
ITEM DESCRIPTION PRESENTER JM AM KW BA ST VOTE PAGE #

1 Roll Call

2 Approve Agenda

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

4
New Agenda Items (3 min/councilmember) - 1. Councilmember suggest item to add; 2. Must be 
seconded by another Councilmember; 3. Determine staff resources, scheduling & timeframe;     4. 
Discuss & vote to add to future agenda

a.  

5 Consent Agenda 2

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

f.

g.

h.

i.

j.

6 New Business 
a. Consider Resolution No. 52-2016 Adopting 2017 Final Property Tax Levy and Budget Dahl 94

b. Consider Resolution No. 54-2016 Approving Planning Commission Appointments Dahl 151

c. Consider Resolution No. 55-2016 Approving HRA Appointments Dahl 154

d. Consider Resolution No. 56-2016 Approving Parks & Trails Board Appointments Dahl 156

e. Consider Resolution No. 57-2016 Approving HPB Appointments Dahl 158

f. Consider Resolution No. 35-2016 and Ordinance #763 Frenchwood Third Addition Thomson 160

g. Lake Effect Annual Report and Introduction of Conservancy Consultant Director Dahl 201

h. Consider First Reading of Ordinance #765 Authorizing Sale of Bonds for Mill Street Parking Ramp Dahl 203

7 City Manager's Report and Discussion Items
a.

8 Public Forum (as necessary)

9 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 20, 2016 & January 3, 2017
Planning Commission - December 19, 2016 & Thursday January 18, 2017

Approval of House Plans for 143 Westwood Lane

Approval of Addendum to Recording Secretary Service Agreement with TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc.

Emergency Response Vehicle

Approval of the 2017 Lease Agreement with the Wayzata Chamber of Commerce for the Wayzata Depot at 402 Lake Street E.

Approval of the Fire Service Contract for 2017 with the City of Woodland

  1.  Discuss Pull-Tabs (4:15 PM)

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

Tuesday, December 6, 2016

  3:45 PM Dinner Available for Wayzata City Council - Conference Room
WORKSHOP TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION:

  3.  Interviews for Boards & Commissions (5:15 PM or immediately following)
  2.  CenturyLink Fiber Optic Infrastructure (4:45 PM or immediately following)

7:00 PM - CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Approval of Site Land Lease to Construct a Telecom Mono Pole Tower on the Wayzata West Middle School Property

Approval of Resolution No. 53-2016 Adopting the 2017 City Council Meeting Schedule

Approval of Municipal Licenses 

Approval of City Council Workshop Meeting Minutes of November 15, 2016 and City Council Regular Meeting Minutes of November 15, 2016

Approval of Check Register

Municipal Licenses Which Received Administrative Approval (Informational Only)

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.12-06-2016 CC PACKET 
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WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL 1
DRAFT - WORKSHOP MEETING MINUTES 2

November 15, 2016 3
4

4:30 PM Closed Special Meeting 5
Mayor Willcox called the meeting to order at 4:30 pm in the Conference Room at Wayzata City Hall.  6
Council Members present: Anderson, McCarthy, Mullin and Tyacke.  Also present: City Manager Dahl, 7
and City Attorney Schelzel.   8

9
The City Council recessed to a closed special meeting of the Wayzata City Council to conduct a 10
performance evaluation of Wayzata City Manager Jeffrey Dahl pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 13D.05, Subd. 3.  11
The motion carried 5/0. 12

13
Mrs. McCarthy made a motion, seconded by Mrs. Anderson to adjourn the closed meeting at 5:27pm.   14

15
5:30 PM Interviews for Boards & Commissions 16
Mayor Willcox called the workshop meeting to order at 5:30 pm in the Community Room at Wayzata 17
City Hall.  Council Members present:  Anderson, McCarthy, Mullin and Tyacke.  Also present:  City 18
Manager Dahl. 19

20
The Council conducted interviews for the following finalists: 21

22
Time Applicant Commission/Board 
5:30 PM Judy Starkey Parks & Trails 
5:40 PM Dan Gustafson Various Commissions/Boards 
5:50 PM Sarah Randolph Parks & Trails 
6:00 PM break
6:10 PM Tyler Purdy Parks & Trails 
6:20 PM Dan Baasen Parks & Trails 
6:30 PM Kim Anderson HPB 

23
The workshop meetings were adjourned at 6:55 pm.  24

25
Respectfully submitted, 26

27
28
29

Becky Malone 30
Deputy City Clerk 31
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WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL 1
DRAFT - MEETING MINUTES 2

November 15, 2016 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: McCarthy, 6
Mullin, Anderson, and Tyacke.  Also present: City Manager Dahl, City Attorney Schelzel, and 7
Director of Planning and Building Thomson. 8

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

13
Mr. Willcox advised the Council met in Workshop prior to the meeting to conduct a six-month 14
performance evaluation of City Manager Jeff Dahl. They concluded City Manager is well 15
respected and overall the Council is pleased with his work. The only area of improvement 16
includes more detail with City finances, which will come with more time in his role.  17

18
AGENDA ITEM 3. Public Forum – 15 Minutes (3 minutes per person).19
a. Update on Light Up The Lake Celebration 20
Becky Pierson, Chamber of Commerce President, announced Light Up the Lake Celebration will 21
begin on November 25 at the Depot. In addition to the usual festivities, the Police Department 22
will begin collecting Toys for Tots, there will be a Candy Cane Hunt, and Elf on a Shelf. Also, 23
Small Business Saturday will be on November 26, Jingle Mingle will be on December 1, and 24
Shop for a Purpose on December 16. 25
 Mayor Willcox announced a new evergreen tree was donated to the City to replace the 26
tree near the Depot that was damaged in a storm this past summer.  27

28
b. Proclamation for Restorative Justice Week 29
This item was addressed following Item 7e. 30

31
AGENDA ITEM 4. New Agenda Items.32
None.33

34
AGENDA ITEM 5. Consent Agenda.   35
Mr. Tyacke referred to page 20 of the meeting packet and inquired about the $9,840.60 charge to 36
the Metropolitan Council. City Manager Dahl confirmed it was for sewer hookup and stated the 37
City receives the money through the building permit process and it is then given to the 38
Metropolitan Council with no net cost to the City. 39
 Mr. Tyacke pointed out a license for Gianni’s and inquired about the plan to remove the 40
pergola structure at that business. Mr. Dahl stated the business owner is aware it needs to come 41
down before it snows and is working on it.  42
 Mrs. McCarthy made a motion, seconded by Mr. Tyacke, to approve the consent agenda: 43
a. Approval of City Council Special Workshop Meeting Minutes of October 31, 2016, City 44

Council Workshop Meeting of November 1, 2016, and City Council Regular Meeting 45
Minutes of November 1, 2016  46

b. Approval of Check Register 47
c. Municipal Licenses Which Received Administrative Approval (Informational Only) 48
d. Approval of Municipal Licenses 49
e. Police Activity Report 50
f. Building Activity Report 51
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  Draft – CC111516-2 

g. Approval of 2017 Liability Insurance Coverage Waiver Form 1
The motion carried 5/0. 2

3
AGENDA ITEM 6. Canvass Election Results 4
a. Consider Approval of Resolution #51-2016 Canvassing the Returns and Declaring 5

the Results of the November 8, 2016 City General Election 6
City Manager Dahl reviewed the Resolution Canvassing the Returns and Declaring the Results of 7
the November 8, 2016 City General Election. He stated Wayzata voter turnout was 82% and 50% 8
of people who voted, did so before the election.  9
 The Council thanked City staff who handled early voters and the election judges that 10
helped on election day. 11
 Mr. Tyacke made a motion, seconded by Mrs. McCarthy, to adopt Resolution No. 51-12
2016 Canvassing the Returns and Declaring the Results of the November 8, 2016 City General 13
Election declaring that Ken Willcox has been duly elected to the Office of Mayor for a four-year 14
term and Dan Koch and Alex Plechash have been duly elected to the Offices of Council Member 15
for four-year terms. The motion carried 5/0. 16

17
AGENDA ITEM 7.  New Business. 18
a. Consider Resolution No. 50-2016 Calling for a Public Hearing for Sale of Bonds for 19

Mill Street Parking Ramp Financing.  20
City Manager Dahl provided the following details on financing for the Mill Street Parking Ramp: 21

Total bonding amount will be $10,295,000 22
It is a 24-year term 23
$2.370 million in cash allowance from the City 24
City is rated AA+ 25
Starting in 2019, there is $490,000 in TIF available. At 105% coverage, there will not be 26
any need for a general fund levy. 27

 Stacie Kvilvang, Ehlers and Associates, reported in detail on the report provided by 28
Ehlers regarding financing of the Mill Street Parking Ramp, and the timeline of action, which are 29
provided in the meeting packet.  30
 Mr. Tyacke inquired if it is still projected that the tax increment revenues will provide 31
enough to cover the debt service on the bonds and what becomes of any unused amount of 32
money. 33
 Ms. Kvilvang responded it is still projected that the tax increment revenues will be 34
adequate to provide debt service on the bonds and any remaining unused money will be placed in 35
the City’s debt service account and used toward debt service on the bonds. The City will receive 36
$10,000,000 in bond proceeds of which the City can use about $7,700,000 in construction costs. 37
They City can choose to spend the bond proceeds first and use the cash second.38
 Mr. Mullin inquired if there are any prepayment penalty provisions. Ms. Kvilvang stated 39
these are 24-year bonds and cannot be prepaid until after the 8-year call.  40
 Mr. Willcox inquired if this bond has any effect on the City’s overall borrowing capacity. 41
Ms. Kvilvang responded it does not count against the City’s debt limit or capacity. 42
 Mrs. Anderson inquired about pursuing a new bond rating. Ms. Kvilvang responded they 43
are recommending the City switch to Standard & Poor’s bond rating because they are more 44
transparent in their rating, give more control over things that can be done in the community, and 45
are hoping to establish the City’s AAA bond rating through the process. The cost ranges from 46
$8,000 - $15,000. The City’s healthy financials, population, and redevelopment are all positive 47
things that could help get a AAA bond rating.  48
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 Mr. Mullin inquired if the pledged TIF stream revenue off The Landing has any impact 1
on how the rating agency looks at this. Ms. Kvilvang stated it does not since it is a general 2
obligation.3
 Mr. Tyacke made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mullin, to adopt Resolution No. 50-2016 4
Providing for the Sale of $7,925,000 General Obligation Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2016A.5
 Mr. Tyacke referred to item No. 2 in the Resolution, and inquired if it should state a 6
public hearing will be held in the meeting. Ms. Kvilvang advised a public hearing is not held on 7
the bond sale, but is held on the amendments to the TIF plan. 8
 Mrs. Anderson advised her reasons for voting no were stated at the previous Council 9
meeting.10
 The motion carried 4/1. (Anderson) 11

12
b. Review Parking Mitigation Plan and Consider Approval of Contract with 13

Unparalleled Parking for Valet Services 14
City Manager Dahl reported on the details of the parking mitigation plan that are outlined in the 15
meeting packet. The City will use social media and the website to highlight parking that is 16
available and communicate any changes throughout construction. 17
 Mr. Willcox inquired if the valet parking sign said it was free. Mr. Dahl stated he would 18
look into it. 19
 Mr. Tyacke referred to page 65 in the meeting packet, Sections 1(B) and (C), and 20
inquired if there was an obligation for Unparalleled Parking to carry insurance to protect the City. 21
Mr. Dahl stated the City would require a Certificate of Insurance. City Attorney Schelzel 22
recommended the Council approve this with the condition that the City Attorney address it before 23
moving forward.  24
 Mr. Mullin encouraged the City to be steady with valet parking even if it is not used as 25
much as anticipated. They do not want to frustrate business owners, residents, commuters, or 26
guests.27
 Mrs. McCarthy stated it is very important for the City to hold the contractors accountable 28
as to where they are going to park.  29
 Mrs. Anderson referred to page 68, Section 4(G), and pointed out the company has 30
agreed to collect extensive data. She expressed concern with how accurate data is and how it is 31
being collected. Mr. Dahl suggested they strike item Nos. iii through vi under Section 4(G).  Mr. 32
Willcox commented some of the data may be useful.  33
 Mr. Willcox inquired about the data that was being taken at the docks. Mrs. Anderson 34
stated she thinks it was not done last summer due to so much transition. Mr. Dahl stated he will 35
look into it.  36
 Mrs. Anderson suggested staff review data collection expectations in the contract with 37
Unparalleled Parking and revise the agreement as necessary.  38
 Mrs. Anderson made a motion, seconded by Mr. Tyacke, to approve the Agreement 39
between the City of Wayzata and Unparalleled Parking for Valet Parking Service, with Section 40
4(G) revised at the discretion of the City Manager and reviewal of the insurance provision by the 41
City Attorney. The motion carried 5/0. 42
   43
c.  Consider Approval of Fee-in-Lieu-of-Parking (FILOP) Policy 44
City Manager Dahl reported on the following changes made to the FILOP policy: 1) All 45
references to “higher density” development in both the resolution and policy were removed; and 46
2) Added the following clarifying language: a) term is now 20 years for projects requiring 25 47
parking spaces or less and 30 years for projects requiring 26 or more spaces; and, b) interest rate 48
is set by referring to the current Federal Prime Rage (currently is 3.5%). 49
 Mr. Tyacke inquired if the difference between the 20-year term and 30-year term puts the 50
City in the same place financially. Mr. Dahl stated it takes longer for the City to get its money 51
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back with the 30-year term, but it is close. Depending on the project, the term may be shortened if 1
the City needed the money sooner.  2

