion for adoption:

Seconded by:

Voted in favor of:

Voted against:
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Abstained:

Absent:

Resolution adopted. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by 
the City Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on 
___________, 2014. 

__________________________________
Becky Malone, Deputy City Clerk 
SEAL 
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Attachment A

Preliminary/Final Plat Documentation 
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Planning Report 
Wayzata City Council  

December 2, 2014 

Project Name: MacMillan Place 

File Number:    PR 2014-11

Applicant/Owner:   White Birch Properties and Development Group 

Address of Request:  151 Westwood Lane 

Property ID #s:   01-117-23-13-0011 

Prepared by:    Bryan Gadow, City Planner 

Planning Commission Review: September 15, 2014 

City Council Review:  December 2, 2014 

120 Day Deadline:   January 9, 2015

PROJECT SUMMARY

Section 1. Development Application 

1.1. General. White Birch Properties and Development Group (the “Applicant”) has submitted 
a Development Application (the “Application”) requesting concurrent preliminary and final 
plat subdivision approval (the “Subdivision” or the “Preliminary/Final Plat”) for a new 
three (3) lot subdivision on the above-referenced 5.06 acre property (the “Project”).  The 
Project would require the removal of the existing structure on the property and a 
subdivision of the parcel.  Access to the Project would be thru a public road with a cul-
de-sac designed to protect as many of the existing tree coverage as possible.  Building 
plans for the new structures are not available at this time, so any approval 
recommendation should include a condition requiring the future owners to provide 
building plans for review by the Planning Commission and City Council prior to building 
permit submittal.  

Along with the Development Application, the following plans are included with this 
Application as Attachment A:

 Existing Conditions Survey 
 Preliminary Plat 
 Final Plat 
 Grading and Utility Plan 
 Significant Tree Inventory Plan 
 Hardcover Calculations 
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1.2 Project Location.
The proposed Subdivision would be built on property located south of Wayzata Blvd, and 
east of Hwy 12.   

Map 1: Project Location.

The property identification numbers and owners for the Property involved in the 
proposed Application is as follows: 

151 Westwood Lane 01-117-23-13-0011 White Birch Properties 
and Development Group 

1.3 Area Land Uses.
Uses in the general vicinity are entirely single family residential, with the majority guided 
for larger sized lots. The Project area is zoned R-1 (40,000 SF minimum lot sizes).  To 
the northeast, the properties are guided R-2 Medium Density Single Family Residential 
(15,000 SF minimum lot size). 

1.4 Previously Subdivision Proposal
In 2010, a previous owner of the Property submitted a joint subdivision application 
including the 151 Westwood Lane and 190 Westwood Lane properties for a four (4) lot 
subdivision.  The previous proposal went through Planning Commission review, with the 
Commission recommending approval of the project 6-0.  However, the previous owner 
withdrew the application before the City Council was able to complete their review and 
make a final determination on the proposal.  This previous application is no longer active 
or under consideration. 
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1.5 Public Hearing Notice.
Zoning Ordinance Section 805.14 requires the Planning Commission to hold a public 
hearing on the Subdivision Application.  The Notice of Public Hearing was published in 
the Sun Sailor on September 4, 2014.  A copy of the Notice of Public Hearing was also 
mailed to all property owners located within 350 feet of the subject Property on 
September 5, 2014.  The Public Hearing was held during the September 15, 2014 
Planning Commission meeting.  Additional public comment was received during the 
November 17, 2014 Planning Commission meeting. 

1.6 Planning Commission Action.  A Public Hearing on the Application was held at the 
Planning Commission’s September 15, 2014 meeting at which the Planning Commission 
continued review of the Application and directed staff to work with the Applicant to 
provide additional information on the Application.  The Planning Commission resumed 
their review of the Application at the November 17, 2014 meeting, and after receiving 
additional public comment, directed staff to prepare a Planning Commission Report and 
Recommendation recommending approval of the Application on a vote of four (4) in 
favor and three (3) opposed.  The Planning Commission adopted a Planning
Commission Report and Recommendation recommending approval of the Application on 
December 1, 2014 on a vote of __ in favor, __ opposed.   

SECTION 2. ANALYSIS OF CURRENT DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL

2.1 Lot Arrangement.
The Project would consist of 3 parcels, together totaling 5.06 acres.  The lots would 
range between 49,480 SF and 50,540 SF.  All of the lots proposed would exceed the R-
1 District lot area minimum requirement of 40,000 SF.   

Table 1: Proposed Lot Sizes 

Lot Lot Size (SF) 
1 49,480 
2 49,700 
3 50,540 

Average 49,907 SF

Table 2: Adjacent Lot Sizes
Address Lot Size (SF) Acres 

121 Westwood Lane 47,660 1.09
125 Westwood Lane 48,090 1.1
139 Westwood Lane 130,127 2.99
172 Birch Lane 48,296 1.11
159 Westwood Lane 58,000 1.33
172 Westwood Lane 40,820 0.94
175 Westwood Lane 54,394 1.25
178 Westwood Lane 41,902 0.94
182 Westwood Lane 92,032 2.11
184 Westwood Lane 105,971 2.43
186 Westwood Lane 200,946 4.61
190 Westwood Lane 163,920 3.76
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2.2  Housing Unit Density.
The Subdivision consists of 3 single-family homes on a 5.06 acre site.  This yields a total 
project density of 1 dwelling unit per 1.68 acres, which meets the density requirements 
of the One Acre Single Family Residential guidance in the Comprehensive Plan.  

2.3  Zoning.
The Property is located in the R-1, Low Density Single Family District.  The R-1 District 
prescribes minimum design criteria for the creation of lots and platting of land.  The 
following minimum standards for the R-1 District apply to this Preliminary/Final Plat: 

Table 4: R-1 Zoning District Requirements 
R-1 District Standard 

Minimum Lot Area 40,000 square feet 
Minimum Lot Width 150 feet 
Minimum Lot Depth 150 feet 

Front Yard Setback (min.) 45 feet 
Side Yard Setback (min.) 20 feet 
Rear Yard Setback (min.) 50 feet 

Lot Coverage 15%
Impervious Surface 25%

As shown on the submitted Plat, the proposed division would result in three (3) buildable 
parcels that would meet minimum standards of the R-1 District and therefore would be 
conforming lots. 

Table 5: Proposed Development Plan 
 Lot 1 Lot 2 Lot 3 
Lot Area 49,480 SF 49,700 SF 50,540 SF 
Lot Width 150 ft 150 ft 150 ft 
Lot Depth 226 ft 313 ft 185 ft 
Front Yard 
Setback

45 ft 45 ft 45 ft 

Side Yard 
Setback

20 ft 20 ft 20 ft 

Rear Yard 
Setback

160 ft 240 ft 330 ft 

Proposed
Lot
Coverage 

10.1%
(5,000 SF) 

9.1%
(4,500 SF) 

12.9%
(6,529 SF) 

Proposed
Hardcover

13.1%
(6,477 SF) 

11.9%
(5,907 SF) 

17.1%
(8,635 SF) 

Building plans are not provided at this time.  The owners are subdividing the lots and any 
future owners would need to provide building plans for review by the Planning 
Commission and City Council prior to applying for a building permit.  The Applicant has 
provided example building pads to highlight potential locations for future residential 
structures.  All residential structures would need to conform to applicable setback, lot 
coverage, and hardcover requirements. 
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2.4 Access to Project.
The Project proposes a public road (including curb and gutter) with a cul-de-sac to 
access the Property.  The cul-de-sac is designed to allow one way access around the 
turnaround and to preserve the existing rows of spruce trees that are at the entrance to 
the Property.  The proposed public road with cul-de-sac turnaround meets the City’s Fire 
Department requirements for emergency vehicle access.  The right of way for the 
proposed road is designed to incorporate the existing rows of spruce trees and provide 
space for a rain garden to capture stormwater from the new roadway. The Applicant and 
the City would enter into an easement agreement to allow the homeowner’s association 
to maintain the existing spruce trees and rain garden on the public right of way.  Further 
discussion with the Applicant will be necessary regarding an agreement for the on-going 
maintenance of the roadway. 

At the September 15, 2014 Planning Commission meeting, Commission expressed 
some concern with the dual one-way in and out roadway configuration as it created 
additional hardcover on the site.  The Commission asked the Applicant to review an 
alternative scenario for the roadway which would reduce the amount of pavement 
necessary.  The Applicant’s surveyor has provided an alternative (Attachment B) which 
only has one lane into the Property, but is sized to meet City requirements and allow two 
way access into the site.  The two lane concept has 20,120 SF of pavement, while the 
one lane alternative has 16,880 SF of pavement.  As part of their Planning Commission 
Report and Recommendation, the Commission recommends that the two-way road 
design (Attachment B) be the roadway configuration utilized for the Project. 

2.5  Tree Inventory.
The Application materials include a tree inventory of the Property, which shows a total of 
340 significant trees on the property having a minimum diameter of 6 inches.   The 
property includes a wide variety of species: Maple, Box Elder, Oak, Elm, Cedar, Pine, 
and Spruce. 

The amount of trees proposed to be removed for the Project is: 

Portion of Site Number of Trees Proposed for Removal 
Lot 1 4
Lot 2 7
Lot 3 25
Roadway Related 13
Total 49 trees (out of 340) or 14.4% 

The amount of trees to be removed for the proposed subdivision is 49 trees, or 14.4% of 
the site. 

2.6  Past Burial Site on the Property.
Recently, it was brought to staff’s attention that there potentially is or was a burial site on 
the Property.  Below is the information provided to staff by a resident: 

The MacMillan Burial Site (21HE98) was discovered during construction of an addition to 
the Duncan MacMillan residence on Westwood Lane, Wayzata in 1964. The site 
was excavated by amateur archeologists. Human remains representing 33 individuals 
were recovered from the site. No known individuals were identified. A flint projectile was 
also excavated. 
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University of Minnesota graduate students under the direction of the State Archaeologist 
excavated the burial pit which proved to be Kathio focus and which probably was central 
burial pit under mound. The name "Kathio" is actually a corruption of "Izatys", a name 
the Mdewakanton Sioux people gave themselves. 

