
Greenwood City Council Meeting 
 

7 PM, THURSDAY, August 5, 2010 
20225 Cottagewood Road ~ Deephaven, MN 55331 ~ 952-474-6633 

 
AGENDA 

 

Welcome to the Greenwood city council meeting. We are glad you are here! Members of the public are invited to address 
the council regarding any item on the agenda. If your topic is not on the agenda, you may speak during Matters 

from the Floor. And as a friendly reminder, please turn off your cell phones. 
 

 
7:00 PM 1.   CALL TO ORDER ~ ROLL CALL ~ APPROVE AGENDA 
 

7:00 PM 2.   CONSENT AGENDA 
Council members may request removal of consent agenda items for further discussion. Removed items 
will be placed under Other Business. 
A. Recommendation: Approve 07-06-10 Council Minutes 
B. Recommendation: Approve 07-06-10 Work Session Minutes 
C. Recommendation: Approve June Cash Summary Report 
D. Recommendation: Approve July Payables 

 

7:05 PM 3.   MATTERS FROM THE FLOOR 
This is an opportunity for the public to address the council regarding matters not on the agenda. The 
council will not engage in discussion or take action on items presented at this time. However, the council 
may ask for clarification and may include items on a future agenda. Comments are limited to three 
minutes.  

 

7:10 PM 4.   ANNOUNCEMENTS, PRESENTATIONS & REPORTS 
    A. Proposals: Associated Insurance Group and Northern Capital Insurance Group  
    B. Chief Bryan Litsey: South Lake Minnetonka Police Department Budget 
    C. Meet City Prosecutor Greg Keller 
     

7:40 PM 5.   PUBLIC HEARINGS 
A. None 

 

7:40 PM 6.   UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
    A. Second Reading: Ordinance 185 Regulation of Adult Establishments, Code Section 1178 
    B. Consider: Resolution 12-10 Summary of Ordinance #185 for Publication 
    

7:45 PM 7.   NEW BUSINESS 
    A. Consider: Resolution 14-10 Regarding Voting Procedure 
    B. Consider: 2011 Contract for Assessor Services from Hennepin County 
    C. Consider: Beaver Dam Removal Options 
    D.  Consider: Resolution 16-10 Vintage Waste Recycling Renewal 
    E. Consider: Excelsior Fire District Budget  
    F. Set Date: Budget Hearing and Final Budget / Levy Approval, Recommendation 12/7 @ 7 PM 

 

8:05 PM 8.   OTHER BUSINESS 
   A. None 
 

8:05 PM 9.   COUNCIL REPORTS 
A.   Fletcher: Planning Commission, Lake Minnetonka Communications Commission, Milfoil,  
 Minnehaha Creek Watershed District 
B. Kind: Police, Administration 
C. Page: Lake Minnetonka Conservation District  
D. Quam: Roads & Sewer  
E.   Rose: Fire 

 

8:15 PM 10.  ADJOURNMENT 
 
Agenda times are approximate. Please be ready 10 minutes prior to your agenda topic. Every effort will be made to keep the agenda 
on schedule. 
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 GREENWOOD CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
 Tuesday, July 6, 2010 7:00 p.m. 
 Council Chambers ~ 20225 Cottagewood Road ~ Deephaven MN  55331 
 
  
1. CALL TO ORDER- ROLL CALL - APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

Mayor Kind called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 
Council present: Tom Fletcher, Deb Kind, Kelsey Page, and Bob Quam 
Council absent: William Rose 
Others present: City Attorney Mark Kelly, Zoning Administrator/City Clerk Gus 
Karpas, and Recording Secretary Clare Link 

 
Page moved to approve the agenda.  Fletcher seconded the motion. Motion carried 
4-0. 

 
2. APPROVE CONSENT AGENDA 
 

Councilmember Page moved to approve the following consent items.   
A. Recommendation:  Approve 06-01-10 Work Session Minutes 
B. Recommendation:  Approve 06-01-10 Council Minutes 
C. Recommendation:  Approve May Cash Summary Report 
D. Recommendation:  Approve June Payables  
E. Recommendation:  Approve Resolution 15-10 Adoption of Final 2030 

Comprehensive Plan 
  

Councilmember Quam seconded the motion.  Motion approved 4-0. 
 
3. MATTERS FROM THE FLOOR 
 None 
 
4. ANNOUNCEMENTS, PRESENTATIONS & STAFF REPORTS 

  
Quam moved to move Item A to the end of Section 4. Page seconded the motion. 
Motion carried 4-0. 

 
B. Announcement: Minnehaha Creek Watershed District, Public Hearing 

for Wetland Rules and Shoreline/Streambank Rules, 7 pm, Thursday, 
July 8, 2010, MCWD District Office 

 
  Kind noted a meeting will be held on Thursday, July 8 at 7:00 p.m. at the  
  MCWD office to for a public hearing to comment on proposed changes for  
  shoreline/streambank rules. Fletcher discussed the changes. He will   
 attend the meeting. 