3
d. Consider Resolution No. 47-2016 Adopting Fee-in-Lieu-of-Parking (FILOP) Policy 4
 and Setting Fee 5
Mr. Tyacke made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mullin, to adopt Resolution No. 47-2016 Adopting 6
Fee-in-Lieu-of-Parking Policy and Setting the Fee Per Stall. The motion carried 5/0.7

8
e. Consider Resolution No. 49-2016 Denying Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision at 9
 15610 Holdridge Road East 10
Director of Building and Planning Thomson reported that the property owners Anna 11
Ovsyannikova and Yengeniy Ogranovich, have submitted a development application to subdivide 12
the property at 15610 Holdridge Road East into two single-family residential lots. The existing 13
house would remain and one new home would be constructed on the new lot. The proposal 14
requires preliminary and final plat review.   15
 Mr. Thomson reported the Planning Commission recommends denial of the application 16
because the proposed subdivision would not be consistent with the character of the neighborhood 17
in these specific areas: 1) The proposed lots would be smaller than existing lots in the 18
neighborhood; 2) Building pads do not preserve sensitive areas because of the removal of trees 19
and potential for additional tree impacts, and amount of grading and fill needed to construct on 20
the slope; and, 3) Significant stands of trees would be removed.  21
 Mrs. McCarthy inquired how big the surrounding properties were compared to the 22
proposed subdivision. Mr. Thomson directed the Council to page 78 of the meeting packet. In 23
reference to lot widths, there are two other lots in the area that are wide enough to be subdivided 24
and still meet minimum the 100-foot width requirements.   25
 Mr. Tyacke pointed out the zoning classification is R-2 medium density single family, 26
but the Comprehensive Plan it is designated at low density single family. He inquired if this 27
application is going against the intent of the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Thomson explained the 28
title of the R-2 zoning district. The minimum lot size requirements in the R-2 zoning district are 29
consistent with the low density residential land use category in the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. 30
Thomson stated that the R-2 zoning is not in conflict with the Comprehensive Plan. 31
 Anna Ovsyannikova and Yengeniy Ogranovich, 15160 Holdridge Road East, applicants, 32
commented they want to subdivide the lot because they will never use the east portion of it. The 33
acreage of the lot will be less and behind the house, but the lot frontage consistency will not 34
change. Regarding the amount of grading needed, the lot is sloped, the neighbor’s house was built 35
on the same slope, and the proposed home will be a walkout to accommodate the slope. The small 36
wetland on the property and trees will remain undamaged during construction. Since moving in to 37
the existing home on the property, they have had their yard professionally landscaped and planted 38
hundreds of trees and shrubs. The lot could be split differently to give the second lot more 39
acreage. 40
 Mr. Tyacke inquired about the amount of grading and fill needed on the lot. Mr. 41
Ogranovich stated they Planning Commission asked about the amount of grading and fill needed. 42
The architect just provided the numbers today, and he will submit them to the City. Ms. 43
Ovsyannikova stated they are excavating for the foundation and using the same dirt to level the 44
area for the driveway.  45
 Mr. Willcox inquired how steep the driveway is. Ms. Ovsyannikova responded the 46
requirement is 10 degrees maximum and they are just under that. There will be a couple of 47
retaining walls around the driveway, but most of the dirt used will be from the foundation. They 48
may need three addition truckloads of dirt, but it is hard to determine that at this point.  49
 Mrs. McCarthy inquired if they are committed to building the house.  Ms. Ovsyannikova 50
stated she hopes to build the home, move into it, and sell the existing home.  51
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 Alex Calingart, 15804 Holdridge Road East, commented he opposes the subdivision and 1
thanks an increase in density will change the character of the neighborhood.  2
 Suzanne Candell, 15804 Holdridge Road East, commented she opposes the project due to 3
the resulting smaller lot size, and the number of trees to be removed, including two heritage trees.  4
She expressed concern on how it will affect the neighborhood, the natural woodland, and the 5
wetland.6
 Eric Nagle, 15709 Holdridge Road East, commented he opposes this project and 7
requested they vote with the recommendation of the Planning Commission. He expressed concern 8
that more people may want to subdivide in the neighborhood.  9
 Anne Glad, 15611 Holdridge Road East, commented she opposes the project. She stated 10
additional fill is needed around the house that has not been discussed and she is concerned with 11
the impact to the trees. 12
 Mr. Tyacke stated the applicant has made beautiful improvements to the neighborhood, 13
but expressed concern with the fill and grading, trees, lot design, creating a precedent in the 14
neighborhood, and the scale and mass of house being different than others in the neighborhood. 15
 Mr. Mullin commented he does not have any issues with the subdivision on the front of 16
the home, noting there are several homes on the street that have a two-story home and this design 17
is similar. Due to the work the applicant has put towards improving the existing property, he is 18
open to the subdivision.  19
 Mrs. Anderson commented the applicant has added value to the neighborhood. She is 20
open to the subdivision because it falls in line with the existing codes, but encouraged the 21
applicant to find a character and style of home that is in line with the neighborhood.  She would 22
like more information regarding the fill issues, wetland impact, and run off issues.  23
 Mrs. McCarthy commented she is conflicted in what is being proposed because it fits 24
within the zoning for a subdivision, but all the other lots are much larger. She encouraged the 25
applicant to find a home design that better fits in with the existing neighborhood and thanked the 26
applicant for the work they have done on the property. She preferred the second proposal for the 27
subdivision with two more equally sized lots. Mrs. McCarthy stated the proposal falls within the 28
zoning requirements, but those requirements may need to be looked at by neighborhood instead 29
of by region. She requested more information regarding fill and the water issues.   30
 Mr. Willcox thanked the applicants for their work on their current house and how they 31
have handled this application. He struggles with the steep slope on the lot. The subdivision 32
ordinance requires conformity to the neighborhood and the final result is not one the ordinance 33
had envisioned. He supports the recommendation for denial of this application. 34
 Mr. Mullin inquired about the new tree ordinance and what the impact would be with this 35
application. Mr. Thomson stated the ordinance allows the removal of up to 25% of the inches of 36
significant trees before any mitigation is required. Removal of heritage trees requires two inches 37
of replacement for every one inch removed. There is also a requirement that the house must be 38
located to minimize tree removal. In addition, during construction the trees need to be 39
appropriately protected. This project is under the 25% for tree removal of significant trees, and 40
the plans include the removal of one heritage tree.   41
 Mr. Mullin inquired about the fill on the property and if the grading plan could require 42
administrative approval before a house it built. Mr. Thomson stated since the house is designed 43
and the grading plan has been submitted, it can be reviewed to see how much fill is needed and to 44
determine any potential drainage impacts.  45
 Regarding the application, Mr. Thomson advised there is an additional 60 days before it 46
expires.47
 Some members of the Council agreed they would like to see more specifics regarding the 48
slope on the lot and requested the applicant look at what they could do to improve the back area 49
of the lot. 50
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 Mr. Tyacke inquired about the process for redrawing the lot lines. City Attorney Schelzel 1
stated the applicant would have to start over and submit a new application since it is a different 2
plat. Mr. Mullin stated the plat should not be redrawn or the application resubmitted until the 3
Council has seen more information regarding the grading plan and is comfortable moving 4
forward.5
 Mrs. Anderson stated she does not have an issue with the shape of the lots, but more of 6
whether it’s a subdivision or not. She supports tabling the application in order to receive 7
additional information from the City Engineer regarding drainage, grade, and fill, and have a 8
better concept of the driveway. Regarding the design of the home and how it fits into the 9
neighborhood, house plan approval could be made a condition of approval before construction 10
could begin. She expressed concern with timing of the application since there will be two new 11
Councilmembers after the end of the year that may hold a different opinion.  12
 Mrs. Anderson made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mullin, to table Resolution 49-2016 13
Denying Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision at 15610 Holdridge Road East until the next 14
Council meeting. The motion carried 5/0. 15

16
AGENDA ITEM 3. Public Forum – 15 Minutes (3 minutes per person). (Continued)17
b. Proclamation for Restorative Justice Week 18
Police Chief Risvold announced Restorative Justice Week and provided examples of how it 19
works in Wayzata. He explained it refers to low-level, first-time offenders, and instead of 20
arresting them, they try to keep them out of the criminal justice system by crafting a contract with 21
them. If the offender completes the requirements of the contract, the case is not referred to the 22
criminal justice system or the court.  Mayor Willcox read the proclamation declaring November 23
13-19, 2016 as Restorative Justice Week in the City of Wayzata. 24

25
AGENDA ITEM 7.  New Business. (Continued) 26
f. Discuss Addendum to CIP for Mill Street Parking Ramp 27
City Manager Dahl reported they are moving forward with the ramp without the roof. At the last 28
Council meeting, he was directed to look into additional funding for the roof and put it in the 29
Capital Improvement Program (CIP). He reported due to a healthy reserve in the Library Fund, 30
staff is comfortable transferring $150,000 to help fund the roof. 31
 Mrs. McCarthy inquired about the creation of the CIP for the roof.  If it is part of the 32
downtown parking CIP, it will be difficult to track the money going in and out. She would prefer 33
it be clearly identified as specifically for the roof.  34
 Mr. Dahl stated it is identified as its own project, but is part of the Downtown Parking 35
District CIP.  The benefit to having it there is that there are revenues that could potentially be a 36
part of it.  37
 Mrs. Anderson stated she thought it would be a separate fund so it shows there was an 38
effort to move forward with it. Mr. Willcox stated they wanted to maintain visibility on it.  39
 Mr. Dahl advised he will make it a separate line item. 40

41
AGENDA ITEM 8.  City Manager's Report and Discussion Items. 42
a. Celebration of Service for Outgoing Councilmember 43
City Manager Dahl announced the Celebration of Service will take place on December 15 from 44
5:00 to 7:00 p.m. with a program at 6:00 p.m. in the Community Room.   45

46
b.  Volunteer Appreciation Dinner 47
Mrs. McCarthy announced the Volunteer Appreciation Dinner will take place on November 17. 48

49
Mayor Willcox reminded everyone of Light Up The Lake celebration on November 25. 50

51
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AGENDA ITEM 9. Public Forum Continued (as necessary). 1
None.2

3
AGENDA ITEM 10. Adjournment. 4
Mr. Mullin made a motion, seconded by Mr. Tyacke to adjourn. There being no further business, 5
Mayor Willcox adjourned the meeting at 9:17 p.m. 6

7
Respectfully submitted, 8

9
10
11

Becky Malone 12
Deputy City Clerk 13

14
Drafted by Shannon Schmidt 15
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc.16
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Abel Heating and Cooling Mound, MN
Bonfe's Plumbing, Heating and Air Services, Inc. South St. Paul, MN
Corporate Mechanical, Inc
Corval Constructors, Inc. St. Paul,  MN
Genz-Ryan Plumbing and Heating Burnsville, MN
Horwitz, Inc
Metropolitan Mechanical Contractors, Inc. Eden Prairie, MN
Ron's Mechanical