Staff contacted the State Archeologist’s Office to gather additional information regarding 
whether a burial site exists on the Property.  The State Archeologist indicated that all of 
the objects were excavated during the 1964 construction, and there is no recorded burial 
mound at the Property.  The State Archeologist has visited the site to conduct a field 
evaluation, and provided the attached letter regarding their analysis (Attachment C).

2.7 Stormwater Treatment.
The Applicant has proposed two rain garden areas in the proposed outlot to address 
stormwater runoff from the proposed new road.  The smaller rain garden at the 
northeastern corner of the entrance to the property is 1,400 SF.  The larger pond in the 
interior of the site is 3,300 SF under the two separate lane roadway option, and 2,900 
SF under the one lane alternative.  Combined, the ponds have a total volume of 8,700 
cubic feet (CF) under the two lane option, and approximately 6,500 CF under the one 
lane alternative.  The City Engineer has reviewed the proposed rain garden volumes, 
and concurs that they are properly sized to capture the water runoff for the proposed 
roadway. 

Section 3. Applicable Code Provisions for Review 

3.1 Subdivision Ordinance
Section 805.14(e) provides criteria for the Planning Commission to evaluate when

 reviewing a Preliminary Plat.  In this review, the Planning Commission should determine
 if the proposed subdivision would have an adverse impact on the site or surrounding
 area.  The following are the factors from this section for consideration.  Included is
 Staff’s evaluation of each of the factors. 

A. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be consistent with the Wayzata 
Comprehensive Plan. 

The proposed Subdivision conforms with low density development for this 
residential area.  Lot sizes meet the 40,000 SF minimum of an R-1 area.  The 
proposed subdivision would meet the one acre density guidance for the One Acre 
Single Family District.   

B. Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall preserve 
sensitive areas such as lakes, streams, wetlands, wildlife habitat, trees and 
vegetation, scenic points, historical locations, or similar community assets. 

The Applicant’s submittal materials show that forty nine (49) trees will need to be 
removed as a result of the Project.  The Planning Commission and City Council 
should comment on the amount of tree loss and preservation proposed as part of 
the Project. 

C. Building pads that result from subdivision or lot combination shall be selected and 
located with respect to natural topography to minimize filing or grading.   
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The proposed building pads are located away from significant slopes on the 
Property.  A grading plan was submitted as part of the Application and will need 
final approval by the City Engineer prior to any construction work so that land 
disruption is minimized.  

D. Existing stands of significant trees shall be retained where possible.  Building 
pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall be sensitively 
integrated into existing trees. 

The Applicant’s submittal materials show that forty nine (49) trees will need to be 
removed as a result of the Project.  The Planning Commission and City Council 
should comment on the amount of tree loss and preservation proposed as part of 
the Project. 

E. The creation of a lot or lots shall not adversely impact the scale, pattern or 
character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its commercial areas. 

The proposed lots conform with other lots in the immediate vicinity in terms of lot 
size. 

F. The design of a lot, the building pad, and the site layout shall respond to and be 
reflective of the surrounding lots and neighborhood character. 

The example building pads and their locations are similar to other larger lots in the 
immediate vicinity. 

G. The lot size that results from a subdivision or lot combination shall not be 
dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding neighborhood or 
commercial area. 

The proposed lot sizes are similar to those in the area.  The proposed lot 
conforms to the R-1 District minimums for lot area.  

H. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, proportion and 
scale of roof line and functional plan of a building proposed on a lot to be divided 
or combined shall be similar to the characteristics and quality of existing 
development in the City, a neighborhood or commercial area. 

Cannot comment at this time.  The Applicant does not have building elevations 
available for the proposed three lots at this time.  As a condition of any approval 
motion for this Application, the Planning Commission and City Council should 
consider requiring that the Applicant and/or future homeowner shall submit plans 
for review and approval by the Planning Commission and the City Council 
depicting architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of the buildings proposed to 
demonstrate similarity to the characteristics and quality of the existing homes in 
the neighborhood as required under Section 805.14.e.8 and 805.14.e.9. 

I. The design, scale and massing of buildings proposed on a subdivided or 
combined lot shall be subject to the architectural guidelines and criteria for the 
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Downtown Architectural District, Commercial and Institutional Architectural 
Districts, and Residential Architectural Districts and the Design Review Board/City 
Council review process outline in Section 9 of the Wayzata Zoning Ordinance.  

Not applicable, as the City does not have single family residential design 
standards.

J. The proposed lot layout and building pads shall conform with all performance 
standards contained herein. 

The proposed lot layouts meet the performance requirements of R-1 District in 
terms of lot area and dimensions. 

K. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall not tend to or actually 
depreciate the values of neighboring properties in the area in which the 
subdivision or lot combination is proposed. 

The Subdivision would not be dissimilar from other larger lots in the neighborhood. 

L. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be accommodated with existing 
public services, primarily related to transportation and utility systems, and will not 
overburden the City’s service capacity. 

The Project has access to City sanitary sewer and water services, and would not 
over-burden these systems.  The utility plan has been reviewed by the Utility 
Supervisor in the Public Works Department, who found it acceptable with the 
following comments below.   

3.2 Concurrent Preliminary/Final Plat. Section 805.15 of the Subdivision Ordinance allows the
 City to review the preliminary and final plat simultaneously. The final plat shall incorporate
 all changes, modifications, and revisions required by the City.  Otherwise, it shall conform
 to the approved preliminary plat. 

3.3 Parkland Dedication Fee.  Section 805.37 of the Subdivision Ordinance requires a 
parkland dedication fee for new single family lots at the time of recording of the Final Plat. 
As part of the Final Plat of the Proposed Subdivision, the Applicant is dedicating an outlot 
of 49,520 SF, which is sufficiently sized to meet the required Parkland Dedication 
imposed by Section 805.37 of the Subdivision Ordinance. 

Section 4. Staff Input
Staff has reviewed the proposal.  Comments from each department are as follows. 

4.1 City Engineer
 Stormwater treatment proposed?  Should discuss opportunity for treatment of the 

proposed new roadway. [Note: The Applicant has proposed a rain garden within the 
proposed road to address water runoff].

4.2 Utility Superintendent 
 Our files indicate that there may be a well on the site.  The well should be verified 

and dealt with appropriately.
 The property has an existing water connection that will need to be abandoned at the 
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main.  The existing service feeds through a meter adjacent to the driveway.  This 
should be removed and pipes abandoned appropriately. 

 Our Utility Department is verifying the location of the existing sewer service.  This 
service should be abandoned at the property line. 

4.3 City Planner
 As the Application does not include architectural plans for each of the new single 

family residences that would be built on the lots, the Applicant should be aware that 
the Planning Commission and City Council are likely to place a condition on any 
approval of the subdivision, such that any future owners of the lots would be required 
to submit the proposed building plans and landscaping plans for review and approval 
by the Planning Commission and City Council prior to any building permits being 
issued for the Property.  [Note: The Applicant is aware of this requirement].

Section 5. Action Steps.

After considering the items outlined in this Report, the City Council should pursue one of the 
following options as an action step: 

1. Adopt the draft approval Resolution No. 39-2014 included as Attachment H of 
this Report. 

2. If the Council wishes to significantly modify the Resolution for approval, the 
Council should direct staff to prepare a revised Resolution for review and 
adoption at the next Council meeting. 

3. If the Council wishes to pursue a denial motion, the Council should direct staff to 
prepare a revised Resolution reflecting the denial motion for review and adoption 
at the next Council meeting. 

Attachments:
 Attachment A: Applicant Submittals: 

o Existing Conditions Survey 
o Certificate of Survey and Preliminary Plat 
o Proposed Grading and Utility Plan 
o Tree Inventory Plan 
o Hardcover Calculations 

 Attachment B: Alternative Roadway Design 
 Attachment C: Letter from State Archeologist 
 Attachment D: Additional Information Received on McMillan Mound 
 Attachment E: Planning Commission Meeting Minutes from September 15, 2014 
 Attachment F: Planning Commission Meeting Minutes from November 17, 2014 
 Attachment G: DRAFT Planning Commission Report and Recommendation 
 Attachment H: DRAFT Resolution 39-2014 

CC_12022014 
Page 174 of 243



A
tta

ch
m

en
t A

: O
rig

in
al

 S
ub

m
itt

al
s

CC_12022014 
Page 175 of 243



A
tta

ch
m

en
t A

: O
rig

in
al

 S
ub

m
itt

al
s

CC_12022014 
Page 176 of 243



A
tta

ch
m

en
t A

: O
rig

in
al

 S
ub

m
itt

al
s

CC_12022014 
Page 177 of 243



A
tta

ch
m

en
t A

: O
rig

in
al

 S
ub

m
itt

al
s

CC_12022014 
Page 178 of 243



A
tta

ch
m

en
t A

: O
rig

in
al

 S
ub

m
itt

al
s

CC_12022014 
Page 179 of 243



Attachment A: Original Submittals

CC_12022014 
Page 180 of 243



A
tta

ch
m

en
t B

: A
lte

rn
at

iv
e 

R
oa

dw
ay

 D
es

ig
n

CC_12022014 
Page 181 of 243



CC_12022014 
Page 182 of 243



CC_12022014 
Page 183 of 243



CC_12022014 
Page 184 of 243



Attachment C

CC_12022014 
Page 185 of 243



Attachment C

CC_12022014 
Page 186 of 243



Attachment C

CC_12022014 
Page 187 of 243



Attachment D 

Additional Information provided by Adjacent Resident on 
the McMillan Mound 
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION 1
WORKSHOP MEETING MINUTES 2

September 15, 2014 3
4
5

AGENDA ITEM 1. Call to Order, Roll Call and Approval of Minutes. 6
 7 
Chair Gonzalez called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 8
 9 
Present at roll call were Commissioners: Pearson, Gonzalez, Ramy, Tyacke, Vanderheyden, 10
Gnos, and Iverson.  City Planner Gadow was also present.11
 12 
Chair Gonzalez stated the minutes to be reviewed are from the September 3, 2014 workshop. 13
 14 
Commissioner Tyacke stated on page2, line 18, the fifth word should be “development.” 15