 
C. Announcement: Night to Unite, Tuesday, August 3, 2010 
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City of Greenwood 
Regular City Council Meeting 
July 6, 2010  Page 2 of 5 
 
 

 
 Night to Unite is Tuesday, August 3. Residents should call David Hohertz  
 at SLMPD if they would like an officer to attend. 
 
D. Announcement: City Office Filing 8/3-8/17, Primary Election 8/10, 

Absentee Voting for General Election Begins 9/17, General Election 
11/2 

 
 Kind noted residents can file to run for city office between August 3 and 
 August 17. Questions regarding the upcoming elections can be directed to 
 Gus Karpas. 

 
 A. Proposal: Northern Capital Insurance Group 
 

Kind reviewed a proposal from Northern Capital Insurance Group regarding 
the city's insurance with the League of Minnesota Cities. She explained what 
Northern Capital would provide if the city changes agents. Page asked if our 
current agent had been notified that the council was considering making a 
change. Kind said she would contact him. 

 
Quam moved to continue this item to the August meeting.  Page seconded 
the motion. Motion carried 4-0. 

 
5. PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 None 
 
6. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 
 A. Second Reading: Ordinance #183 Regulation of Telecommunications  
  Facilities, Code Section 1179 
 

Quam moved to approve Ordinance #183 regulating telecommunications 
facilities, Code Section 1179. Fletcher seconded the motion. Motion carried 
4-0. 

 
 B. Consider: Resolution #10-10 Summary of Ordinance #183 for   
  Publication 
 

Fletcher moved to adopt Resolution #10-10, summary of Ordinance #183 for 
publication. Quam seconded the motion. Motion carried 4-0. 

 



City of Greenwood 
Regular City Council Meeting 
July 6, 2010  Page 3 of 5 
 
 
7. NEW BUSINESS 
 
 A. Consider: Resolution #11-10 Appointing 2010 Election Judges and  
  Absentee Ballot Board 
 

Fletcher moved to adopt Resolution #11-10 appointing 2010 election judges 
and absentee ballot board. Quam seconded the motion.  Motion carried 4-0. 

 
 B. Consider: Resolution #14-10 Regarding Voting Procedure 
 

Quam moved to continue consideration of the adoption Resolution #14-10 
regarding voting procedure to the August meeting. Page seconded the 
motion. Motion carried 4-0. 

 
 C. First Reading: Ordinance #185 Regulation of Adult Establishments,  
  Code Section 1178 
 

Kind stated the Planning Commission reviewed Ordinance #185 regarding 
the regulation of adult establishments, Code Section 1178 at a recent 
meeting.  Page asked where the language relating to hours of operation 
came from. Kind stated it is the language from the Minnetonka ordinance.   
 
Page asked if the sign restrictions are different than what is required of other 
businesses. Kind stated they are more restrictive for adult establishments.  
Councilmembers discussed the proximity of this use to a residentially zoned 
neighborhood.   
 
Fletcher moved to approve the first reading for Ordinance #185 regulation of 
adult establishments, Code Section 1178. Quam seconded the motion.  
Motion carried 4-0. 

 
 D. Consider: Resolution #12-10 Summary of Ordinance #185 for   
  Publication 
 
  This item continued to the August meeting. No motion made. 
 
 E. Consider: Resolution #13-10 Greenwood & Deephaven Letter of   
  Understanding 
 

Kind stated the administration sub-committee (Kind and Fletcher) met with 
Deephaven representatives to hammer out the details for the letter of 
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understanding for administrative responsibilities for three years. 
 
Page stated that a three-year agreement was premature as the original 
intent was to try the arrangement with Deephaven out for the remainder of 
the year. Kind stated that since the council needs to determine the 
preliminary 2011 budget by September, that it is appropriate to work on an 
agreement with Deephaven before the end of the year. Fletcher discussed 
the purpose of the contract and the fact it can be terminated with 180 days 
notice by either party without any penalties. Page stated that he opposed the 
6-month notice provision regarding the termination of any agreement. 
 
Councilmembers discussed the terms of the contract. It was noted that in 
most cases, we must ask Deephaven to perform the work.   
 
Fletcher moved to adopt Resolution #13-10, Greenwood & Deephaven 
Letter of Understanding from 2011 - 2013. Quam seconded the motion.  
Motion carried 3-1. Page opposed the motion. 

 
8. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 None 
 
9. COUNCIL REPORTS 

 
A. Kind: Police, Administration Transition Report 

 
Kind attended the SLMPD Coordinating Committee budget meeting recently 
where three budget scenarios were reviewed. The largest part of the 
increase is from health insurance premiums and single employees moving to 
family coverage. It is hoped the budget will be ready for the August meeting. 
Kind stated the administration transition with Deephaven is moving along 
smoothly. Xcel is planning a major project along the LRT trail beginning in 
2011. A high voltage line will be replaced which results in fewer poles. 