Gerring's Car Wash Wayzata, MN
Wayzata Bay Car Wash Wayzata, MN
Wayzata BP

6Smith Wayzata, MN
American Legion 118 DBA "Ernest Aselton American Legion PosWayzata, MN
Ben & Jerry's
Big Bowl Chinese Express Wayzata, MN
Blake School-Highcroft Campus
Bruegger's Wayzata, MN
Café by the Bay
Caribou Coffee Company, Inc #1296
Caribou Coffee Company, Inc. #103 Wayzata, MN
Caribou Coffee Company, Inc. #145
Chipotle Mexican Grill #0884 Wayzata, MN
C V Wayzata
Crisp & Green
D'Amico & Sons Wayzata, MN
District Fresh Kitchen & Bar
Folkestone Senior Housing Wayzata, MN
Gianni's Steakhouse
Jade Fountain Chinese Restaurant
Jimmy John's Wayzata, MN
Kentucky Fried Chicken
Lunds & Byerlys Kitchen Wayzata, MN
Maggie's Restaurant
McCormick's
McDonald's Restaurant #6823 Wayzata, MN
Meridian Manor
Noodles & Company Wayzata, MN
Punch Neapolitan Pizza
Redeemer Lutheran Church 
Redeemer Lutheran School Wayzata, MN
St. Bartholomew Catholic Church

Shakopee, MN

New Hope, MN

2017 Gas Fitter's License

New Hope, MN

12/6/2016
THE FOLLOWING 2016/2017 MUNICIPAL LICENSES

WERE APPROVED ADMINISTRATIVELY

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

2017 Car Wash License

Wayzata, MN
2017 Food License

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN
Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN
Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN
Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN
Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN
Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN
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St. Bartholomew Catholic School
St. Barts (Lake Area Discovery Center)
Sakana Sushi
Starbucks Coffee #2440 Wayzata, MN
Sushi Fix
The McIver Center Wayzata, MN
The Retreat 
Tri's Wok
Unitarian Universalist Church of Minnetonka Wayzata, MN
Wayzata Bar & Grill
Wayzata Community Church Wayzata, MN
Wayzata Masonic Lodge #205
Wayzata School District #284 Culinary Express Department @ 
Wayzata West Middle School
Woodhill Country Club Wayzata, MN
Yogurt Lab

McCormick's Beachside Wayzata, MN
Wayzata Yacht Club
Bruegger's Wayzata, MN

D'Amico & Sons
Gianni's Steakhouse Wayzata, MN
Kentucky Fried Chicken
Maggies Restaurant Wayzata, MN
McCormick's Beachside

Eurosport of Wayzata Wayzata, MN
Holiday Stationstore, Inc
T & T Boatworks Marina Wayzata, MN
Wayzata Bay Car Wash
Wayzata Service Center DBA "Wayzata BP" Wayzata, MN

Folkestone Senior Housing, Inc. Wayzata, MN
Meridian Manor 
The McIver Center Wayzata, MN
The Retreat 

Wayzata, MN
Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

12/6/2017
THE FOLLOWING 2016/2017 MUNICIPAL LICENSES

WERE APPROVED ADMINISTRATIVELY

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

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

2017 Food License (continued)

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

2017 Food Seasonal Permanent Food Stand License

2017 Food Food Vehicle License

2017 Gasoline Filling Station License

2017 Lodging Establishment License

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN

Wayzata, MN
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City of Wayzata 
600 Rice Street 
Wayzata, MN  55391-1734 

Mayor: 
Ken Willcox 

City Council: 
Bridget Anderson 
Johanna McCarthy 
Andrew Mullin 
Steven Tyacke 
City Manager: 
Jeffrey Dahl

Phone: 952-404-5300  Fax: 952-404-5318   e-mail: city@wayzata.org  home page:  www.wayzata.org 

M E M O R A N D U M 

TO: City Council Members 

FROM: Julie Kaufman, Admin Assistant/Payroll Clerk 

DATE: November 21, 2016 

RE: Application for Solicitors License 

Trevor Wachter from AT&T submitted an application for door-to-door Solicitors License within 
the city limits of Wayzata for the purpose of selling AT&T cellular services and products. 

The Wayzata Police Department conducted a background check and have recommended 
issuance of the Solicitors License.  Wayzata City Code Section 520.03(b) stipulates that all 
such applications require City Council approval. 

Where the applicant has submitted all requested and required information; and whereas the 
background check has been found to be satisfactory; therefore, staff recommends approval of 
Trevor Wachter from AT&T a Solicitors License. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Julie Kaufman 
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Trevor Wachter - AT&T Bloomington, MN

Whitney Kavanagh - Juut Salon Spa 1125 Wayzata Blvd. East

Kim Janz - Juut Salon Spa 1125 Wayzata Blvd. East

Stephanie Hansen - Juut Salon Spa 1125 Wayzata Blvd. East

Margaret Metz 1421 Wayzata Blvd. East #215

Holiday Stationstore, Inc. Wayzata, MN

North Shore Vape Wayzata, MN

Walgreens #15679 Wayzata, MN

Wayzata BP Wayzata, MN

Wayzata Wine & Spirits Wayzata, MN

2017 Tobacco Products License

 2016/2017 MUNICIPAL LICENSES

FOR CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL ON 12/06/2016

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

2017 Therapeutic Massage Personal License

2016 Peddlers, Solicitors, Transient Merchants License
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City of Wayzata 
600 Rice Street 
Wayzata, MN  55391-1734 

Mayor: 
Ken Willcox 

City Council: 
Bridget Anderson 
Johanna McCarthy 
Andrew Mullin 
Steven Tyacke 
Interim City 
Manager: 
Jeffrey Dahl

Phone: 952-404-5300  Fax: 952-404-5318   e-mail: city@wayzata.org  home page:  www.wayzata.org 

MEMORANDUM

DATE:  December 1, 2016 

TO:  The Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 

FROM: Becky Malone, Deputy City Clerk 

RE:  Adoption of 2017 meeting schedule for the Wayzata City Council 

BACKGROUND:
Section 17 of the Wayzata City Charter provides that the meetings of the Council shall 
be held at a time and place designated by resolution.  To comply with this requirement, 
the City Council is being asked to adopt a resolution establishing their 2017 meeting 
schedule.

The resolution establishes two regular Council meetings each month.  The schedule 
has been adjusted to accommodate night to unite, elections, etc.

Staff recommends that the City Council establish only its meeting dates by resolution.  A 
City calendar is provided to show other significant dates and meetings of boards and 
commissions.  The calendar would not be adopted by the City Council. 

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the resolution establishing its 2017 
meeting schedule. 

ACTION REQUESTED: 
Approval of Resolution No. 53-2016 Adopting the 2017 City Council Meeting Schedule. 
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City of Wayzata
Meeting Calendar

January 2017 February 2017
S M T W Th F S S M T W Th F S
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4
8 9 10 11 12 13 14 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
15 16 17 18 19 20 21 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
22 23 24 25 26 27 28 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
29 30 31 26 27 28

March 2017 April 2017
S M T W Th F S S M T W Th F S

1 2 3 4 1  Planning Commission
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
12 13 14 15 16 17 18 9 10 11 12 13 14 15  City Council
19 20 21 22 23 24 25 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
26 27 28 29 30 31 23 24 25 26 27 28 29  Wayzata School Board

30
 Lake Minnetonka

May 2017 June 2017  Conservation District (LMCD)
S M T W Th F S S M T W Th F S

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3  Heritage Preservation
7 8 9 10 11 12 13 4 5 6 7 8 9 10   Board (HPB) - 7:00 PM
14 15 16 17 18 19 20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
21 22 23 24 25 26 27 18 19 20 21 22 23 24  Housing & Redevelopment
28 29 30 31 25 26 27 28 29 30  Authority (HRA) - 7:30 AM

 Parks & Trails Board
July 2017 August 2017

S M T W Th F S S M T W Th F S   Elections (see below)
1 1 2 3 4 5

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 6 7 8 9 10 11 12  Night to Unite
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 13 14 15 16 17 18 19
16 17 18 19 20 21 22 20 21 22 23 24 25 26
23 24 25 26 27 28 29 27 28 29 30 31
30 31

September 2017 October 2017
S M T W Th F S S M T W Th F S

1 2 1 2 3 4 5 6 7  Holiday  
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 8 9 10 11 12 13 14  City Offices Closed
10 11 12 13 14 15 16 15 16 17 18 19 20 21
17 18 19 20 21 22 23 22 23 24 25 26 27 28
24 25 26 27 28 29 30 29 30 31 Precinct Caucuses - 

Primary Election - 
November 2017 December 2017

S M T W Th F S S M T W Th F S School Board Election - November 7
1 2 3 4 1 2

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
12 13 14 15 16 17 18 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
19 20 21 22 23 24 25 17 18 19 20 21 22 23
26 27 28 29 30 24 25 26 27 28 29 30

31

Meeting dates and times are subject to 
change.  Dates can be confirmed by 

calling City Hall.
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CITY OF WAYZATA 

RESOLUTION NO. 53-2016 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE 2017 WAYZATA CITY COUNCIL MEETING SCHEDULE 

WHEREAS, Section 17 of the Wayzata City Charter provides that the meetings of the Council 
shall be held at a time and place designated by resolution; and 

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the Wayzata City Council to establish an official City Council 
meeting schedule for 2017; and 

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the Wayzata City Council to hold regular City Council meetings 
at 7:00 pm in the Community Room at Wayzata City Hall; and 

WHEREAS, it is also the desire of the Wayzata City Council that City Council workshop 
meetings may be scheduled at various dates and times as necessary throughout the year; and 

WHEREAS, if the Wayzata City Council is unable to meet on the dates indicated, or if 
additional meetings are needed, a special notice will be given as provided by law. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Wayzata City Council adopts the following 
regular City Council meeting schedule for 2017: 

January 3 &17 
February 7 & 21 
March 7 & 21 
April 4 & 18 
May 2 & 16 
June 6 & 20 
July 5 & 18 
August 2 & 15 
September 5 & 19 
October 3 & 17 
November 1 & 21 
December 5 & 19 

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 6th day of December, 2016. 

      Mayor Ken Willcox 
ATTEST:

City Manager Jeffrey Dahl
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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 a resolution adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on December 6, 
2016.

__________________________________
Deputy City Clerk Becky Malone 

SEAL 
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Planning Report
City Council

December 6, 2016

Project Name: Urness Residence
Addresses of Request: 143 Westwood La S
Prepared by: Jeff Thomson, Director of Planning and Building
“60 Day” Deadline: January 7, 2017

Development Application

Introduction
The applicant, Hendel Homes, has submitted building plans for construction of a new
home at 143 Westwood La S. The property is part of the MacMillan Place subdivision 
that was approved by the City Council in April 2015. The subdivision includes two 
single-family residential lots with a shared driveway from Westwood Lane. The City 
Council resolution approving the subdivision included a condition that states:

“The Applicant and/or future homeowner 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 
obtain approval of such plans prior to the issuance of any building permit for the 
Proposed Subdivision.”

The applicant has submitted the house plans for review and approval by the Planning 
Commission and City Council. The proposed site plan and building plans are included 
as Attachment A.

Project Location.
The property identification number and owner of the property are as follows:

Address PID Owner
143 Westwood La S 01-117-23-12-0005 White Birch Property/Development Group

Map 1: Project Location
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Urness Residence
Page 2 of 4

Relevant Property Information
Current zoning: R-1/Low Density Single Family Residential District

Comp plan designation: One Acre Single Family
Total lot area: 90,968 sq. ft.

Surrounding Land Uses
The following table outlines the uses, zoning, and Comprehensive Plan land use 
designations for adjacent properties:

Direction Adjacent Use Zoning Comp Plan Land Use 
Designation

North Single-family homes R-1/Low Density 
Single Family 
Residential District

One Acre Single Family

East Single-family homes R-1/Low Density 
Single Family 
Residential District

One Acre Single Family

South Single-family homes R-1/Low Density 
Single Family 
Residential District

One Acre Single Family

West Highway 12 N/A N/A

Analysis of Application

Zoning
The following table outlines the zoning requirements for the property: 

Table 1: Proposed House
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Urness Residence
Page 3 of 4

R-1 Requirement Proposed
Front setback (east) 45 ft. (min.) 400+ ft.
Side setback (north) 20 ft. (min.) 25 ft.
Side setback (south) 20 ft. (min.) 45 ft.
Rear setback (west) 50 ft. (min.) 185 ft.
Lot coverage 15% (max.) 3.8%
Impervious surface 25% (max.) 13.8%
Height 3 stories or 40 ft. to midpoint 31 ft.

House Plans
The proposed plans include detailed elevations and floor plans for the new house. The 
proposed house would be two levels with a walk-out basement on the back of the home. 
The house would include a four car attached garage with driveway access from 
Westwood Lane S. The primary exterior materials consist of stone, standing seam metal 
canopies, and an asphalt shingle roof.