16
Commissioner Pearson made a motion, Seconded by Commissioner Tyacke, to approve the 17
September 3, 2014 minutes as amended.  The motion carried unanimously. 18
 19 
 20 
AGENDA ITEM 2. Regular Agenda Public Hearing Items: 21

22
a. 151 Westwood Lane – White Birch Properties and Development Group 23

i. Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat of Subdivision for a three (3) lot 24
residential Subdivision 25

 26 
City Planner Gadow stated White Birch Properties and Development Group has submitted a 27
Development Application requesting concurrent preliminary and final plat subdivision approval 28
for a new three (3) lot subdivision of 5.06 acres. The project would require the removal of the 29
existing structure on the property and a subdivision of the parcel.  Access to the Project would be 30
thru a public road with a cul-de-sac design to protect as many of the existing trees coverage as 31
possible.  The cul-de-sac is designed to allow one-way access around the turnaround and to 32
preserve the existing rows of spruce trees that are at the entrance to the Property.  The Applicant 33
and the City would enter into an easement agreement to allow the homeowner’s association to 34
maintain the existing spruce trees and rain garden on the public right of way.  Further discussion 35
with the Applicant will be necessary regarding an agreement for the on-going maintenance of the 36
roadway.  Building plans for the new structures are not available at this time, so any approval 37
recommendation should include a condition requiring the future owners to provide building 38
plans for review by the Planning Commission.  The subdivision consists of three (3) single-39
family homes and would yield a total project density of one (1) dwelling unit per 1.68 acres, 40
which meets the density requirements of the One Acre Single Family Residential guidance in the 41
Comprehensive Plan.  The proposed subdivision would result in three (3) buildable parcels that 42
would meet minimum standards for the R-1 District and therefore would be conforming lots.  It 43
had been brought to Staff’s attention that there potentially is or was a burial site on the Property.  44
Staff contacted the State Archeologist’s Office to gather additional information.  The State 45
Archeologist indicated that all of the objects were excavated during the 1964 construction and 46
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there is no recorded burial mound at the Property.  The State Archeologist went to the site today 1
and let Staff know that it may have been a burial site previously but based on the current 2
conditions and the materials that had been removed in the 1960’s he could not certify it as a 3
burial site today. 4
 5 
Commissioner Pearson asked what the Planning Commission had approved for tree removal with 6
the subdivision that was reviewed in 2010. 7
 8 
City Planner Gadow stated he did not have this specific information.  The 2010 proposal had 9
been a four (4) lot subdivision that included the 151 Westwood Lane and 190 Westwood Lane 10
properties.  He showed the trees that would have been impacted with the 2010 application. 11
 12 
Commissioner Pearson asked if the Staff had gotten information about the Property being a 13
burial site with the 2010 application. 14
 15 
City Planner Gadow stated he could contact the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 16
 17 
Commissioner Pearson asked if the proposed street is 20-feet wide. 18
 19 
City Planner Gadow stated there would be 50-feet of right of way.  The pavement width would 20
be 40-feet but this is separated by the line of spruce trees they are preserving. 21
 22 
Commissioner Pearson asked if there was enough room to have a single street rather than two (2) 23
streets.24
 25 
City Planner Gadow stated this could be discussed with the Applicant. 26
 27 
Commissioner Vanderheyden stated Section 2.4 of the Staff report states “further discussion with 28
the Applicant will be necessary regarding an agreement for the on-going maintenance of the 29
roadway.”30
 31 
City Planner Gadow explained this would be a small roadway and Public Works has expressed 32
concerns that this would be an additional street they would need to plow and maintain.  If the 33
Application moves forward, Staff and Public Works would like to discuss with them the 34
possibility of having the homeowner’s association be responsible for the plowing and 35
maintenance of the road. 36
 37 
Commissioner Vanderheyden asked if the City had other public roads that were maintained 38
privately.39
 40 
City Planner Gadow stated the City does have a couple of public roads that are maintained 41
privately.42
 43 
Commissioner Vanderheyden asked if this roadway would meet the definition of a cul-de-sac. 44
 45 
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City Planner Gadow stated it meets the required right of way space and radius that is needed for 1
turnaround.2
 3 
Commissioner Tyacke asked if the City would get an official report stating the property is not a 4
burial ground. 5
 6 
City Planner Gadow explained the State Archeologist had informed him that if the project were 7
to move forward and while digging remains were found then digging would have to stop and the 8
Police Department and State Archeologist would need to be informed.  He would ask the State 9
Archeologist if has provided written reports in the past.  The State Archeologist cannot certify 10
this as an existing burial site because of the impacts that occurred in the 1960s.  All he could say 11
was there had been a number of artifacts removed in the 1960s. 12
 13 
Commissioner Tyacke stated the home for Lot 3 would be in the backyard of the homes to the 14
south.  He stated it did not match the setbacks for the other houses and he asked if there were any 15
restrictions to building homes this close.  The homes located at 159 and 157 would be looking at 16
these homes in their backyards if the trees are thinned out as proposed. 17
 18 
City Planner Gadow stated the side yard setback would be reviewed when a home design is 19
brought forward. 20
 21 
Commissioner Iverson suggested the City get written documentation regarding the site being a 22
burial site.  She would like to ensure the Utility Superintendent’s comments and concerns are 23
addressed in the terms and conditions if approved. 24
 25 
Commissioner Ramy asked if anything had changed with the burial grounds since 1964 that 26
would require more preservation if something were discovered. 27
 28 
City Planner Gadow stated if anything were found then the police and State Archeologist would 29
need to be notified.  He asked if the rain garden was being included in the project due to the size 30
and scope of the roadway for the project. 31
 32 
City Planner Gadow stated it is an opportunity to address storm water runoff from the roadway. 33
 34 
Chair Gonzalez stated if this were a public road would the lots created meet the frontage 35
requirement.  36
 37 
City Planner Gadow stated the requirement for the R1 District is 150-feet of frontage from the 38
front set back, which is 45-feet, and this is being met by all three (3) lots. 39
 40 
Chair Gonzalez asked if the plans included enough rain gardens and storm water treatment 41
systems. 42

43
City Planner Gadow stated if the Application moves forward then the City would spend more 44
time on how the rain gardens are designed to ensure they would meet the requirements.   45
 46 
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Chair Gonzalez asked if there was a way to accommodate one main street, as defined in the code, 1
into the development without impacting the trees. 2
 3 
City Planner Gadow stated the road is shown at 20-feet wide and to have one road it would need 4
to be a minimum of 6-feet wider.  This would impact one side of the trees.  This would have to 5
be looked at more closely if this were the guidance of the Planning Commission. 6
 7 
Mr. Mark Gronberg, Gronberg & Associates, Inc., 445 Willow Drive North, Long Lake, stated 8
they had looked at a single road cul-de-sac design.  Having a second access would be beneficial 9
for emergency vehicles and also the sewer needed to be put into the southern portion.  The City 10
prefers to have manhole access points in blacktop so they can access the sewer.  Putting the road 11
on the southern side does make it difficult to save the trees.  The proposed house pad for Lot 3 12
was moved about 80-feet so there would be trees between it and the other homes.  The Owner 13
would be agreeable to additional berming or other plantings the Commission would like done for 14
Lot 3.  Lot 1 and Lot 2 would be natural walkouts.  There would be very little grading in the 15
subdivision and this allows them to save a number of trees. 16
 17 
Scott Roe, S. Minneapolis, is the current owner of the parcel.  He would be living on Lot 3 and a 18
resident of the subdivision.  He would be cognizant of things such as light, noise, and trees.  The 19
idea of maintaining the roadway with an association in order to maintain the park like setting 20
would be desirable.  He wanted to honor the history of the property by keeping the name of the 21
previous owner and naming the development “MacMillan Place.” 22
 23 
Commissioner Vanderheyden asked if the sound barrier was a private or public structure and 24
what the foundation size would be for the three (3) house pads. 25
 26 
Mr. Roe stated this was a private structure built by Ms. MacMillan about 20-years ago along 27
with about 10,000 mature trees.  He stated he did not have any plans for the fence at this time.   28
 29 
Mr. Gronberg stated the home pads were approximately 90x50 or 100x50 or 4,500-5,000 square 30
feet but the homes will probably not be this large but this does take patios into consideration. 31
 32 
Chair Gonzalez asked if Mr. Gronberg was aware of the existing well on the property. 33
 34 
Mr. Gronberg stated he was not aware of the well but he would accept taking care of this well as 35
a recommendation. 36
 37 
City Planner Gadow stated the City would have to do some field verification and Staff would 38
recommend addressing the well and the concerns of the Utility Superintendent as part of the 39
conditions for approval. 40
 41 
Chair Gonzalez asked if the “pan handle” would become dedicated to the public and if this was 42
in lieu of the Park Dedication Fee. 43
 44 
City Planner Gadow stated if the project were to move forward the entire “pan handle” would be 45
dedicated to the City.  The City has not gotten in depth with the Applicant regarding Park 46
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Dedication Fees.  They would like to determine if the project would move forward before these 1
calculations were done. 2
 3 
Commissioner Tyacke stated Mr. Gronberg had brought up moving the home pad for Lot 3 over 4
80-feet and adding berming.  He asked what this would look like. 5
 6 
Mr. Roe stated with the cul-de-sac the concern would be lights and berming and additional 7
spruce trees would provide a good barrier.  The powder coated chain link fence that runs the 8
length of the property would be removed. 9
 10 
Chair Gonzalez stated Wayzata has a Heritage Preservation Board and when older homes with 11
historical significance are taken down they would like an opportunity to photograph the property 12
and buildings for their records. 13
 14 
Mr. Roe stated he would encourage this and he would get the information from City Planner 15
Gadow.16
 17 
Chair Gonzalez opened the public hearing at 7:39 p.m. 18
 19 
Mr. Bob Muffleman, 172 Birch Lane West, Wayzata, stated the subdivision meets all the 20
requirements for the R-1 District but it was his understanding that because it was a subdivision 21
there were additional criteria that would need to be met.  The proposed development creates a 22
forced cluster of homes that is not consistent with the massing, character and sizing of the 23
neighborhood.  This subdivision would have a significant change to the neighborhood; it would 24
change the neighborhood from a quiet neighborhood to a fairly busy neighborhood and decreases 25
the property value of all the homes in the existing neighborhoods.  One of the goals of the 26
Comprehensive Plan was the first tier priority, which is the most important in the Plan, and these 27
subdivisions enhance the individual character and elements of residential neighborhoods and it 28
reinforce and enhance neighborhoods and this subdivision does not enhance the individual 29
character of this neighborhood and it would weaken the existing neighborhood. 30
 31 
Commissioner Pearson asked what Mr. Muffleman’s basis was for the assumption that this 32
development would lower the property values for all the homes in the neighborhood. 33
 34 
Mr. Muffleman stated he would clarify this during his presentation.  He stated the addition of a 35
public road opens the potential for the property just north of this parcel to fit three (3) more lots 36
if it were subdivided if the future.37
 38 
City Planner Gadow stated for the purposes of the Planning Commission’s discussion if there is 39
concern about spurring additional development to the north, the right-of-way could be adjusted 40
so that there is a line of private property so that there is not direct access.  The City would need 41
to evaluate this further.  Another option that could be reviewed would be putting in an easement 42
or covenant on the public road that would prevent access to the properties to the north.  He 43
would need to look into this option further with the City Attorney. 44