Driveway Access
The approved subdivision plans included widening the driveway that serves the existing 
house to 20 feet. The driveway would be shared between the two lots. The proposed 
site plan includes a change to the driveway configuration. The two lots would share a 
single driveway access from Westwood Lane. However, the driveway would split at the 
front of the properties, and two separate driveways would be provided for the lots. The 
revised driveway plan would remove two spruce trees, but the rest of the spruce hedge
would remain. The proposed driveway would need to be 20 feet in width to meet the fire 
code access requirements.  

Tree Preservation
The proposed plans include the removal of four trees and nine cedars along the edge of 
the driveway court. The trees to be removed include one heritage tree, a 30-inch maple 
tree just west of the proposed screen porch.  The maple tree is classified as a heritage 
tree and would require replacement at a ratio of 2 inches for every 1 inch removed. The 
applicant would therefore be required to plant 60 inches of trees on the site. The 
remainder of the trees that would be removed are significant trees. The significant trees 
removed would be less than 25 percent of the total inches of trees on the site.
Therefore, no mitigation would be required for the removal of the significant trees.

Planning Commission Review
The Planning Commission reviewed the house plans at its meeting on November 21, 
2016. At the meeting, the Planning Commission voted five in favor and zero opposed to 
recommend the City Council approve the house plans, as submitted by the applicant. 

Applicable Code Provisions for Review

Preliminary Plat Criteria (Section 805.14.E)
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Urness Residence
Page 4 of 4

The City Council condition requiring review and approval of the home design on Lot 1 is 
based on the ordinance criteria for preliminary plat review pertaining to the proposed 
house:

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.

Action Steps
Staff recommends that the City Council approve the preliminary house plans for 143 
Westwood La S, based on the finding that the design meets the standards of City Code 
Section 805.14.E.8, and satisfies the condition of Resolution No. 17-2015.

Attachments:
Attachment A: Proposed House Plans
Attachment B: Draft November 21, 2016 Planning Commission minutes
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Unexcavated

URNESS RESIDENCE
by HENDEL HOMES

LOWER LEVEL FLOOR PLAN
1655 FINISHED SQUARE FEET

11/4/2016 - RON BRENNER ARCHITECTS
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Mudroom

Pantry

Office

Laundry

Kitchen

Garage

Screen Porch

URNESS RESIDENCE
by HENDEL HOMES

MAIN LEVEL FLOOR PLAN
2305 FINISHED SQUARE FEET

11/4/2016 - RON BRENNER ARCHITECTS
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Master Bedroom

Master Bath

WIC

Upper Halldn

Open to Living

Bedroom

WIC

Bath

Laundry

Bath

Office

Excercise

URNESS RESIDENCE
by HENDEL HOMES

UPPER LEVEL FLOOR PLAN
2750 FINISHED SQUARE FEET

11/4/2016 - RON BRENNER ARCHITECTS

OUTLINE OF EXT.
WALL BELOW
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WALL BELOW
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PC0112116- 3

1
In response to discussion on Commissioner Gruber’s motion, City Attorney Schelzel stated the 2
Commission needs to move a recommendation forward to the City Council as outlined in the 3
Zoning Ordinance.4

5
Mr. Thomson stated the Commission could also table this item until all of the Commission is 6
present.7

8
Chair Iverson clarified that the City Council would be made aware that the application was set to 9
be approved based on the previous action of a full Commission, and because there are two 10
members absent this evening, the application does not have the same support.11

12
Commissioner Gruber withdrew the motion.13

14
Commissioner Gruber made a motion to table action on the Planning Commission Report and 15
Recommendation, recommending approval of the PUD Rezoning, Concurrent PUD Concept and 16
General Plan of Development, and Project Design for new three story residential development at 17
105 Lake Street East, until the next meeting of the Commission.18

19
Mr. Tom Bakritges, Homestead Partners, 525 15th Avenue South, Hopkins, asked if the 20
application would be on the City Council December 20 meeting.21

22
Mr. Thomson stated the next Planning Commission meeting was December 5, and the 23
application could be on the December 20 City Council meeting agenda.24

25
Mr. Bakritges stated this would meet their deadline.26

27
Commissioner Gnos seconded the motion to table the vote for the Report and Recommendation 28
until December 5, 2016.  The motion carried unanimously.29

30
31

AGENDA ITEM 5. New Business Items:32
33

a.) Urness Residence – 1443 Westwood La S34
i. Review of House Plans35

36
Director of Planning and Building Thomson stated the applicant, Hendel Homes, has submitted 37
building plans for construction of a new home at 1443 Westwood La S.  The property is part of 38
the MacMillan Place subdivision that was approved by the City Council in April 2015 pursuant 39
to City Council Resolution No. 17-2015.  The subdivision includes two (2) single-family 40
residential lots with a shared driveway from Westwood Lane.  The applicant has submitted the 41
house plans for review and approval by the Planning Commission and City Council as required 42
by Resolution No. 17-2015.  Staff had also received additional information from the applicant 43
regarding the lot coverage (3.8%) and impervious surface (13.8%), and these do meet the City’s 44
requirements.  He reviewed the house plans, driveway access, and tree preservation.45

46
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Mr. Rick Hendel, Hendel Homes, 15250 Wayzata Blvd, Wayzata, stated there are potential 1
issues with the lot to the south, and because of this they are requesting the change in the 2
driveway configuration in the plans.  They do not want to bring the driveway all the way to that 3
lot then find out that it is not buildable.  They are looking at upgrading the rooftop of the home to 4
slate.  5

6
Chair Iverson opened a public hearing at 7:32 p.m.7

8
Mr. Thomson clarified that an official public hearing is not required, but the Commission could 9
take public comment.10

11
There being no one wishing to speak, Chair Iverson closed the public hearing at 7:33 p.m.12

13
Commissioner Young made a motion, Seconded by Commissioner Gruber to recommend 14
approval of the preliminary house plans for 143 Westwood La S, based on the finding that the 15
design meets the standards of City Code Section 805.14.E.8 and satisfies the condition of 16
Resolution No. 17-2015. The motion carried unanimously.17

18
19

AGENDA ITEM 6. Other Items:20
21

a.) Review of Development Activities22
23

Director of Planning and Building Thomson stated the Planning Commission held a workshop 24
early this evening to discuss a 2017 work plan, and this will be brought to the Commission for 25
review at a future meeting.  The next meeting would also include a vote to adopt a Report and 26
Recommendation for the Meyer Place on Ferndale project.  The December 19 agenda will likely 27
include an application from the Blue Water Theatre Group to occupy the current location of the 28
Unitarian Church.  Light up the Lake is on Friday. The City Council is conducting interviews 29
for openings in all Boards and Commissions. Mr. Thomson noted that at the last City Council30
meeting, the Council had discussed the financing for the Parking Ramp.  Financing will be done 31
through a combination of cash the City has identified in its budget, and issuing GO Tax 32
Increment Bonds, using excess TIF revenues from the Bay Center project to pay off the bonds 33
over time.  The Council also discussed the parking mitigation plan during the construction 34
period, and they adopted the fee in lieu of parking for use of the parking ramp.  The City Council 35
also reviewed the Holdridge project and they tabled tit for further information on grading.  36

37
b.) Next Meeting is December 5, 201638

39
Commissioner Young stated he would be traveling on December 5, and expressed concerns that 40
he would not be at the meeting to continue to support and vote on the Meyer Place on Ferndale 41
Project.  He would like to ensure that the City Council is aware of this.  42

43
City Attorney Schelzel stated that Commissioners had to be present at the meetings to participate44
in discussions, and vote to adopt reports and recommendations.  He suggested the Commission 45
could consider changing the procedure, so that Reports the  Commission has directed staff to 46
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City of Wayzata 
600 Rice Street 
Wayzata, MN  55391-1734 

Mayor: 
Ken Willcox 

City Council: 
Bridget Anderson 
Johanna McCarthy 
Andrew Mullin 
Steven Tyacke 
City Manager: 
Jeff Dahl

Phone: 952-404-5300    Fax: 952-404-5318    e-mail: city@wayzata.org  home page:  www.wayzata.org 

MEMORANDUM

DATE:  December 1, 2016 

TO:  The Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 

FROM: Becky Malone, Deputy City Clerk 

RE:  Approval of Addendum to Recording Secretary Service Agreement 

BACKGROUND:
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. has submitted an Addendum to the Recording 
Secretary Service Agreement which extends the expiration date of the current 
agreement to December 31, 2017.  The rates reflect an increase of less than 2.25%.  I 
have included a copy of the proposed 2017 agreement, the agreements for 2015 and 
2016, and the original Recording Secretary Service Agreement of March 1, 2000. 

Staff recommends approval of the agreement. 

ACTION REQUESTED: 
Approval of Addendum to Recording Secretary Service Agreement with TimeSaver Off 
Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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City of Wayzata Public Works 
299 Wayzata Blvd. W 
Wayzata, MN  55391 

Director Of Public Service 
David Dudinsky 

City Engineer/Assist. Public Works Director 
Mike Kelly 
Public Works Superintendent 
Jim Eibensteiner 
Public Works Secretary/Utility Billing Clerk 
Rebecca Jones

Phone: 952-404-5360    Fax: 952-404-9417    e-mail: city@wayzata.org  home page:  www.wayzata.org 

Memorandum
TO:  City Council and City Manager 
FROM: Dave Dudinsky; Director of Public Service 
DATE  November 30, 2016 
SUBJECT: Approval of Site Land Lease to Construct a Telecom Mono Pole Tower on the Wayzata West 

Middle School Property 

Attached is a copy of the Site Lease with “Option” between Independent School District #284 and City of 
Wayzata.

The Wayzata School Board approved the Lease at the November 14th school board meeting. 

The Lease is for a term of twenty-five (25) years. The City shall have the right to extend the Lease for two (2)
additional and successive ten (10) year terms. 

The “Option” is for a term of twelve (12) months after the Effective Date of the Lease, with up to one additional 
twelve (12) month renewal option. The City shall pay the WSD $1,000 for the right to hold the lease option.

The initial annual rent amount agreed upon in the lease is $24,000, half to be paid the first of the year and the 
second half to be paid June 1 of each year. 

Staff Recommends Approval of the Site Land Lease between Independent School District #284 and the City of 
Wayzata 
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City of Wayzata 
600 Rice Street 
Wayzata, MN  55391-1734 

Mayor: 
Ken Willcox 

City Council: 
Bridget Anderson 
Johanna McCarthy 
Andrew Mullin 
Steven Tyacke 
City Manager: 
Jeffrey Dahl

Phone: 952-404-5300    Fax: 952-404-5318    e-mail: city@wayzata.org  home page:  www.wayzata.org 

Date: December 2, 2016 

To:  The Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council 

From: Becky Malone 

Re: Appointments for Boards and Commissions 

BACKGROUND:
In September and October of 2016, the City Council solicited applications for vacancies on 
Boards and Commissions.  A total of 13 applications were received.  Applicants were 
interviewed by the City Council on November 15 and December 6, 2016.

ACTION REQUESTED: 
1. Determine appointments to be made on the Planning Commission, Housing & 

Redevelopment Authority (HRA), Parks and Trails Board and Heritage Preservation Board 
(HPB).

2. Adopt resolutions making the appointments to each of these Boards and Commissions.
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CITY OF WAYZATA 

RESOLUTION NO. 54-2016 

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 2016, the terms of two (2) members of the Wayzata Planning Commission (the 
“Commission”) will expire.  This creates a total of two (2) vacancies on the Commission.   

1.2 Applicants.  In September and October of 2016, 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 four (4) 
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, 2019. 

2. __________ shall serve a full three-year term to expire on December 31, 2019. 

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 6th day of December, 2016. 

_________________________________
       Mayor Ken Willcox 
ATTEST:

__________________________________
City Manager Jeffrey Dahl 
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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. 54-2016 adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on December 6, 2016. 

_________________________________
Deputy City Clerk Becky Malone 

SEAL
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CITY OF WAYZATA 

RESOLUTION NO. 55-2016 

RESOLUTION APPROVING HOUSING & REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY BOARD 
APPOINTMENTS 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota as follows: 

Section 1.  BACKGROUND 

1.1 Vacancy.  At the end of 2016, the term of one (1) member of the Wayzata Housing & Redevelopment 
Authority Board (the “HRA”) will expire.  In addition, one (1) member resigned his position.  This 
creates a total of two (2) vacancies on the HRA. 