45
Commissioner Vanderheyden asked if this could be a private roadway with a public easement. 46
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 1 
City Planner Gadow stated in order to do a private roadway a variance would need to be 2
considered but that would be an option. 3
 4 
Mr. Gronberg stated they could consider a 5-foot to 10-foot outlot along the north line of the 5
road and this could be owned by the homeowners association rather than a homeowner. 6
 7 
Commissioner Iverson asked how legally binding would these steps be in keeping another road 8
from being proposed for an additional development. 9
 10 
City Planner Gadow stated the measures the Planning Commission takes would be recorded 11
against the property and if an outlot were created this would be recorded with Hennepin County 12
and would not be connected with this area.  He would need to discuss this further with the City 13
Attorney.14
 15 
Chair Gonzalez stated the homeowners association could give access to the outlot or sell the 16
outlot.17
 18 
City Planner Gadow stated if this was a concern then the Planning Commission could consider a 19
restrictive easement that it could not be sold to an adjacent homeowners association or used as 20
access.21
 22 
Chair Gonzalez asked if it made sense to put restrictions on future development 23
 24 
Mr. Muffleman expressed concerns that by approving the anomaly of the road configuration the 25
City will be changing the way roads work and the people in this subdivision would have to go 26
around the entire cul-de-sac before they could get out.  If there were a two-lane road then he 27
would have concerns with the access and the number of trees that would be impacted.  He also 28
stated that the notable increased traffic this would bring to the neighborhood would impact the 29
general health and welfare of the residents and should be addressed.  Another goal of the Comp 30
Plan the City would limit social, environmental and aesthetic impacts and this development has a 31
negative effect on all of those items.  The lights from the additional cars and the noise would 32
impact his home directly no matter where the access road goes.  The access road also limits the 33
development opportunities of his property, which decreases the value of his home.  He expressed 34
additional concerns about the pad placement for Lot 3 and if this home is moved as far left as 35
possible it would create a “flag pole lot” and this is not how the neighborhood is designed.  The 36
neighborhood does not have these kinds of house, homes this close together, and homeowners 37
associations.38
 39 
Commissioner Pearson stated he was unclear how this development would limit Mr. Muffleman 40
from developing his property. 41

42
Mr. Muffleman stated if the road remains where it is positioned then the headlights from the 43
vehicles would point directly into the four (4) bedrooms at the front of his home.  Based on 44
information he found on the internet the average trips per home were about 10 and with six (6) 45
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homes that would be 60 trips per day resulting in all those lights being directed at his home.  1
This impacts the value of his home. 2
 3 
Chair Gonzalez stated the application is for three (3) homes and the Planning Commission would 4
make their recommendation on the application being presented not what may or may not ever 5
happen.6
 7 
Mr. Muffleman stated the City should be aware of what they are potentially opening up and that 8
would be future development for an additional three (3) lots and this would further impact the 9
neighborhood.10
 11 
Commissioner Tyacke asked what Mr. Muffleman’s basis was for there being an additional three 12
(3) homes. 13
 14 
Mr. Muffleman stated as soon as there is a road this would provide the necessary road and 15
frontage for the northern parcel to subdivide into three (3) R-1 lots. 16
 17 
Mr. Steve Poling, 159 Westwood Lane, Wayzata, stated he had talked with Mr. Roe and his 18
proposal is better than the one that had been proposed in 2010.  We had told him that our 19
preference would be to have a family purchase the property and renovate the existing home.  One 20
of the bidders on the property had proposed to do this.  He would like to see the neighborhood 21
kept intact.  He stated they are impacted more than anyone else with this project.  After reading 22
the Subdivision Ordinance and the Planning Commission criteria the scale, pattern, and character 23
of this development are not consistent with the existing neighborhood. 24
 25 
Mr. Ken McAuliffe, 172 Westwood Lane, Wayzata, stated the proposed driveway would not exit 26
where the current driveway exits and one of the big features of this area is the hedge and in order 27
to have visibility from the road the hedge would have to be cut down.  He stated it makes no 28
sense that Mr. Roe would pay $1.2 million for this property and choose to live on the worst lot.  29
This makes him suspicious.  This is a fine piece of property and they would be happy to have 30
Mr. Roe as a neighbor but the development shows all he wants to do is make money and he does 31
not believe he would live on Lot 3.  He is against this development.  There will be three times 32
the lights shining in his neighbors home and the development does not fit the character of the 33
neighborhood.  He is also concerned about this being an Indian Burial site and there being more 34
graves on the property.  He asked who would be responsible for monitoring this.  He was 35
surprised the City had not contacted him in regards to this development. 36
 37 
Ms. Corey Muffleman, 172 Birch Lane West, Wayzata, stated this is a historic home and is 38
important to the neighborhood and the community.  She talked with the State Archeologist.  39
There were two (2) burial sites found in 1964.  She stated the reason there was no actual burial 40
mound found was because the remains had been found over 30-years after the original home had 41
been built and it is believed that the mound was destroyed at that time.  Mr. Roe can take the risk 42
of digging at the site but it would need to be monitored closely.  She suggested the City 43
recommend having core samples done by an archeologist. 44
 45 
Chair Gonzalez closed the public hearing at 8:11 p.m. 46
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 1 
Commissioner Gnos asked if Mr. Roe would be willing to do some tree replacement in other 2
places on the property. 3
 4 
Mr. Roe stated there are areas that more trees could be added. 5
 6 
Chair Gonzalez asked Mr. Roe to consider building two (2) homes instead of three (3) in order to 7
better match the existing neighborhood. 8
 9 
Mr. Roe stated the economics would be more challenging for him with that scenario. 10
 11 
Mr. Ramy asked if it were possible to reconfigure the entrance so that it does not point directly at 12
Mr. Muffleman’s home.  As a Commission they should consider the possibility of the roadway 13
being used as frontage for additional development and be sure there is language that addresses 14
this.15
 16 
Commissioner Iverson expressed concerns about density and change of character. These are 17
things that have been brought up several times.  She asked how as a community they could save 18
small town character in neighborhoods.  She is concerned about the density of the neighborhood.  19
She recommended Mr. Roe look at doing some economic feasibility studies to see if there was a 20
way he could reduce the density of this development so that it is more in character of the 21
neighborhood.  The project on Central Avenue is working to put seven (7) homes on a parcel that 22
previously had three (3) homes.  She asked where it would stop with developers increasing the 23
density of parcels. 24
 25 
Commissioner Tyacke stated the resident comments were compelling.  This development is 26
different in that it is building right behind other homes.  He does see an impact on the character 27
of the neighborhood and he would not like to see this happen.  He asked what would happen if 28
the Heritage Preservation Board did not authorize Mr. Roe to tear down the home. 29
 30 
Chair Gonzalez stated they do not have that authority.  The Heritage Preservation Board would 31
document the home and property as it is now.  This is private property. 32
 33 
Commissioner Pearson stated he has concerns about the roadway.  This is a lot of pavement for 34
only three (3) homes and it seems unnecessary.  He asked Mr. Roe to look at options for a two-35
lane road that would not require as much pavement.  He explained several of the comments 36
received are about policy and go beyond the charge of the Planning Commission.  He stated 37
anytime there is development in an older neighborhood there would be a difference in character 38
and the homes would not be the same.   39
 40 
Ms. Muffleman stated there is a lot in the neighborhood of varying ages and styles and this is the 41
character of the neighborhood.  When this project happens she is concerned that it would start to 42
look like Medina or Plymouth.    She knew people that were interested in remodeling the home 43
and had made two offers on the property.  There were twelve offers on the property and she 44
believes there were others that would have been interested in restoring the home.  Remodeling 45
the existing home is doable.   46
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 1 
Commissioner Pearson stated Mr. Roe is the property owner and he has the development 2
application in front of them at this time.  He has concerns about the road but would otherwise 3
lean towards approving the application. 4
 5 
Commissioner Vanderheyden agreed with Commissioner Pearson regarding the roadway.  He 6
requested the applicant look at other options for this.  He stated the median size of the properties 7
in this area is 54,000 square feet and these three properties average 49,900 square feet so they fit 8
the character of the average lot.9
 10 
Chair Gonzalez explained this is private property and the Planning Commission needs to 11
consider the application that is presented. The Planning does have the ability to make some 12
recommendations but the City Council would have the final approval.  The Planning 13
Commission needs to make sure that what they recommend to the City Council meets the 14
requirements of the Comprehensive Plan and City Code.  She stated she would not be able to 15
make a recommendation on this application tonight because there was information missing such 16
as information on the burial site.  The proposed street does present concerns and she would like 17
to know if the current driveway could be widened enough to provide access and be used as a 18
street.  She would also like to know how the hedge would be impacted because these are 19
significant as well.  The City’s Code allows homes on properties that are at least 40,000 square 20
feet in the R1 District.  The City’s policy makers have to balance the concerns of neighborhoods 21
and the rights of property owners to be able to develop their property.  She asked Staff to look at 22
the potential for an outlot and if the well can be located and safety measures taken. 23
 24 
Commissioner Pearson stated he would support it but would like to see more information on 25
what they would be approving as far as the roadway goes.  There is no basis for the Commission 26
to create an outlot.  The Planning Commission should not restrict the use of property for 27
something that is not even being presented for consideration. 28
 29 
Commissioner Vanderheyden stated he would be in favor of recommending approval with the 30
conditions along with a request for additional information.  He stated the list of concerns as: 1.) 31
future building plans approved and these need to be reviewed; 2.) one more affirmation 32
concerning the burial site including practices, certifications, and monitoring suggestions; 3.) the 33
utilities terminated per the Utility Superintendents request; 4.) acceptable storm water treatment 34
based on the final requirements of the road; 5.) marked discussions regarding park dedication 35
fees and dedicating the proposed road acreage to the City; 6.) Heritage Preservation Board 36
access to the property and existing home prior to its removal; 7.) potential for the use of an outlot 37
to preclude any lots to the north from use of the private/public road that would be installed as 38
part of this project; 7.1) a more acceptable street design. 39
 40 
Chair Gonzalez stated based on this list the Planning Commission needs to have more 41
information.  She suggested the Planning Commission table the discussion and request additional 42
information from the Applicant. 43
 44 
Commissioner Pearson asked if they had a different road configuration if this would be an 45
amended application. 46
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 1 
City Planner Gadow stated the Applicant could provide an alternative for how the roadway 2
would look and if the Planning Commission finds the alternative acceptable the Applicant could 3
formally amend the application to include the alternative to supersede the roadway design 4
presented at this time.  The Planning Commission would then vote on the amended application. 5
 6 
Commissioner Vanderheyden made a motion, seconded by Commission Pearson to continue the 7
discussions for the preliminary and final plat of subdivision for a three (3) lot residential 8
subdivision at 151 Westwood Lane and direct Staff to work with the Applicant to provide the 9
requested information and an alternative to the access street.  The motion carried unanimously. 10
 11 
AGENDA ITEM 3.  Other Items: 12