1.2 Applicants.  In September and October of 2016, the City Council requested applications from those who 
wished to be considered by the Council to fill the vacancies on the HRA.  A total of four (4) 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 HRA. 

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 Housing & Redevelopment Authority Board and appoints them as members of the HRA as 
follows: 

1. __________ shall serve a full five-year term to expire on December 31, 2021. 

2. __________ shall serve the remainder of a term to expire on December 31, 2017. 

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 6th day of December, 2016. 

_________________________________
       Mayor Ken Willcox 
ATTEST:

__________________________________
City Manager Jeffrey Dahl 
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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. 55-2016 adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on December 6, 2016. 

_________________________________
Deputy City Clerk Becky Malone 

SEAL
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CITY OF WAYZATA 

RESOLUTION NO. 56-2016 

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 2016, the terms of two (2) members of the Parks and Trails Board will expire.  
In addition, one (1) member resigned her position.  Additionally, the term of the Executive Board Chair 
will expire at the end of 2016 and the Wayzata City Council may appoint one (1) additional Board 
member to serve as the Executive Board Chair for a period of one year as needed for continuity of the 
Board.  This creates a total of four (4) vacancies on the Parks and Trails Board.    

1.2 Applicants.  In September and October of 2016 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 six 
(6) 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 persons eligible to serve as members of the Parks 
and Trails Board and appoints them as members of the Board as follows: 

1. __________ shall serve a full three-year term to expire on December 31, 2019.  

2. __________ shall serve a full three-year term to expire on December 31, 2019. 

3. __________ shall serve the remainder of a term to expire on December 31, 2017. 

4. __________ shall serve as the Executive Board Chair for a full one-year term to expire on 
December 31, 2017. 

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 6th day of December, 2016. 

       _________________________________ 
       Mayor Ken Willcox 
ATTEST:

__________________________________
City Manager Jeffrey Dahl 
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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. 56-2016 adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on December 6, 2016. 

_________________________________
Deputy City Clerk Becky Malone 

SEAL
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CITY OF WAYZATA 

RESOLUTION NO. 57-2016 

RESOLUTION APPROVING A HERITAGE PRESERVATION BOARD APPOINTMENTS 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota as follows: 

Section 1.  BACKGROUND 

1.1 Vacancy.  At the end of 2016, the terms of three (3) members of the Wayzata Heritage Preservation 
Board (the “HPB”) will expire.  In addition, one term was vacant in 2016.  This creates a total of four (4) 
vacancies on the HPB. 

1.2 Applicants.  In September and October of 2016, the City Council requested applications from those who 
wished to be considered by the Council to fill the vacancies on the HPB.  A total of two (2) 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 HPB. 

Section 3.  CITY COUNCIL ACTION 

3.1 The City Council of Wayzata hereby finds the following person eligible to serve as members of the 
Wayzata Heritage Preservation Board and appoints them as members of the Board as follows: 

1. __________ shall serve a full two-year term to expire on December 31, 2018. 

2. __________ shall serve a full two-year term to expire on December 31, 2018. 

3. _________ shall serve a full two-year term to expire on December 31, 2018. 

4. __________ shall serve the remainder of a term to expire on December 31, 2017. 

Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 6th day of December, 2016. 

_________________________________
       Mayor Ken Willcox 
ATTEST:

__________________________________
City Manager Jeffrey Dahl 
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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. 57-2016 adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Wayzata, Minnesota, at a duly authorized meeting held on December 6, 2016. 

_________________________________
Deputy City Clerk Becky Malone 

SEAL
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Planning Report
City Council

December 6, 2016

Project Name: Frenchwood Third Addition
Applicant Zev and Kristi Oman, Robert Bolling
Addresses of Request: 250 and 270 Bushaway Rd
Prepared by: Jeff Thomson, Director of Planning and Building
“60 Day” Deadline: December 29, 2016

Background Information

Introduction 
The applicant, Zev and Kristi Oman and Robert Bolling, have submitted a development 
application to subdivide the properties at 250 and 270 Bushaway Rd. The applicant is 
proposing to subdivide the two existing lots into four single-family residential lots.  The 
two existing homes would remain and two new single-family homes would be 
constructed. The proposal requires rezoning to PUD, PUD concept and general plan 
review, and preliminary and final plat review. 

The City Council reviewed the development application at its meeting on September 20, 
2016. At the meeting, the Council asked the applicant to provide additional information 
on how the proposed PUD would meet the purpose of the PUD district. The Council 
also asked staff to provide additional information on the private and public street 
requirements in the City’s ordinances.

Additional Information from Applicant
In response to the Council’s discussion, the applicant has submitted a narrative which 
outlines how the proposed subdivision meets the PUD purpose. In addition, the 
applicant has submitted a concept sketch for how the property could be divided into four 
lots with a public street and meeting the 150-foot lot width requirement for each of the 
lots. The concept sketch includes widening the existing private driveway to 26 feet in 
width to meet the City’s public street requirements outlined in the subdivision ordinance. 
The applicant is not proposing any changes to the proposed preliminary and final plat as 
originally proposed and reviewed by the Council. 
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City Street Requirements
The City’s subdivision regulations and PUD ordinance allow the City Council to approve 
private streets. The City’s subdivision regulations state that private streets, except in 
the case of planned unit developments, shall be prohibited. The general standards of 
the PUD ordinance state that all streets shall conform to the design standards contained 
in the subdivision ordinance, unless approved by the City Council. The applicant is 
proposing the subdivision as a PUD in order to provide access to the new lots from the 
existing private street. The benefit to providing access from the existing private street is 
the amount of trees that would need to be removed in order to widen the private street 
to meet the city’s public street standards. The PUD request is similar to the PUD 
approval for the Enchanted Woods development, which has access from the same 
private street that serves the two existing houses on the properties. 

Development Application

Project Location
The properties are located on Bushaway Road, across from the Lasalle Street 
intersection:

Map 1: Project Location

Application Requests
As part of the submitted development application, the applicant is requesting approval 
of the following items:

A. Rezoning from R-1/Low Density Single Family Residential District to 
PUD/Planned Unit Development: The property is currently zoned R-1, and the 
applicant is requesting a rezoning to PUD.  

Subject Properties
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B. PUD Concept and General Plan of Development: A rezoning to PUD requires 
both concept and general plan of development review.

C. Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision: The proposed requires 
preliminary and final plat review to subdivide the two existing lots into four 
lots. (City Code Sections 805.14 and 805.15)

Analysis of Application

Lot Requirements
The following table outlines the lot requirements outlined in the R-1 zoning district, and 
Comprehensive Plan:

Lot area
(sq. ft.) Lot width Lot depth

R-1 Standards 40,000 (min.) 150 ft. (min.) 150 ft. (min.)

PUD Standards None None None
Comp Plan 

Requirements
87,120 sq. ft.

(2 acres) NA NA

Lot 1 87,122 sq. ft. 125 ft.** 200+ ft.
Lot 2 87,120 sq. ft. 219 ft. 200+ ft.
Lot 3 87,120 sq. ft. 105 ft.** 200+ ft.
Lot 4 89,665 sq. ft. 0 ft.** 200+ ft.

**PUD requested for flexibility from R-1 standards

Comprehensive Plan
The land use designation for the property, Bushaway Conservation District, establishes 
a minimum lot size of 2.0 acres, which is greater than the minimum lot size in the R-1
zoning district. The Comprehensive Plan includes the following description for the 
Bushaway Conservation District:

The properties east of Hwy 101 in the Bushaway neighborhood are generally 
larger lots that contain important natural resources, such as mature tree 
coverage, wetlands, and steep slopes. Lot sizes should be a two (2) acre 
minimum. However, the City may on an individual case basis grant a variance to 
the lot area requirement in order to preserve trees, steep slopes, and/or 
wetlands. A special overlay district may be appropriate for this area to address 
the City's desire to preserve important natural resources.

All of the lots in the proposed subdivision would be two acres in size or greater, and 
would meet the requirements of the Bushaway Conservation District. 

Surrounding Lot Sizes
The following summarizes the lot areas of the R-1 lots located within 350 feet of the 
subject properties:
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Address Lot area
100 Bushaway Rd 587,990 sq. ft.
200 Bushaway Rd 223,993 sq. ft.
218 Bushaway Rd 72,779 sq. ft.
240 Bushaway Rd 101,068 sq. ft.
310 Bushaway Rd 81,978 sq. ft.
314 Bushaway Rd 81,370 sq. ft.
318 Bushaway Rd 84,766 sq. ft.
324 Bushaway Rd 86,405 sq. ft.

Proposed Houses:
The applicant has not submitted plans for the two new homes that would be constructed 
within the subdivision because the specific house plans have not been designed. The 
proposed plans include possible house footprints locations, possible driveway layouts,
and preliminary grading for the house pads. 

Driveway/Street Access
The existing 270 Bushaway Rd property is encumbered by a private driveway which 
serves both the 250 and 270 Bushaway Rd properties, the vacant property adjacent to 
the east, and the six lots within the Enchanted Woods development. The proposed 
plans would not change the driveway accesses for the two existing homes, and the two 
new homes on Lots 2 and 3 would have driveway access from the existing shared 
driveway. 

Utilities
The applicant is proposing to provide two new sewer and water services to serve the 
two new homes that would be constructed. The services for the two existing homes 
would not be modified, but private easements would need to be established as the 
existing services would cross over the reconfigured lots. The private easements would 
be the applicant’s responsibility. 

Tree Preservation
The proposed plans include a tree inventory for Lots 1, 2 and 3, but a tree inventory has 
not been completed for Lot 4 since the applicant is not proposing any construction on 
the existing 270 Bushaway Road property. There are 349 total trees included in the 
inventory, of which 56 are indicated for removal for construction of the new homes. 
However, the applicant has not developed detailed plans for the two new homes that 
would be constructed on the lots, so the lots include basis house pads, minimal grading, 
and undetermined utility service locations. Therefore, the precise impacts on the trees 
for the proposed subdivision cannot be determined. The final tree preservation plans 
would be reviewed by City staff with the building permit applications for each of the new 
homes to ensure compliance with the City’s tree preservation ordinance. 
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Planning Commission Review

The Planning Commission held a public hearing and reviewed the development 
application at its meeting on September 7, 2016. The Planning Commission voted four 
in favor and two opposed to adopt a recommendation of approval for the project. The 
two Commissioners who voted against the recommendation indicated that they 
supported the project, but they were concerned about the inclusion of a condition of 
approval that would require the future owners to submit the house plans to the City for 
review by the Planning Commission and City Council. The two Commissioners thought 
the house plans should be reviewed administratively by City staff. 

Applicable Code Provisions for Review

PUD Purpose (Section 801.33.1)
This Section is established to provide comprehensive procedures and standards 
designed to all 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 this 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.

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

Preliminary Plat Criteria (Section 805.14.E: The Planning Commission shall consider 
possible adverse effects of the preliminary plat. Its judgment shall 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 filing 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 
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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 
performance standards contained herein.

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.

Action Steps
The City Council should consider the following action steps:

1) Adopt draft Resolution No. 35-2016, which approves the Planned Unit 
Development, and Preliminary and Final Plat subdivision at 250 and 270 
Bushaway Road. 

2) Adopt draft Ordinance No. 763, which amends the official zoning map to rezone 
the properties at 250 and 270 Bushaway Rd to PUD/Planned Unit Development. 