13
a. Review of Development Activities14

 15 
City Planner Gadow stated Staff is reviewing options for the Central Avenue project.  There had 16
been a workshop in August and the Council provided some feedback on the project.  The 17
Applicant had put together another concept based on this feedback and is looking for additional 18
feedback and comments before they officially amend their application.  There would be access 19
off Byrondale and be a cul-de-sac.  The City Council would be meeting regarding this project on 20
September 16 at 8:30 a.m.  The Applicant is also considering having this be reviewed as a 21
Planned Unit Development (PUD) so that the question of the roadway being private or public 22
could be reviewed. 23
 24 
Commissioner Vanderheyden stated he liked this design from an aesthetic standpoint but it only 25
has one access point for emergency vehicles. 26
 27 
Commissioner Tyacke stated he liked that there was no thru road but has concerns about the 28
density because there are now seven (7) homes where there was only five (5).  It is better than 29
previous versions. 30
 31 
Commissioner Iverson stated this design does address the concerns of the neighborhood 32
regarding cut through traffic.  She clarified the pad sites shown were not actual because they do 33
not seem to meet the setback requirements. 34
 35 
City Planner Gadow stated they would need to meet the 10-foot side yard setbacks but this 36
would be looked at more closely if it moves forward.  She would rather see only five (5) homes 37
in this development because of the density. 38
 39 
Commissioner Ramy stated this would be a challenge with the County to provide access for this 40
property.41
 42 
Commissioner Gnos agreed that this was an improvement over previous versions. 43
 44 
Chair Gonzalez stated what the Applicant is proposing matches the existing density.  She did 45
stated that a PUD should not be used as a way to obtain variances.  These make sense when it 46
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development does not meet the affordable housing requirements of the Comprehensive Plan.  1
The Comp Plan states Tier 1 residential policy is to protect residential neighborhoods from 2
encroachment or intrusion by higher density.  She stated the Fence Ordinance would need to be 3
reviewed as well to verify the height requirements for the fence along Central Avenue and she 4
expressed concerns about the construction traffic on Byrondale. 5
 6 
Commissioner Ramy asked if the City would be setting a precedent of using the PUD process to 7
avoid a variance. 8
 9 
City Attorney David Schelzel stated the PUD by definition was a device to be used by the City to 10
vary from very strict standards in the zoning ordinances when there was a development that 11
warranted it.  If the Commission feels strongly about the development then they can direct Staff 12
to prepare a draft report and recommendations which would review the PUD standards and 13
provide findings for the Commission to approve at their next meeting. 14
 15 
Chair Gonzalez stated she would not be in support of this Application because of the impact to 16
the trees, the large amount of grading and filling, the impact of the construction equipment on 17
the neighborhoods and it does not meet the spirit of the City’s Comp Plan. 18
 19 
Commissioner Tyacke made a motion, Seconded by Commissioner Pearson to direct Staff to 20
prepare a Planning Commission Report and Recommendation with the appropriate findings and 21
additional conditions to include a review of the Fence Ordinance, the addition of a snow storage 22
easement, include an accurate tree survey and modification to the homes and building pads for 23
Lot 5 and Lot 6 as discussed, reflecting a recommendation of approval on the Application for 24
review and adoption at the next Planning Commission meeting.  25

26
27

City Planner Gadow stated this would be back to the Planning Commission on December 1 and 28
presented to the City Council on December 2. 29
 30 
The Planning Commission recessed at 8:04 p.m. 31
 32 
The Planning Commission reconvened at 8:06 p.m. 33

34
b. 151 Westwood Lane – White Birch Properties and Development Group 35

(Continued from September 15th meeting)36
i. Concurrent Preliminary/Final Plat for a three (3) Lot Subdivision37

City Planner Gadow stated the Planning Commission had reviewed this Application in 38
September.  After the conclusion of the public hearing the Commission had directed Staff to 39
work with the Applicant to provide additional information.  He reviewed the Staff reports 40
including a letter from the State Archeologist, possible solutions for precluding future lots to the 41
north from using the new roadway and alternate street designs. 42
 43 
Commissioner Pearson asked if the one-lane design for the roadway preserved more trees than 44
the two-lane design. 45
 46 
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Mr. Scott Roe, 5128 Bryant Avenue South, Minneapolis, stated there would be some spruce lost 1
along Westwood with the two-lane design but less than be touched with this design.  The two-2
way option does address the concerns of the residents with homes that face the entrances. 3
 4 
Mr. Mark Gronberg, Gronberg and Associates, 445 Willow Drive North, Long Lake, stated the 5
initial concerns about the utilities had been the driving force behind the road design but these 6
issues have been resolved so there would be no concerns with moving forward with either 7
design.8
 9 
Commissioner Tyacke asked if the hedge could be moved. 10
 11 
Mr. Roe stated he did not believe these could be transplanted effectively. 12
 13 
Commissioner Tyacke suggested adding trees where the hedge would be removed.  He stated the 14
home on Lot 3 would be located right behind the home located at 159 Westwood.  The 15
Commission had discussed additional berming or buffering along this area.  He asked that this be 16
added to the drawings. 17
 18 
Chair Gonzalez asked how the City could limit other properties from access the proposed 19
roadway in future development. 20
 21 
City Planner Gadow explained the Applicant could dedicate the out lot to the City as public open 22
space and the City would then have ownership of this.  Because of the importance of the trees the 23
City could also add a Conservation easement to this out lot. 24
 25 
Commissioner Vanderheyden stated the landowner to the north has expressed concerns about 26
being boxed out of access to the road and potential future development.  He clarified the current 27
proposal meets all of the City’s requirements including access within the property and he this 28
should also be the case of any future development to the north. 29
 30 
Chair Gonzalez opened the public hearing at 8:31 p.m. 31
 32 
Ms. Wendy Vanloy, 136 Birch Lane West, Wayzata, expressed concerns about the pride and 33
integrity of the neighborhood being impacted by the density of these homes.  She asked the 34
Commission to look at the big picture and the impacts this development would have on the 35
surrounding neighborhoods. 36
 37 
Mr. Paul Norell, 186 Westwood Lane, Wayzata, stated the three (3) lots would not fit in the 38
neighborhood and would recommend the Commission consider allowing only two (2) lots to be 39
created.40
 41 
Mr. Ken McAuliffe, 172 Westwood Lane, Wayzata, stated the roadway configuration would 42
shine more traffic lights into his neighbor’s home.  The trees the City is trying to preserve are not 43
healthy and would probably not be there long term and the project would be removing a large 44
portion of the hedge that should be preserved.  The configuration of the proposed neighborhood 45
does not fit in with the surrounding area. 46
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 1 
Ms. Jan Allen, 128 Westwood Lane, Wayzata, stated the scale of this neighborhood does not fit 2
in with the surrounding neighborhoods and she is concerned about the amount of pavement 3
being added as part of this development. 4
 5 
Ms. Winnie Willcox, 178 Westwood Lane, Wayzata, stated the scale of this neighborhood would 6
greatly impact the neighborhood and its character. 7
 8 
Chair Gonzalez closed the public hearing at 8:40 p.m. 9
 10 
Commissioner Tyacke stated there is a valid concern about the size and scope of the 11
development but the proposal does meet the R1 lot size requirements. 12
 13 
Commissioner Iverson stated this development would change the neighborhood.  She would like 14
to see the City consider existing scale and pattern of surrounding neighborhoods when 15
considering a subdivision. 16
 17 
Commissioner Gnos stated the question was scale versus the Ordinance requirements and finding 18
a balance.  He would support the roadway with the least amount of hardcover.   19
 20 
Chair Gonzalez stated the two-way road option should be a recommendation.  She also suggested 21
that a condition that a certified archeologist be on site during the project. 22
 23 
City Planner Gadow stated the State Archeologist cannot require this but he would recommend 24
it.25
 26 
Chair Gonzalez stated the Comp Plan is the guiding document for the City and this talks about 27
protecting residential neighborhoods from encroachment or intrusion by incompatible higher 28
densities and protecting existing neighborhood character while adopting to changing 29
demographics and a desire not to force additional densities upon established single-family 30
neighborhoods.  People have the right to develop their property but it is not the role of the 31
Planning Commission to help developers to maximize their profit.  This development is not 32
compatible with the neighborhood.  There is a historical home on this property that should be 33
preserved if possible.  Three (3) lots would be too many in this area. 34
 35 
Commissioner Vanderheyden stated the lot sizes meet the minimum requirements for this Zone 36
and they also meet or exceed the neighborhood lot median size.  He asked what grounds the City 37
would have to deny this request when all of the requirements are being met and there are no 38
variance requests. 39
 40 
City Attorney Schelzel stated the criteria is spelled out in the Subdivision Ordinance and if the 41
Commission finds that all the criteria are met the Commission should vote to recommend 42
approval even if there are aspects of the development the Commission does not like. 43
 44 
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Chair Gonzalez stated this criteria includes the health, safety, and welfare of the residents and if 1
people are going to be impacted by higher density, increased traffic, and clear-cutting of trees 2
then the development may not be in the best interest of the City. 3
 4 
City Planner Gadow pointed out that the City’s Comp Plan specifically plans for this property to 5
be developed into 1-acre single-family lots and this is being accomplished by this proposal. 6
 7 
Commissioner Iverson asked if the Applicant would consider subdividing into two (2) lots rather 8
than three (3). 9
 10 
Mr. Roe stated all of the subdivision requirements are being met by the three (3) lot subdivision 11
and this is more economically feasible. 12
 13 
Commissioner Pearson stated all of the objective factors for this application have been met and 14
he would not be comfortable denying the project based on subjective determinations.  He would 15
defer this decision to the City Council. 16
 17 
Commissioner Vanderheyden stated the proposal meets the letter of the law and does not need 18
any variances.  This is a straight forward development and should be moved forward to the City 19
Council for review.  If the Commission does not feel good about it then this would be an 20
Ordinance issue that should be looked into. 21
 22 
Chair Gonzalez reviewed the criteria under Section 805.14.E of the Subdivision Ordinance.  23
Chair Gonzalez stated that the proposal has to be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, which 24
was previously discussed, but also building pads result in a subdivision or lot combination shall 25
preserve sensitive areas such as lakes, streams, wetlands, wildlife habitat, trees, vegetation, 26
scenic points, historical locations or similar comment assets.  As proposed, the subdivision does 27
not meet those requirements.  Chair Gonzalez stated existing trees shall be retained wherever 28
possible, and the building pads need to be integrated into the existing trees.  It shall not impact 29
the scale, pattern, or character of the City, the neighborhood, or commercial area.  Chair 30
Gonzalez stated the problem she has is the third lot that is so close to an existing home that it is 31
going to affect the quality of life for the particular property owner.  In addition, the additional 32
traffic and headlights shining into a home justifies asking the developer to take a second look at 33
the proposal. 34
 35 
Commissioner Vanderheyden made a motion, Seconded by Commissioner Pearson to direct Staff 36
to prepare a Planning Commission Report and Recommendation with the appropriate findings 37
and additional conditions to include incorporation of the two way roadway alternative, a 38
conservation easement over the outlot, additional tree screening on Lot 3, and the applicant 39
follow the requirements of the State Archeologist, reflecting a recommendation of approval on 40
the Application for review and adoption at the next Planning Commission meeting.  The motion 41
carried 4-ayes; 3-Nays (Tyacke, Gonzalez, Iverson) 42
 43 
AGENDA ITEM 3.  Other Items. 44