Attachments
Attachment A: Applicant’s Narrative
Attachment B: Concept Sketch
Attachment C: Proposed Plans
Attachment D: September 7, 2016 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes
Attachment E: Planning Commission Report and Recommendation
Attachment F: September 20, 2016 City Council Meeting Minutes
Attachment G: Draft Resolution No. 35-2016
Attachment H: Draft Ordinance No. 763
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION1
MEETING MINUTES2
SEPTEMBER 7, 20163

4
5

AGENDA ITEM 1. Call to Order and Roll Call6
7

Vice Chair Gruber called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.8
9

Present at roll call were Commissioners: Young, Gruber, Gonzalez, Murray, Flannigan and 10
Gnos.  Absent and excused: Commissioner and Chair Iverson.  Director of Planning and 11
Building Jeff Thomson and City Attorney David Schelzel were also present. 12

13
14

AGENDA ITEM 2. Approval of Agenda15
16

Commissioner Gonzalez made a motion, Seconded by Commissioner Murray to approve the 17
September 7, 2016 meeting agenda as presented.  The motion carried unanimously.18

19
20

AGENDA ITEM 3. Approval of Minutes21
22

Approval of August 1, 2016 Planning Commission Minutes23
24

Commissioner Young made a motion, Seconded by Commission Murray to approve the August 25
1, 2016 Planning Commission Minutes as presented.  The motion carried 5-ayes and 1-abstain 26
(Gonzalez)27

28
29

AGENDA ITEM 4. Old Business Items:30
31

None.32
33
34

AGENDA ITEM 5. Public Hearing Items:35
36

Frenchwood Third Addition – 250 and 270 Bushaway Rd37
PUD Concept and General Plan, PUD Rezoning, Subdivision38

39
Director of Planning and Building Thomson stated the applicant, Zev and Kristi Oman and 40
Robert Bolling, have submitted a development application to subdivide the properties at 250 and 41
270 Bushaway Road as part of a new Planned Unit Development.  The applicant is proposing to 42
subdivide the two (2) existing lots into four (4) single-family lots.  The two (2) existing homes 43
would stay and two (2) new single-family homes would be constructed.  The Planning 44
Commission and City Council previously reviewed a development application for these 45
properties that included the same four (4) lot subdivision, with lot width variances and a variance 46
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from the subdivision ordinance to allow use of a private roadway for access to the lots.  The 1
Planning Commission adopted a Report and Recommendation of approval of that previous 2
development application but the City Council vote fell short (three to two) of the required 4/5ths3
vote to approve a subdivision variance. The applicant has now applied for the same subdivision 4
application as a Planned Unit Development, rather than an R-1 zone subdivision, as PUDs do not 5
require variances for the lot widths and private roadway.  Mr. Thomson reviewed the application 6
requests including rezoning from R-1/Low Density Single-Family Residential District to 7
PUD/Planned Unit Development, PUD Concept and General Plan of Development, and 8
Concurrent Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision.  9

10
Commissioner Gonzalez clarified the PUD would not require 4/5 vote from the City Council for 11
approval. Mr. Thomson indicated that was correct, and only a simple majority would be needed.12

13
Commissioner Young asked what objections the City Council had on the application.14

15
Mr. Thomson stated the Council had hesitation about granting variances for new development 16
that does not meet the City’s zoning and subdivision regulations. Mr. Thomson stated that the 17
Council was also concerned about preservation of natural resources, and the PUD ordinance is a 18
tool the City can use for site preservation. 19

20
Vice Chair Gruber opened the public hearing at 7:11 p.m.21

22
There being no one wishing to address the Planning Commission on this application, Vice Chair 23
Gruber closed the public hearing at 7:12 p.m.24

25
Commissioner Young stated he had supported the project as a subdivision but not as a PUD.26

27
Commissioner Gonzalez stated the application does meet the general standards of a PUD.  One 28
of the reasons the Commission had supported the application had been to preserve the trees and 29
this is for the health, safety, and welfare of the community and residents.  The Comp Plan guides 30
this property for single-family homes and this is what is proposed.  31

32
Commissioner Flannigan asked if the PUD required common space.33

34
Mr. Thomson stated a Park Dedication fee could be paid in lieu of providing park land.35

36
Commissioner Young stated based on Commissioner Gonzalez’s comments he would support 37
the PUD application.38

39
Commissioner Flannigan asked how the City monitors projects to ensure only those trees that 40
were approved to be removed are removed.  41

42
Mr. Thomson stated the tree preservation plan is reviewed with the building permit application.  43
The Commission could review this now but there are no house plans for two (2) of the lots and 44
this would make it difficult to know what trees would be removed.  The City’s new Tree 45
Preservation Ordinance is in effect for construction on a vacant parcel.  If a building permit 46
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application meets all of the Zoning Ordinances, setbacks, and the requirements of the Tree 1
Preservation Ordinance then it would be reviewed administratively.  Given this is a PUD 2
application, the City could choose to tie the application to specific plans as a condition of 3
approval.  4

5
Commissioner Gonzalez stated previous residential PUDs were required to present house plans, 6
a Tree Preservation Plan, and a Landscape Plan to the City for review and approval, and she 7
would recommend adding this as a condition of PUD approval.  8

9
Mr. Thomson clarified the Commission could recommend a condition of approval that the future 10
owners of the two (2) vacant lots that would be created must present house plans, Tree 11
Preservation plan, and Mitigation Plans to the Commission and City Council for review and 12
approval. He clarified that the Commission’s and Council’s purview would be restricted to a 13
permit review, which would include apply the Zoning Ordinance requirements such as setbacks, 14
height, lot coverage, and impervious surface. 15

16
Commissioner Murray stated the Tree Ordinance does not have a look back provision, and the 17
property owners could remove trees prior to making an application.  18

19
City Attorney Schelzel stated the Tree Preservation Ordinance applies now to the current 20
homeowners and properties because of the application being considered at this time.  Future 21
homeowners would be required to submit a Tree Preservation Plan based on the trees that are on 22
the property today.  23

24
Mr. Thomson stated the Subdivision Ordinance states the character of the home in a new 25
subdivision must be consistent with the neighborhood. If the Council included a condition 26
requiring the future owners to submit final house plans for review and approval by the Planning 27
Commission and City Council, the review would not require a public hearing.  He expressed 28
concerns about regulating the designs of homes under this provisions, as this is not something 29
that the Zoning Ordinance regulates and requires for single-family homes. The property has 30
requested a subdivision, so the standards of the Subdivision Ordinance apply.31

32
Commissioner Young stated the application would come to the Commission for review if it did 33
not meet the standards and required additional approvals, and he does not believe the 34
Commission should have to review it if the application meets all the standards.  35

36
Commissioner Gruber stated the City has made this request with other PUDs.37

38
Mr. Thomson explained the review of final house plans is typically done by City staff as part of 39
the building permit application, and not by the Planning Commission and City Council.40

41
Commissioner Gonzalez stated the PUD allows the City to attach reasonable conditions and this 42
has historically been a condition of all residential PUDs.  This condition would allow people to 43
see what is going on with the property.44

45
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Commissioner Young stated he agreed that the City would want to be sure that the tree 1
preservation and landscape guidelines are adhered to, but it seems staff has the ability to ensure 2
that the plans would conform with the PUD standards and guidelines.  If the plans do not meet 3
the ordinance standards, then the Commission and Council should review and approve the plans.  4

5
Commissioner Murray stated the Commission would only be able to determine if the ordinance 6
standards are met or not met, and they would not be able to make changes.  He would prefer to 7
utilize staff, Commission, and Council time differently.8

9
Commissioner Gonzalez made a motion, Seconded by Commissioner Gruber to adopt the Report 10
and Recommendation of Approval of Planned Unit Development, PUD Rezoning, and 11
Preliminary and Final Plat at 250 and 270 Bushaway Road with the addition of condition G: The 12
future homeowners for the two (2) vacant lots are required to bring back to the Commission and 13
City Council for review and approval of a Tree Preservation Plan, Landscape Plan, and house 14
design.  The motion carried 4-ayes and 2 nays (Young and Murray).15

16
Commissioner Flannigan suggested the Commission continue discussion at a work shop 17
regarding the impacts on the City when requiring applications to be reviewed by the Commission 18
and City Council when they can be approved at the staff level.  19

20
Beacon Five – 529 Indian Mound E21
PUD General Plan, Design Review22

23
Mr. Thomson stated the Applicant, Beacon Five, LLC and R.E.C. Inc., is proposing to construct 24
a 3-story building which includes five (5) residential condominium units and 600 square-feet of 25
office space on the first floor.  The project is proposed as a Planned Unit Development (PUD) 26
and zoning designation, given the building design calls for only partial use of the ground floor 27
for office/retail. He reviewed the application requests including a PUD General Plan of28
Development and Design Review.  The City Council approved a PUD Concept Plan earlier this 29
year for the project, and the applicant is now requesting review of the PUD General Plan of 30
Development.  The City Council’s approval of the PUD Concept Plans included a variance from 31
the height limit of 35-feet to 38.9-feet, with the condition the applicant make an effort to reduce 32
the height of the building.  The revised building reflected in the PUD General Plan would have a 33
height of 38-feet, which is less than the building height previously approved.  He explained the 34
applicant was requesting 4 deviations from the Design Standards, including lack of an outdoor 35
seating area, lack of a step back of the third floor as required in Section 801.09.5.1.A, a lighter, 36
tan color roof, and the use of fiber cement board in excess of 10% on all facades and precast 37
stone in excess of 10% on the south facade.  He stated there are currently 13 significant trees and 38
1 heritage tree on the site.  The Landscape Plan provided by the Applicant shows that all of the 39
existing trees would be removed and be replaced by 6 trees (18 caliper inches).  This would be a 40
deficit of 164” replacement inches required by the Tree Preservation Ordinance.  Mr. Thomson 41
asked the Commission to provide guidance on whether a Landscape Plan revision should be 42
required, or if the Applicant could provide a fee-in-lieu of tree replacement as specified in the 43
Tree Preservation Ordinance.44

45
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WAYZATA PLANNING COMMISSION 

SEPTEMBER 7, 2016

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL OF PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT, PUD REZONING, AND PRELIMINARY AND FINAL PLAT AT 250

AND 270 BUSHAWAY RD

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION

1. Approval of Concurrent PUD Concept Plan and General Plan of Development 
for a four lot single-family residential developmet

2. Approval of Rezoning from R-1/Low Density Single Family Residential District 
to PUD/Planned Unit Development

3. Approval of Preliminary and Final Plat to subdivide two existing lots into four 
lots

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

Section 1. BACKGROUND

1.1 Project. Zev and Kristi Oman and Robert Bolling (collectively, the “Applicant”)
have submitted a development application (the “Application”) to subdivide the two 
existing lots at 250 and 270 Bushaway Road into four single-family residential lots.  
The two existing homes would remain and two new single-family homes would be 
constructed (the “Project”).

1.2 Application Requests. The Application includes requests for approval of:

A. Concurrent PUD Concept and General Plan of Development for a four 
lot single-family residential development (the “PUD Concept and 
General Plans”).

B. Rezoning.The Applicant is requesting a rezoning of the Property from 
R-1/Low Density Single Family Residential District to PUD/Planned 
Unit Development (the “Rezoning”).
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C. Subdivision for 4 New Lots.  The Preliminary and Final Plat
submitted with the Application would subdivide the two existing lots 
at 250 and 270 Bushaway Road into four single-family residential lots.
(the “Subdivision” or “Preliminary and Final Plats”).

1.3 Property. The addresses, property identification numbers and owners of the
parcels comprising the subject property (the “Property”) are:

250 Bushaway Rd 05-117-22-34-0018 Zev and Kristina Oman

270 Bushaway Rd 05-117-22-34-0019 Robert Bolling

1.4 Land Use Designations. The Property falls within the following land use districts:

Current zoning: R-1A/Low Density Single Family Estate District
Comp plan designation: Bushaway Conservation District

1.5 Notice and Public Hearing. Notice of a public hearing on the Application was
published in the Sun Sailor on August 25, 2016. A copy of the notice was mailed
to all property owners located with 350 feet of the Property on August 25, 2016.
The required public hearing was held at the August 25, 2016 Planning
Commission meeting.

Section 2. STANDARDS

2.1 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.

3. More convenience in location and design of development and service 
facilities.
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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; Discretion of 
Council.  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. If 
the Council determines that the proposed project will not be detrimental 
to the health, safety and welfare of residents of the community and the 
surrounding area and that the project does conform with the overall 
intent and purpose of this Section, it may approve a PUD permit, 
although it shall not be required to do so.

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.

5. Common Open Space.  The PUD project must provide common private 
or public open space and facilities at least sufficient enough to meet 
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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 maximum allowable density in a PUD District shall be 
determined by standards negotiated and agreed upon between the 
applicant and the City. In all cases, the negotiated standards shall be 
consistent with the development policies as contained in the Wayzata 
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. For multiple family residential 
PUD District projects, the normal standards of either the R-4 or R-5 Zoning 
Districts shall apply to each project, excepting usage standards, as 
determined by the City Council and as provided above in Section 801.33.2. In 
addition to the other standards for PUDs, 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.