45
a. Review of Development Activities46
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION 

December 1, 2014 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL OF CONCURRENT 
PRELIMINARY AND FINAL PLAT AT 151 WESTWOOD LANE

DRAFT

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION

Approval* of Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat for Three (3) Lot Subdivision 

* subject to certain conditions noted in Section 4 of this Report 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

Section 1. BACKGROUND

1.1 Project.  White Birch Properties and Development Group (the “Applicant”) has 
submitted a Development Application (the “Application”) requesting concurrent 
preliminary and final plat subdivision approval (the “Proposed Subdivision” or the 
“Preliminary/Final Plat”) for a new three (3) lot subdivision on the 5.06 acre property 
at 151 Westwood Lane (the “Project”). The Project would remove of the existing 
structure on the property and subdivide the parcel into 3 new lots. Access to the 
Project would be through a public road with a cul-de-sac designed to protect as 
much of the existing tree coverage as possible.

1.2 Application Requests.  As part of the Application, the Applicant is requesting 
approval of the following items: 

A. Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat for Three (3) Lot Subdivision of the 
Property (the “Proposed Subdivision”) 

1.3 Property.  The property identification numbers and owners of the parcels comprising 
the property (the “Property”) are: 

151 Westwood Lane 01-117-23-13-0011 White Birch Properties and 

Attachment G

CC_12022014 
Page 223 of 243



CITY OF WAYZATA  PC Report and Recommendation     Page 2 

Development Group 

1.4 Land Use. Uses in the general vicinity are entirely single family residential, with 
the majority guided for larger sized lots. The Project area is zoned R-1 (40,000 SF 
minimum lot sizes). To the northeast, the properties are guided R-2 Medium Density 
Single Family Residential (15,000 SF minimum lot size). 

1.5 Notice and Public Hearing.  Notice of a public hearing on the Application was 
published in the Sun Sailor on September 4, 2014.  A copy of the notice was mailed 
to all property owners located with 350 feet of the Property on September 5, 2014.
The required public hearing was held at the September 15, 2014 Planning 
Commission meeting.  Additional public comment was received at the November 
17, 2014 Planning Commission meeting.

Section 2. STANDARDS 

2.1 Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision.  Chapter 805 of the Wayzata City Code, (the 
“Subdivision Ordinance”) sets forth the procedure and substantive review criteria for 
applications for a subdivision. Before any plat can be recorded or of any validity, it 
must be referred to the City Planning Commission and approved by the City Council 
as having fulfilled the requirements of the Subdivision Ordinance. Section 805.15 of 
the Wayzata Subdivision Ordinance allows the City to review a proposed 
preliminary and final plat simultaneously.  

A. Goals.  Under Section 805.2.b of the Subdivision Ordinance, subdivisions 
approved under the Subdivision Ordinance must be guided by the following: 

1.  Preserve and enhance Wayzata’s “small town” character 
(Comprehensive Plan). 

2.  Respect the existing scale, character and pattern of the City, 
recognizing existing neighborhoods and commercial areas (Wayzata 
Physical Plan). 

3.  Provide a balanced housing supply available for all people no matter 
their income, age, race or ethnicity (Comprehensive Plan). 

4. Support a pedestrian environment at a human, not automotive scale 
(Wayzata Physical Plan). 

5.  Relate development/redevelopment to the natural characteristics of 
the land to enhance the development through the preservation of 
attractive natural amenities (i.e., lakes, wetlands, creeks, wooded 
areas, slopes, etc.) (Comprehensive Plan). 
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B. Criteria for Approval.  Under Section 805.14.e of the Subdivision Ordinance, 
the Planning Commission must consider the possible adverse effects of a 
preliminary plat and report its findings and recommendation to City Council.  
Its judgment must be based upon, but not limited to, the following factors: 

1. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be consistent with 
the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. 

2. Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall 
preserve sensitive areas such as lakes, streams, wetlands, wildlife 
habitat, trees and vegetation, scenic points, historical locations, or 
similar community assets. 

3. Building pads that result from subdivision or lot combination shall be 
selected and located with respect to natural topography to minimize 
filling or grading. 

4. Existing stands of significant trees shall be retained where possible.  
Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall be 
sensitively integrated into existing trees. 

5. The creation of a lot or lots shall not adversely impact the scale, 
pattern or character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its commercial 
areas.

6. The design of a lot, the building pad, and the site layout shall respond 
to and be reflective of the surrounding lots and neighborhood 
character.

7. The lot size that results from a subdivision or lot combination shall not 
be dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding 
neighborhood or commercial area. 

8. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of a building 
proposed on a lot to be divided or combined shall be similar to the 
characteristics and quality of existing development in the City, a 
neighborhood or commercial area. 

9. The design, scale and massing of buildings proposed on a 
subdivided or combined lot shall be subject to the architectural 
guidelines and criteria for the Downtown Architectural District, 
Commercial and Institutional Architectural Districts, and Residential 
Architectural Districts and the Design Review Board/City Council 
review process outline in Section 9 of the Wayzata Zoning

 Ordinance. 
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10. The proposed lot layout and building pads shall conform with all 
relevant performance standards. 

11. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall not tend to or 
actually depreciate the values of neighboring properties in the area in 
which the subdivision or lot combination is proposed. 

12. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be accommodated 
with existing public services, primarily related to transportation and 
utility systems, and will not overburden the City’s service capacity. 

C. Concurrent Preliminary/Final Plat. Section 805.15 of the Subdivision 
Ordinance allows the City to review the preliminary and final plat 
simultaneously.

D. Parkland Dedication. Section 805.37 of the Subdivision Ordinance requires a 
parkland dedication contribution for new single family lots at the time of 
recording of the Final Plat. 

Section 3. FINDINGS  

Based on the Application materials, staff reports, public comment presented at the hearing, 
and Wayzata’s Zoning Ordinance and Subdivision Ordinance, the Planning Commission of 
the City of Wayzata makes the following findings of fact with respect to the Proposed 
Subdivision:

3.1 Proposed Subdivision.

A. Goals.  The Proposed Subdivision is consistent with the goals of the 
Subdivision Ordinance. 

B. Criteria for Approval.

1. The Project associated with the Proposed Subdivision is consistent 
with the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. The proposed Subdivision 
conforms with the low density residential guidance of the Comp Plan 
for this area and the One Acre Single Family District.  The proposed 
lots are in excess of 49,000 SF of lot area. 

2. The building pads associated with the Project (“Proposed Building 
Pads”) would not negatively impact any sensitive areas. 

3. The Proposed Building Pads have been selected and located with 
respect to natural topography to minimize filling or grading, though the 
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Commission would recommend a condition be attached to approval 
that the City Engineer’s approval must be secured for a grading plan, 
prior to any construction work so that land disruption is minimized. 

4. Existing significant trees would be retained where possible on the 
Property. As part of the Project, there would be a net reduction of forty 
nine (49) trees of a total of 340 significant trees on the entire site but 
additional trees would be planted to offset this reduction. 

5. The Proposed Subdivision would not adversely impact the scale, 
pattern or character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its commercial 
areas as it would be consistent with the surrounding area in terms of 
lot area.

6. The design of the lots, the proposed building pads, and the site layout 
of the Proposed Subdivision responds to and is reflective of the 
surrounding lots and neighborhood character.

7. The lot sizes that result from the Proposed Subdivision would not be 
dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding 
neighborhood. The proposed lots conform with and exceed the R-1 
District and Comprehensive Plan minimums for lot area.

8. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of the buildings for 
the new residential lots created by the Proposed Subdivision is not 
known at this time. Further review and approval of the building plans 
for the residential lots within the Subdivision should be required as a 
condition of approval to ensure similarity to the characteristics and 
quality of the existing homes in the neighborhood as required under 
Section 805.14.E.8 and 805.14.E.9. 

9. The proposed lot layout and Proposed Building Pads of the Proposed 
Subdivision would conform will all relevant performance standards.

10. The Proposed Subdivision is not likely to tend to or actually depreciate 
the values of neighboring properties in the area in which it is 
proposed.

11. The Proposed Subdivision would be accommodated with existing 
public services, primarily related to transportation and utility systems, 
and will not overburden the City’s service capacity.

C. Parkland Dedication.  As part of the Final Plat of the Proposed Subdivision, 
the Applicant is dedicating an outlot of 49,520 SF, which is sufficiently sized 
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to meet the required Parkland Dedication imposed by Section 805.37.H of 
the Subdivision Ordinance. 

Section 4. RECOMMENDATION 

4.1 Planning Commission Recommendation. Based on the findings in section 3 of this 
Report, the Planning Commission recommends approval of the Proposed 
Subdivision (Attachment A), subject to the following conditions: 

A. A conservation easement be imposed over the parkland that is dedicated in 
the Final Plat, requiring that the parkland remain in its natural state, and that 
the trees, plants and land be undisturbed by roadways or other development 
except as depicted in the plans for the Project. 

B. The Project incorporate and the Final Plat be revised to reflect the two (2) 
way roadway alternative into the Proposed Subdivision through the Outlot 
that was presented by the Applicant to the Planning Commission on 
November 17, 2014. 

C. The Applicant follow the advice of the State Archaeologist outlined in his 
October 15, 2014 letter to the City Planner, and hire a qualified archaeologist 
to make a detailed survey of the Property to insure there are no remaining 
MS 307.08 issues; or, alternatively, a qualified archaeologist be present on 
the Property during the duration of excavation and any other activity on the 
Property that may reveal or impact a potential human burial site on the 
Property. Should such archaeologist determine that a potential human burial 
site is found, the Applicant shall follow the direction and recommendations of 
such archaeologist handling such sites and the remains associated 
therewith.

D. The Applicant shall incorporate additional landscaping to better screen Lot 3 
from adjacent properties. 

E. The Applicant and/or future homeowners shall submit final building plans for 
each residence in the Proposed Subdivision for review and approval by the 
Planning Commission and City Council that are compatible with the 
characteristics and quality of the existing homes in the neighborhood as 
required under Section 805.14.E.8 and 805.14.E.9. 

F. The City Engineer’s approval must be secured for a grading plan, prior to any 
construction work on the Property so that land disruption is minimized.  

G. The Applicant shall enter into a Stormwater Maintenance Agreement with the 
City Engineer regarding the installation and maintenance of the two (2) 
stormwater ponds located within the outlot. 
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H. All comments of City Staff outlined in the Planning Report on the Application 
dated September 15, 2014 shall be incorporated into the Proposed 
Subdivision as specified in such comments and further directed by such staff. 

I. Prior to any demolition of the existing residence on the Property, the 
Applicant shall contact the City’s Heritage Preservation Board (HPB), and 
allow them access into the residence to document the interior and exterior. 

J The Applicant shall secure all necessary building permits for construction, 
and all laws and regulations applicable to the Project. 

K. All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert, legal, and 
planning fees incurred be fully reimbursed by the Applicant. 

L. The Applicant records the Final Plat document with the appropriate Hennepin 
County officials within one hundred twenty (120) days in conformance with 
Section 805.15.E.7, and provide a recorded copy to the City. 

Adopted by the Wayzata Planning Commission this 2nd day of December 2014. 

Voting In Favor:
Voting Against:
Abstaining:  

            
      Chair, Planning Commission 

000043/480049/1996383_1 
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Attachment A

Preliminary/Final Plat Documentation 

Attachment G

CC_12022014 
Page 230 of 243



DRAFT RESOLUTION NO. 39-2014 

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN APPLICATION FOR CONCURRENT PRELIMINARY 
AND FINAL PLAT SUBDIVISION AT 151 WESTWOOD LANE 

BE IT RESOLVED  by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota as follows: 

Section 1. BACKGROUND 

1.1 Project.  White Birch Properties and Development Group (the “Applicant”) has 
submitted a Development Application (the “Application”) requesting concurrent 
preliminary and final plat subdivision approval (the “Proposed Subdivision” or the 
“Preliminary/Final Plat”) for a new three (3) lot subdivision on the 5.06 acre 
property at 151 Westwood Lane (the “Project”). The Project would remove of the 
existing structure on the property and subdivide the parcel into 3 new lots. 
Access to the Project would be through a public road with a cul-de-sac designed 
to protect as much of the existing tree coverage as possible.

1.2 Application Requests.  As part of the Application, the Applicant is requesting 
approval of the following items: 

A. Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat for Three (3) Lot Subdivision of the 
Property (the “Proposed Subdivision”) 

1.3 Property.  The property identification numbers and owners for the Property 
involved in the proposed Application is as follows: 

151 Westwood Lane 01-117-23-13-0011 White Birch Properties and 
Development Group 

1.4 Land Use. Uses in the general vicinity are entirely single family residential, 
with the majority guided for larger sized lots. The Project area is zoned R-1 
(40,000 SF minimum lot sizes). To the northeast, the properties are guided R-2 
Medium Density Single Family Residential (15,000 SF minimum lot size). 

1.5 Notice and Public Hearing.  Notice of a public hearing on the Application was 
published in the Sun Sailor on September 4, 2014.  A copy of the notice was 
mailed to all property owners located with 350 feet of the Property on September 
5, 2014.  The required public hearing was held at the September 15, 2014 
Planning Commission meeting.  Additional public comment was received at the 
November 17, 2014 Planning Commission meeting.

1.6 Planning Commission Action.  A public hearing on the Application was held at the 
Planning Commission’s September 15, 2014 meeting at which the Planning 
Commission continued review of the Application and directed staff to work with 
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the Applicant to provide additional information on the Application.  The Planning 
Commission resumed their review of the Application at the November 17, 2014 
meeting, and after receiving additional public comment, directed staff to prepare 
a Planning Commission Report and Recommendation recommending approval of 
the Application on a vote of four (4) in favor and three (3) opposed.  The Planning 
Commission adopted a Planning Commission Report and Recommendation
recommending approval of the Application on December 1, 2014 on a vote of __ 
in favor, __ opposed.

Section 2. STANDARDS  

2.1 Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision.  Chapter 805 of the Wayzata City Code, 
(the “Subdivision Ordinance”) sets forth the procedure and substantive review 
criteria for applications for a subdivision. Before any plat can be recorded or of 
any validity, it must be referred to the City Planning Commission and approved 
by the City Council as having fulfilled the requirements of the Subdivision 
Ordinance. Section 805.15 of the Wayzata Subdivision Ordinance allows the City 
to review a proposed preliminary and final plat simultaneously.

A. Goals.  Under Section 805.2.b of the Subdivision Ordinance, subdivisions 
approved under the Subdivision Ordinance must be guided by the 
following: 

1.  Preserve and enhance Wayzata’s “small town” character 
(Comprehensive Plan). 

2.  Respect the existing scale, character and pattern of the City, 
recognizing existing neighborhoods and commercial areas 
(Wayzata Physical Plan). 

3.  Provide a balanced housing supply available for all people no 
matter their income, age, race or ethnicity (Comprehensive Plan). 

4. Support a pedestrian environment at a human, not automotive 
scale (Wayzata Physical Plan). 

5.  Relate development/redevelopment to the natural characteristics of 
the land to enhance the development through the preservation of 
attractive natural amenities (i.e., lakes, wetlands, creeks, wooded 
areas, slopes, etc.) (Comprehensive Plan). 

B. Criteria for Approval.  Under Section 805.14.e of the Subdivision 
Ordinance, the Planning Commission must consider the possible adverse 
effects of a preliminary plat and report its findings and recommendation to 
City Council.  Its judgment must be based upon, but not limited to, the 
following factors: 
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1. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be consistent 
with the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. 

2. Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall 
preserve sensitive areas such as lakes, streams, wetlands, wildlife 
habitat, trees and vegetation, scenic points, historical locations, or 
similar community assets. 

3. Building pads that result from subdivision or lot combination shall 
be selected and located with respect to natural topography to 
minimize filling or grading. 

4. Existing stands of significant trees shall be retained where possible.  
Building pads that result from a subdivision or lot combination shall 
be sensitively integrated into existing trees. 

5. The creation of a lot or lots shall not adversely impact the scale, 
pattern or character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its 
commercial areas. 

6. The design of a lot, the building pad, and the site layout shall 
respond to and be reflective of the surrounding lots and 
neighborhood character. 

7. The lot size that results from a subdivision or lot combination shall 
not be dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding 
neighborhood or commercial area. 

8. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of a building 
proposed on a lot to be divided or combined shall be similar to the 
characteristics and quality of existing development in the City, a 
neighborhood or commercial area. 

9. The design, scale and massing of buildings proposed on a 
subdivided or combined lot shall be subject to the architectural 
guidelines and criteria for the Downtown Architectural District, 
Commercial and Institutional Architectural Districts, and Residential 
Architectural Districts and the Design Review Board/City Council 
review process outline in Section 9 of the Wayzata Zoning

 Ordinance. 

10. The proposed lot layout and building pads shall conform with all 
relevant performance standards. 
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11. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall not tend to or 
actually depreciate the values of neighboring properties in the area 
in which the subdivision or lot combination is proposed. 

12. The proposed subdivision or lot combination shall be 
accommodated with existing public services, primarily related to 
transportation and utility systems, and will not overburden the City’s 
service capacity. 