2.2 Zoning Ordinance Amendments (Text and Map) / Rezoning.

City Council has the discretion and authority under state law and City Code to 
amend the City’s Zoning Ordinance and Official Zoning Map.  Minn. Stat. Sec. 
462.357; Wayzata City Code Sec. 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. Sec. 462.357, Subd. 4. The existing provisions of the 
Zoning Ordinance are presumed to be constitutional and otherwise valid.  The City 
has broad discretion in whether to grant or deny a request to rezone.  An applicant is 
only legally entitled to a change in the Zoning Ordinance if they can demonstrate that 
the existing zoning is unsupported by any rational basis related to the public health, 
safety and welfare.  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 
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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 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.

2.1 Subdivision / Preliminary and Final Plat

Review and approval of subdivisions of property and preliminary/final plats are 
governed by the City’s Subdivision Ordinance, Ch. 805 of City Code.  The City 
may agree to review the preliminary and final plat simultaneously.  Sec. 805.15.A. 

In reviewing such requests, the Planning Commission shall consider possible
adverse effects of the preliminary plat.  Its judgment shall be based upon, but not 
limited to, the following factors found in Section 805.14.E:

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 
filing 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.
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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 performance standards contained herein.

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.

Section 3. FINDINGS

Based on the Application materials, additional materials submitted by the Applicant, staff 
reports, public comment and information presented at the public hearings, and the
standards of the Wayzata Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances, the Planning Commission
of the City of Wayzata makes the following findings of fact:

3.1 Planned Unit Development
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A. Intent and Purpose of PUDs: The Application meets the purpose and intent of 
the PUD zoning district. The PUD Concept and General Plans would preserve 
and enhance desirable site characteristics, including significant and heritage 
trees and the natural topography of the Property. 

B. PUD General Standards.  The Application meets all of the PUD general 
standards listed in Section 801.33.2.A and in Section 2.1.B of this Report and 
Recommendation.

C. Residential Area PUD Standards. The Application meets of the Residential 
Area PUD Standards listed in Section 801.33.3 of City Code and in Section 
2.1.C of this Report and Recommendation. 

3.2 Amendments to Zoning Ordinance: The rezoning would not have an adverse effect 
on surrounding properties or the community, and meets the standards for a zoning 
ordinance amendment:

A. The Application is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan land use 
designation of the property, and meets the policies of the Comp Plan. 

B. The Application is consistent with current and future land uses in the area. 

C. The Application would meet the performance standards outlined in the Zoning 
Ordinance. 

D. The Application would not adversely impacts surrounding properties. 

E. The Application would not impact property values in the area. 

F. The existing transportation facilities can meet the traffic demand of the 
Application. 

G. The Applicant would not exceed service capacity of public services and 
facilities including parks, schools, streets, and utilities, and the City’s service 
capacity.

3.3 Preliminary / Final Plat.

1.  The proposed Subdivision is consistent with the Wayzata 
Comprehensive Plan.

2. The building pads that result from the Subdivision preserve the
sensitive areas on the Property, including wetlands, wildlife habitat,
trees and vegetation, and scenic points.

3. The building pads that result from the Subdivision have been
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selected and located with respect to natural topography to minimize
filing or grading.

4. Existing stands of significant trees have been retained where possible.
The building pads that results from the Subdivision are sensitively
integrated into existing trees.

5. The Subdivision does not adversely impact the scale, pattern or
character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its commercial areas.

6. The design of the lots, the building pads, and the site layout
responds to and is reflective of the surrounding lots and
neighborhood character.

7. The lot sizes resulting from the Subdivision are not dissimilar from
adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding neighborhood.

8. Buildings within the Subdivision are not proposed at this time, and 
therefore a finding cannot be made as to whether the architectural
appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, proportion and 
scale of roof line and functional plan of the buildings proposed is
similar  to  the characteristics and  quality of existing
development in the City and surrounding neighborhood.

9. 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 are not applicable to this Application.

10. The proposed lot layouts and building pads conform with all
performance standards contained in the Subdivision 
Ordinance.

11. The Subdivision will not tend to or actually depreciate the values
of neighboring properties in the area in which it is proposed.

12. The Subdivision will be accommodated with existing public services,
including those related to transportation and utility systems, and will
not overburden the City’s service capacity.

Section 4. RECOMMENDATION

4.1 Planning Commission Recommendation. Based on the findings in section 3 of this 
Report, the Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL of (i) the PUD 
Concept and General Plans; (ii) the Rezoning; and (iii) the Preliminary and Final
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Plats, as requested in the Application, subject to the following condition/s:

A. Park Dedication fees must be paid as required by the Subdivision Ordinance, 
in an amount of two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500.00) per new lot or 
ten percent (10%) of the determined land value, whichever is greater, to be 
paid at the time of recording of the final plat for the Subdivision.

B. All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert, legal, and 
planning fees incurred must be fully reimbursed by the Applicant.

C. The Applicant or future homeowner must apply for and obtain all necessary 
building permits from the City, prior to commencement of any construction 
activity on the Property.

D. Tree Preservation Plans must be prepared for each lot and submitted to the 
City for review as required by the Zoning Ordinance.

E. Grading, Drainage, Utility, and Erosion Plans must be prepared for each lot 
and submitted to the City for review by the Applicant or a future owner prior to 
the submission of building permits.

F. Prior to issuance of a building or grading permit for a newly created lot in the 
PUD, the owner of such lot must first submit (i) a tree preservation plan; (ii) a 
landscaping plan; and (iii) plans for the building/s, building pad/s and lot 
layout to the City for review by the Planning Commission, and obtain the 
approval of the City Council for such plans under the standards of the 
Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances. 

G. The Applicant must record the Final Plat with the appropriate Hennepin 
County officials within one hundred twenty (120) days in conformance with 
Section 805.15.E.7 of the Subdivision Ordinance, and provide a recorded 
copy to the City.

Adopted by the Wayzata Planning Commission this 7th day of September, 2016.

Voting In Favor: Flannigan, Gnos, Gruber, Gonzalez
Voting Against: Murray, Young
Abstaining: None
Absent: Iverson

12-06-2016 CC PACKET 
Page 187 of 205



12-06-2016 CC PACKET 
Page 188 of 205



12-06-2016 CC PACKET 
Page 189 of 205



DRAFT RESOLUTION NO. 35-2016

RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT AND PRELIMINARY AND 
FINAL PLAT SUBDIVISION AT 250 AND 270 BUSHAWAY RD

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Wayzata, Minnesota as follows:

Section 1. BACKGROUND

1.1 Development Application. Zev and Kristi Oman and Robert Bolling (collectively, 
the “Applicant”) have submitted a development application (the “Application”) to
subdivide the two existing lots at 250 and 270 Bushaway Road into four single-
family residential lots.  The two existing homes would remain and two new single-
family homes would be constructed on the two newly created lots (the “Project”).

1.2 Application Requests. The Application includes requests for approval of:

A. Subdivision for 4 New Lots.  The Preliminary and Final Plat
submitted with the Application would subdivide the two existing lots 
at 250 and 270 Bushaway Road into four single-family residential lots
(the “Subdivision” or “Preliminary and Final Plats”).

B. Planned Unit Development. The Subdivision and Project would occur 
pursuant to the concurrent PUD concept plan and general plan of 
development for a four lot single-family residential development
submitted with the Application (the “Concurrent PUD Concept and 
General Plan of Development”). The Applicant is requesting 
concurrent concept and general plan review and approval.

C. Rezoning from R-1 to PUD. The property would be re-zoned from the 
current R-1/Low Density Single Family Residential District to the 
PUD/Planned Unit Development District (the “Rezoning” or “Zoning 
Amendment”).

1.3 Property. The addresses, property identification numbers and owners of the
parcels comprising the subject property (the “Property”) are:

250 Bushaway Rd 05-117-22-34-0018 Zev and Kristina Oman

270 Bushaway Rd 05-117-22-34-0019 Robert Bolling

1.4 Land Use Designations. The Property falls within the following land use districts:

Current zoning: R-1A/Low Density Single Family Estate District
Comp plan designation: Bushaway Conservation District

1.5 Notice and Public Hearing. Notice of a public hearing on the Application was
published in the Wayzata Sun Sailor on August 25, 2016. A copy of the notice
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was mailed to all property owners located with 350 feet of the Property on August 
25, 2016. The required public hearing was held at the September 7, 2016
Planning Commission meeting.

Section 2. STANDARDS

2.1 Subdivision / Preliminary and Final Plat

Review and approval of subdivisions of property and preliminary/final plats are 
governed by the City’s Subdivision Ordinance, Ch. 805 of City Code.  The City 
may agree to review the preliminary and final plat simultaneously.  Sec. 805.15.A. 

In reviewing such requests, the Planning Commission shall consider possible 
adverse effects of the preliminary plat.  Its judgment shall be based upon, but not 
limited to, the following factors found in Section 805.14.E:

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 
filing 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  
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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 performance standards contained herein.

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.

2.2 Planned Unit Developments (PUDs).

A. Intent and Purpose of PUDs. 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:

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.

3. More convenience in location and design of development and service 
facilities.
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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 a PUD application.  These include:

1. Health Safety and Welfare; Council Discretion.  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. If the Council 
determines that the proposed project will not be detrimental to the 
health, safety and welfare of residents of the community and the 
surrounding area and that the project does conform with the overall 
intent and purpose of Section 33 of the PUD Ordinance, it may approve 
the PUD, although it shall not be required to do so.   

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.

5. Common Open Space.  The PUD project must provide common private 
or public open space and facilities at least sufficient enough to meet 
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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.

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 
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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.

2.3 Zoning Ordinance Amendments / Rezoning.
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 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 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 OF FACT
The City Council of the City of Wayzata hereby confirms and memorializes that the (i) 
Preliminary and Final Plat Subdivision; (ii) Concurrent PUD Concept and General Plan of 
Development; (iii) Rezoning to PUD/Planned Unit Development that are requested as part 
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of the Application meet all of 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, Applicant’s additional submittals, staff reports, public 
comment presented at the hearing, and the Report and Recommendation of the Planning 
Commission):

3.1 Preliminary / Final Plat.

1.  The proposed Subdivision is consistent with the Wayzata 
Comprehensive Plan.

2. The building pads that result from the Subdivision preserve the
sensitive areas on the Property, including wetlands, wildlife habitat,
trees and vegetation, and scenic points.

3. The building pads that result from the Subdivision have been
selected and located with respect to natural topography to minimize
filing or grading.

4. Existing stands of significant trees have been retained where possible.
The building pads that results from the Subdivision are sensitively
integrated into existing trees.

5. The Subdivision does not adversely impact the scale, pattern or
character of the City, its neighborhoods, or its commercial areas.

6. The design of the lots, the building pads, and the site layout
responds to and is reflective of the surrounding lots and
neighborhood character.

7. The lot sizes resulting from the Subdivision are not dissimilar from
adjacent lots or lots found in the surrounding neighborhood.

8. Buildings within the Subdivision are not proposed at this time, and 
therefore a finding cannot be made as to whether the architectural
appearance, scale, mass, construction materials, proportion and 
scale of roof line and functional plan of the buildings proposed is 
similar  to  the characteristics and  quality of existing
development in the City and surrounding neighborhood.

9. 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 are not applicable to this Application.

10. The proposed lot layouts and building pads conform with all
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performance standards contained in the Subdivision 
Ordinance with the exception of those for which a variance is 
being requested.

11. The Subdivision will not tend to or actually depreciate the values
of neighboring properties in the area in which it is proposed.

12. The Subdivision will be accommodated with existing public services,
including those related to transportation and utility systems, and will
not overburden the City’s service capacity.

3.2 PUD.  Concurrent PUD Concept and General Plan of Development set forth in the 
Application meets the purpose and intent of the PUD Ordinance.

A. The PUD reflects higher standards of site and building design through the use 
of trained and experienced land planners, architects, landscape architects, 
and engineers.

B. The PUD includes appropriate large lot residential uses, and is consistent with 
the goals and objectives of the comprehensive plan.

C. The PUD creates a more desirable and creative environment that preserves 
sensitive and important natural and environmental resources, as detailed 
elsewhere in these findings, than would be possible under the existing R-1
District and applicable standards of the Subdivision Ordinance as related to 
the private drive.

In addition, the PUD meets all of the PUD general standards listed in Section 
801.33.2.A of the Zoning Ordinance.

3.3 Zoning Ordinance Amendments / Rezoning. The Rezoning for the proposed 
residential use set forth in the Application (the “Proposed Use”) would not have an 
adverse effect on surrounding properties or the community, and meets the standards 
for a zoning ordinance amendment:

A. The Proposed Use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan land use 
designation of the Property, and meets the policies of the Comp Plan.