C. Concurrent Preliminary/Final Plat. Section 805.15 of the Subdivision 
Ordinance allows the City to review the preliminary and final plat 
simultaneously.

D. Parkland Dedication. Section 805.37 of the Subdivision Ordinance 
requires a parkland dedication contribution for new single family lots at the 
time of recording of the Final Plat. 

Section 3. FINDINGS  

The City Council of the City of Wayzata hereby confirms and memorializes that the 
Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat requested in the Application meet the applicable 
requirements of Wayzata’s Subdivision Ordinance, based upon the following findings of 
fact made on the record (as well as all Application materials, staff reports, public 
comment presented at the hearing, and the Recommendation of the Planning 
Commission):

3.1 Proposed Subdivision.

A. Goals.  The Proposed Subdivision is consistent with the goals of the 
Subdivision Ordinance. 

B. Criteria for Approval.

1. The Project associated with the Proposed Subdivision is consistent 
with the Wayzata Comprehensive Plan. The proposed Subdivision 
conforms with the low density residential guidance of the Comp 
Plan for this area and the One Acre Single Family District.  The 
proposed lots are in excess of 49,000 SF of lot area. 

2. The building pads associated with the Project (“Proposed Building 
Pads”) would not negatively impact any sensitive areas. 

3. The Proposed Building Pads have been selected and located with 
respect to natural topography to minimize filling or grading, though 
the Commission would recommend a condition be attached to 
approval that the City Engineer’s approval must be secured for a 
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grading plan, prior to any construction work so that land disruption 
is minimized. 

4. Existing significant trees would be retained where possible on the 
Property. As part of the Project, there would be a net reduction of 
forty nine (49) trees of a total of 340 significant trees on the entire 
site but additional trees would be planted to offset this reduction. 

5. The Proposed Subdivision would not adversely impact the scale, 
pattern or character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its 
commercial areas as it would be consistent with the surrounding 
area in terms of lot area.

6. The design of the lots, the proposed building pads, and the site 
layout of the Proposed Subdivision responds to and is reflective of 
the surrounding lots and neighborhood character.

7. The lot sizes that result from the Proposed Subdivision would not 
be dissimilar from adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding 
neighborhood. The proposed lots conform with and exceed the R-1 
District and Comprehensive Plan minimums for lot area.

8. The architectural appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, 
proportion and scale of roof line and functional plan of the buildings 
for the new residential lots created by the Proposed Subdivision is 
not known at this time. Further review and approval of the building 
plans for the residential lots within the Subdivision should be 
required as a condition of approval to ensure similarity to the 
characteristics and quality of the existing homes in the 
neighborhood as required under Section 805.14.E.8 and 
805.14.E.9.

9. The proposed lot layout and Proposed Building Pads of the 
Proposed Subdivision would conform will all relevant performance 
standards.

10. The Proposed Subdivision is not likely to tend to or actually 
depreciate the values of neighboring properties in the area in which 
it is proposed.

11. The Proposed Subdivision would be accommodated with existing 
public services, primarily related to transportation and utility 
systems, and will not overburden the City’s service capacity.

C. Parkland Dedication.  As part of the Final Plat of the Proposed 
Subdivision, the Applicant is dedicating an outlot of 49,520 SF, which is 
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sufficiently sized to meet the required Parkland Dedication imposed by 
Section 805.37 of the Subdivision Ordinance. 

Section 4. CITY COUNCIL ACTION 

4.1 Based on the Findings in Section 3 of this Resolution, the requests for approval 
of the Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat as set forth in the Application and 
attached to this Resolution (Attachment A), is APPROVED subject to all of the 
following conditions (failure to comply with any one of these conditions shall 
result in the revocation of the approvals): 

A. A conservation easement be imposed over the parkland that is dedicated 
in the Final Plat, requiring that the parkland remain in its natural state, and 
that the trees, plants and land be undisturbed by roadways or other 
development except as depicted in the plans for the Project. 

B. The Project incorporate and the Final Plat be revised to reflect the two (2) 
way roadway alternative into the Proposed Subdivision through the Outlot 
that was presented by the Applicant to the Planning Commission on 
November 17, 2014. 

C. The Applicant follow the advice of the State Archaeologist outlined in his 
October 15, 2014 letter to the City Planner, and hire a qualified 
archaeologist to make a detailed survey of the Property to insure there are 
no remaining MS 307.08 issues; or, alternatively, a qualified archaeologist 
be present on the Property during the duration of excavation and any 
other activity on the Property that may reveal or impact a potential human 
burial site on the Property. Should such archaeologist determine that a 
potential human burial site is found, the Applicant shall follow the direction 
and recommendations of such archaeologist handling such sites and the 
remains associated therewith. 

D. The Applicant shall incorporate additional landscaping to better screen Lot 
3 from adjacent properties. 

E. The Applicant and/or future homeowners shall submit final building plans 
for each residence in the Proposed Subdivision for review and approval by 
the Planning Commission and City Council that are compatible with the 
characteristics and quality of the existing homes in the neighborhood as 
required under Section 805.14.E.8 and 805.14.E.9. 

F. The City Engineer’s approval must be secured for a grading plan, prior to 
any construction work on the Property so that land disruption is minimized.  
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G. The Applicant shall enter into a Stormwater Maintenance Agreement with 
the City Engineer regarding the installation and maintenance of the two (2) 
stormwater ponds located within the outlot. 

H. All comments of City Staff outlined in the Planning Report on the 
Application dated September 15, 2014 shall be incorporated into the 
Proposed Subdivision as specified in such comments and further directed 
by such staff. 

I. Prior to any demolition of the existing residence on the Property, the 
Applicant shall contact the City’s Heritage Preservation Board (HPB), and 
allow them access into the residence to document the interior and exterior. 

J The Applicant shall secure all necessary building permits for construction, 
and all laws and regulations applicable to the Project. 

K. All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert, legal, 
and planning fees incurred be fully reimbursed by the Applicant. 

L. The Applicant records the Final Plat document with the appropriate 
Hennepin County officials within one hundred twenty (120) days in 
conformance with Section 805.15.E.7, and provide a recorded copy to the 
City.

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this _____ day of December, 2014. 

            
      Mayor Ken Willcox 

ATTEST:

City Manager Heidi Nelson

ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION: 

Motion for adoption:

Seconded by:

Voted in favor of:

Voted against:
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Abstained:

Absent:

Resolution adopted. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by 
the City Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on 
___________, 2014. 

__________________________________
Becky Malone, Deputy City Clerk 
SEAL 
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Attachment A

Preliminary/Final Plat Documentation 
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CITY OF WAYZATA 

RESOLUTION NO. 36-2014 

RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANNING COMMISSION APPOINTMENTS 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota as follows: 

Section 1.  BACKGROUND 

1.1 Vacancy.  At the end of 2014, the terms of three members of the Wayzata Planning Commission (the 
“Commission”) will expire.  At the end of 2014, one member of the Planning Commission will have 
resigned his position due to being elected to the Wayzata City Council. This will create a total of four 
vacancies on the Commission.   

1.2 Applicants.  In September and October of 2014, the City Council requested applications from those who 
wished to be considered by the Council to fill the vacancies on the Commission.  A total of six 
applications were received. 

Section 2.  STANDARDS 

2.1 City Council Appointment.  Section 18 of the Revised Charter of the City of Wayzata empowers the City 
Council to create and appoint a City Planning Commission. 

Section 3.  CITY COUNCIL ACTION 

3.1 The City Council of Wayzata hereby finds the following persons eligible to serve as members of the 
Wayzata Planning Commission and appoints them members of the Commission as follows: 

1. _______________ shall serve a full three-year term to expire on December 31, 2017. 

2. _______________ shall serve a full three-year term to expire on December 31, 2017. 

3. _______________ shall serve a full three-year term to expire on December 31, 2017. 

4. _______________ shall serve the remainder of former Commission member Tyacke’s term 
which expires on December 31, 2016. 

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 2nd day of December, 2014. 

_________________________________
       Mayor Ken Willcox 
ATTEST: 

__________________________________
City Manager Heidi Nelson 
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ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION:
Motion for adoption:
Seconded by:
Voted in favor of:
Voted against:   
Abstained:
Absent:
Resolution:   

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution No. 36-2014 adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on December 2, 2014. 

_________________________________
Deputy City Clerk Becky Malone 

SEAL 
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CITY OF WAYZATA 

RESOLUTION NO. 37-2014 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING PARKS AND TRAILS BOARD APPOINTMENTS 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota as follows: 

Section 1.  BACKGROUND 

1.1 Vacancy.  At the end of 2014, the terms of two (2) members of the Parks and Trails Board will expire.
 In addition, a two-year term and a full three-year term is available for terms not filled.  This creates a 
 total of four (4) vacancies on the Parks and Trails Board, of which one (1) of these members may be a 
 non-resident or Wayzata based business owner. 

1.2 Applicants.  In September and October of 2014, the City Council requested applications from those who 
wished to be considered by the Council to fill the vacancies on the Parks and Trails Board.  A total of 
five (5) applications were received. 

Section 2.  STANDARDS 

2.1 City Council Appointment.  Section 18 of the Revised Charter of the City of Wayzata empowers the City 
Council to create and appoint a Parks and Trails Board. 

Section 3.  CITY COUNCIL ACTION 

3.1 The City Council of Wayzata hereby finds the following person eligible to serve as a member of the Parks 
and Trails Board and appoints him/her a member of the Board as follows: 

1. _______________ shall serve a full three-year term to expire on December 31, 2017.  

2. _______________ shall serve a full three-year term to expire on December 31, 2017.  

3. _______________ shall serve a full three-year term to expire on December 31, 2017. 

4. _______________ shall serve the remainder of a term to expire on December 31, 2016.  

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 3rd day of December, 2014. 

       _________________________________ 
       Mayor Ken Willcox 
ATTEST: 

__________________________________
City Manager Heidi Nelson 
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ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION:
Motion for adoption:
Seconded by:
Voted in favor of:
Voted against:   
Abstained:
Absent:
Resolution:   

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution No. 37-2014 adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on December 2, 2014. 

_________________________________
Deputy City Clerk Becky Malone 

SEAL 
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