B. The Proposed Use is consistent with current and future land uses in the area.

C. The Proposed Use would meet the performance standards outlined in the 
Zoning Ordinance.

D. The Proposed Use would not have an adverse effect on the area in which it is 
proposed.

E. The Proposed Use would not adversely impact property values in the area.
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F. Traffic generation by the Proposed Use could be meet by the capabilities of 
streets serving the property.

G. The Proposed Use would not exceed service capacity of public services and 
facilities including parks, schools, streets, and utilities, and the City’s service 
capacity.

Section 4. CITY COUNCIL ACTION

4.1 Based on the findings in section 3 of this Resolution, (i) the Preliminary and Final 
Plats, (ii) the Concurrent PUD Concept and General Plan of Development, and 
(iii) the Zoning Amendment requested as part of the Application are hereby 
APPROVED, subject to all of the following conditions:

A. Park Dedication fees must be paid as required by the Subdivision Ordinance, 
in an amount of two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500.00) per new lot or 
ten percent (10%) of the determined land value, whichever is greater, to be 
paid at the time of recording of the final plat for the Subdivision.

B. The Applicant must record the Final Plat approved hereby with the 
appropriate Hennepin County officials within one hundred twenty (120) days 
in conformance with Section 805.15.E.7 of the Subdivision Ordinance, and 
provide a recorded copy to the City.

C. The Applicant or future homeowner must apply for and obtain all necessary 
building permits from the City, prior to commencement of any construction 
activity on the Property.

D. Grading, Drainage, Utility, and Erosion Plans must be prepared for each lot 
and submitted to the City for review by the Applicant or a future owner prior to 
the submission of building permits.

E. Tree Preservation Plans must be prepared for each lot and submitted to the 
City for review as required by the Zoning Ordinance.

F. Prior to issuance of a building or grading permit for a newly created lot in the 
PUD, the owner of such lot must first submit (i) a tree preservation plan; (ii) a 
landscaping plan; and (iii) plans for the building/s, building pad/s and lot 
layout to the City for review by the Planning Commission, and obtain the 
approval of the City Council for such plans under the standards of the 
Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances. 

G. All expenses of the City of Wayzata, including consultant, expert, legal, and 
planning fees incurred must be fully reimbursed by the Applicant.
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Adopted by the Wayzata City Council this 6th day of December, 2016.

Mayor Ken Willcox
ATTEST:

City Manager Jeffrey Dahl

ACTION ON THIS RESOLUTION:

Motion for adoption: 
Seconded by: 
Voted in favor of:
Voted against:
Abstained:
Absent: 

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 
December 6, 2016.

__________________________________
Becky Malone, Deputy City Clerk
SEAL
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CITY OF WAYZATA

HENNEPIN COUNTY, MINNESOTA

DRAFT ORDINANCE NO.  763

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE CITY
TO REZONE PROPERTY AT 250 AND 270 BUSHAWAY RD TO 

PUD PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

THE CITY OF WAYZATA ORDAINS:

Section 1. Zoning Map Amendment

1.1. Rezoning. Based upon City Council Resolution 35-2016 (the “Resolution”), the Official 
Zoning Map of the City of Wayzata is hereby amended to change the Zoning District
designation of the Property, as defined in the Resolution, to PUD Planned Unit 
Development District.

Section 2. Effective Date

2.1 This Ordinance will become effective upon passage and publication.   

Adopted by the City Council this ____ day of _____________ 2016.

___________________________
Ken Willcox
Mayor

ATTEST:

_____________________
Jeffrey Dahl
City Manager

First Reading:
Second Reading:  
Publication:  

000043/204032/2459921_1
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City of Wayzata 
600 Rice Street 
Wayzata, MN  55391-1734 

Mayor: 
Ken Willcox 

City Council: 
Bridget Anderson 
Johanna McCarthy 
Andrew Mullin 
Steven Tyacke 
City Manager: 
Jeffrey Dahl

Phone: 952-404-5300  Fax: 952-404-5318   e-mail: city@wayzata.org  home page:  www.wayzata.org 

DATE:  December 1, 2016 

TO:   The Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 

FROM:  Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager 

SUBJECT: Lake Effect Conservancy Annual Report and Introduction of New 
Consultant Executive Director Kathy Coward 

Update
As a part of the August 3rd, 2016 Agreement between the City Council and the Lake Effect 
Conservancy, there is to be a quarterly report presented by the two lead staff persons of 
each entity. Due to rapid maturation of the Conservancy, staff asked the board to provide 
more of an annual report for this year that would also serve as an introduction to the new 
consultant-Executive Director, Kathy Coward.  

Lake Effect Consultant Mary deLaittre, as well as Chair Dan Koch, will be in attendance in 
order to go over the attached report and officially introduce Ms. Coward to the Council. 

Transition 
As mentioned previously, the Conservancy is in the process of transitioning consultant 
Mary deLaittre’s services to an Executive Director-type position that will work directly with 
the Conservancy on meeting the overarching objective of the board, which is to fundraise 
for the Lake Effect Project. As such, staff has reviewed deLaittre’s outstanding contract 
with the City. The objectives, scope of services, and deliverables are consistent with what 
Ms. Coward’s duties will be and thus staff has given approval to fund the services provided 
by Ms. Coward under the existing contract in lieu of funding deLaittre’s services. After 
payment of November’s services, there is approximately $50,000 left of the existing 
$140,000 contract, which was planned to cover expenses until the end of March 2017. 

Appointments
Please note that as per Section 5.a in the City/Conservancy Agreement, a team consisting 
of five people made up of: the Mayor, two appointed members of the Conservancy and 
two appointed members of the City, called the “Lake Effect Team,” should meet at least 
once yearly to review progress and set up a plan for general fundraising efforts and 
success metrics. Staff will incorporate the action needed to appoint the Lake Effect Team 
with the general Council/Staff appointments at the January 3, 2017 Council Meeting.

City Council Action Requested 
No Council Action is requested.  
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MEMORANDUM 

TO:  Mayor Willcox and Councilmembers  
FROM:  Mary deLaittre, Lake Effect Project Consultant   
DATE:  1 December 2016  
RE:  Lake Effect Conservancy End of Year Summary 

This is a time of celebration and transition for the Lake Effect Conservancy. With the August 3 
Council vote and the Lake Effect Park scope defined, the Conservancy could formally take the 
next steps in organizational development, fundraising, and initiating its search for a consulting 
Executive Director. Milestones from August to early November include: 

 Conservancy Board members immediately began cultivating major individual donors 
and working with City of Wayzata to meet with potential public agency partners. 

 The Conservancy Officers began the process of developing a 2017-18 budget and 
putting policy in place for expanding the Board and selecting a future Chair. 

 A new website was launched and supporting fundraising materials created. 

 The Conservancy was granted non-profit status by the IRS, along with the Secretary of 
State and Attorney General.  

 The City and Conservancy continue to have regularly scheduled staff and leadership 
meetings to maintain communication and joint decision-making outlined in the 
City/Conservancy agreement. 

 The Conservancy initiated a rigorous candidate selection process, choosing Kathy 
Coward for the Consulting Executive Director role out of a pool of 8 excellent 
candidates. Coward was selected and approved by the Board on 1 November for her 
superior leadership, capital campaign, and organizational development experience as 
well as her deep roots in Wayzata. 

Since the Conservancy achieved these milestones, the organization has transitioned into 
Phase 2 of its development. Under the new consulting leadership the Lake Effect Conservancy 
is poised to begin the quiet phase of the Lake Effect Capital Campaign and fulfill its mission to 
raise the private funds for the Lake Effect Park. Lake Effect Project Consultant deLaittre has 
been facilitating this transition and will continue to support this next phase through the 
completion of her contract in March 2017. 
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City of Wayzata 
600 Rice Street 
Wayzata, MN  55391-1734 

Mayor: 
Ken Willcox 

City Council: 
Bridget Anderson 
Johanna McCarthy 
Andrew Mullin 
Steven Tyacke 
City Manager: 
Jeffrey Dahl

Phone: 952-404-5300  Fax: 952-404-5318   e-mail: city@wayzata.org  home page:  www.wayzata.org 

DATE:  December 1, 2016 

TO:   The Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 

FROM:  Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager 

SUBJECT: Adopt Ordinance Authorizing the Issuance of General Obligation Tax 
Increment Bonds, Series 2016A 

Update
At its November 29th meeting, the HRA approved a resolution pledging the TIF for the 
purposes of the paying off the bond debt and amending the original TIF Plan.  

As construction progresses on the Mill Street Parking Ramp in order to meet the early 
Summer 2017 timeline, the City will need to consider action on the following steps to 
secure financing for the ramp: 

 Early November---Contractor commences construction of ramp (Completed). 
 Mid November---City allocates cash for ramp and calls for public hearing for bond 

sale (Completed). 
 November 29---HRA pledges tax increment for G.O. TIF Bonds and amends TIF 

Plan (Completed) 
 December 6---City Council Adopts Ordinance Amendment authorizing issuance of 

bonds.
 December 7---Staff and Bond Counsel hold rating call with Standard and Poor’s.
 December 20---City Council holds public hearing to amend the TIF Plan, adopts 

reimbursing resolutions, holds the bond sale, and awards bond. 
 Early Summer 2017---Construction of ramp is completed. 

Please see the attached memo from the Jennifer Hanson of Dorsey and Whitney, the 
City’s Bond Counsel regarding the next step—Adopting an Ordinance Authorizing the 
Issuance of G.O. TIF Bonds, Series 2016A.  

Staff Recommendation 
In order to move forward with the financing of the Mill Street Parking Ramp Construction, 
staff recommends adoption of the attached ordinance. 

City Council Action Requested 
Motion to Adopt Ordinance Authorizing the Issuance of General Obligation Tax Increment 
Bonds, Series 2016A. 
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Jeffrey Dahl, City Manager 

CC: Stacie Kvilvang, Ehlers & Associates 

FROM: Jennifer Hanson 

DATE: November 28, 2016 

RE: First Reading of Ordinance (GO TIF Revenue Bonds) 

On November 15, 2016, the City adopted a resolution authorizing the sale of its General 
Obligation Tax Increment Financing (TIF) Revenue Bonds, Series 2016A to finance the 
construction of a public parking facility in the downtown area of the City.  Section 45 of the City 
Charter requires that in cases, such as the issuance of bonds payable from TIF revenues in an 
amount equal to at least 20% of debt service, where an election is not required, bonds may be 
authorized by ordinance adopted by a four-fifths vote of all the members of the council and 
stating the maximum amount and purpose or purposes of the issue.  

Pursuant to Section 22 of the City Charter, an ordinance shall be presented at two 
consecutive regular council meetings held at least one week apart.  The ordinance provided is 
expected to be presented for first reading December 6, 2016, second reading December 20, 
2016 and effectiveness upon publication December 29, 2016.  In addition, a resolution detailing 
the terms of the bond issuance will be prepared for consideration December 20, 2016. 
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ORDINANCE NO. 765 

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE 
OF GENERAL OBLIGATION 

TAX INCREMENT BONDS, SERIES 2016A 

 THE CITY OF WAYZATA ORDAINS: 

 Section 1.  General Obligation Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2016A. 

 By authority of Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 475 and Section 45 of the City Charter, the 
City may issue its general obligation bonds without an election, if such bonds are authorized by 
ordinance adopted by 4/5ths of the members of this Council for any purpose authorized by the 
laws of the State of Minnesota, when such laws permit the issuance of bonds for such purpose 
without an election.  It is hereby determined to be necessary and desirable for the City to issue 
General Obligation Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2016A (the Bonds), without an election.  The 
Bonds are being issued for the purpose of financing public redevelopment costs to be incurred 
within Tax Increment Financing District No. 5 of the Housing and Redevelopment Authority in 
and for the City of Wayzata.  The maximum amount of the Bonds is $7,925,000.  Pursuant to 
Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.178 and Chapter 475, the Bonds may be issued without an 
election.

 Section 2.  Further Terms and Provisions of Bonds Herein Authorized. 

 The further terms and provisions of the Bonds, including the form and details thereof, 
shall be fixed and established by further resolution or resolutions of the City Council. 

 Section 3.  Effective Date. 

 This ordinance shall be effective upon its passage by this Council, after its second 
reading, and its publication in accordance with Sections 23 and 24 of the City Charter. 

 Passed first reading, December 6, 2016. 

 Passed and approved on second reading, December 20, 2016. 

    Approved: _____________________________ 
                            Mayor 

Attest: __________________________ 
  City Manager 
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