 
 B. Rose: Fire 
 
  Rose was absent. 

 
 C. Quam: Roads & Sewer (MCES I/I Grant Program) 
 

Quam stated road construction will begin the week of July 12 for a one-week 
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period. Residents will be notified prior to the start of work. Parking will not be 
allowed on those city streets during the construction period.  
  

 D. Fletcher: Planning Commission, Lake Minnetonka Communications  
  Commission, Milfoil 
 

Karpas reported on recent Planning Commission activity. Fletcher reported 
on LMCC activities.   

 
 E. Page:  Lake Minnetonka Conservation District 
 

Page stated there is an ongoing dispute between neighbors in St. Alban's 
Bay relating to a canopy. He discussed a possible dock configuration of the 
Greenwood docks. 

 
10. ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business, it was moved by Quam to adjourn the meeting at 
8:05 p.m. Fletcher seconded the motion. Motion carried 4-0. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Clare T. Link 
Recording Secretary 



Greenwood City Council Work Session  
8:15 PM, Tuesday, July 6, 2010 

Council Chambers ~ 20225 Cottagewood Road ~ Deephaven, MN 55331 
 
 

MINUTES 
 
1. Call to Order ~ Roll Call ~ Approve Agenda 
 

Mayor Kind called the meeting to order at 8:15 PM. 
 
Council present: Tom Fletcher, Deb Kind, Kelsey Page, and Bob Quam 
Council absent: William Rose 
Others present: City Attorney Mark Kelly 

 
Quam moved to approve the agenda. Second by Fletcher. Motion carried 4-0.  

 
2. Unemployment Claim Discussion 
 

The council discussed former administrator Roberta Whipple's claim for unemployment 
benefits. The state ruled that Whipple is not eligible for benefits. Whipple has until July 14 to 
appeal the state's decision. 

 
3. Code Book Discussion 
 

The council discussed section 425, the reorganization of chapters 9 and 10, and the 
definitions in chapter 12. Next steps are: 
  

• Kind will make revisions per the council's discussion. 
• The planning commission will hold a public hearing for chapters 11 and 12 at their 

July 21 meeting.  
• The council will review the planning commission's recommendations for chapters 11 

and 12 at the August 5 work session. 
• A clean copy of all chapters will be ready for a public hearing and 1st reading at the 

September 7 council meeting. 
 

4. Budget Discussion 
  

The council discussed the first draft of the budget which shows a -2.60% reduction in 
expenses and a -3.03% reduction in general property tax levy. Categories that need further 
review are: IT Consulting, Accounting Services, Telephone Services, Computer Hardware / 
Software, Police, Fire, Spring Clean-Up, Insurance, and Bridge Fund. The next draft of the 
budget also will include budgets for Parks, Marina, Sewer and Stormwater funds. 
 

5. Set Date for Next Work Session 
 

The next work session will be 5:30 PM on August 5, 2010 and continue after the council 
meeting until 9 PM. 

 
6. Adjournment 
 

Page moved to adjourn at 9:35 pm. Second by Fletcher. Motion carried 4-0. 
 
 

Respectfully submitted by Deb Kind 
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Variance with Variance with 
Month 2009 2010 Prior Month Prior Year
January 484,702$   573,056$        (69,158)$          88,354$          
February 437,334$   545,897$        (27,159)$          108,563$         
March 391,150$   466,631$        (79,266)$          75,481$          
April 360,843$   472,069$        5,438$             111,226$         
May 334,929$   454,955$        (17,114)$          120,026$         
June 286,999$   453,487$        (1,468)$            166,488$         
July 495,051$   -$                   (453,487)$        (495,051)$       
August 465,300$   -$                   -$                    (465,300)$       
September 393,080$   -$                   -$                    (393,080)$       
October 351,022$   -$                   -$                    (351,022)$       
November 327,615$   -$                   -$                    (327,615)$       
December 642,214$   -$                   -$                    (642,214)$       

Bridgewater Bank Money Market:  $555,106.73222,330$        
Bridgewater Bank Checking:           $17,949.2931,157$          
Beacon Bank Money Market 200,000$        

453,487$        

 $-  
 $100,000  
 $200,000  
 $300,000  
 $400,000  
 $500,000  
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City of Greenwood 
Monthly Cash Summary 

2009 
2010 
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CITY OF GREENWOOD Check Register Page:     1 

Pay Period Date(s): 07/02/2010 to 08/01/2010 Jul 29, 2010  09:01am 

 

Pay Per Check Check Amount

Date Jrnl Date Number Payee Emp No

08/01/10 PC 08/01/10 10026 Debra J. Kind 34 277.05 

08/01/10 PC 08/01/10 10027 Fletcher, Thomas M 33 84.70 

08/01/10 PC 08/01/10 10028 H. Kelsey Page 35 184.70 

08/01/10 PC 08/01/10 10029 Quam, Robert 32 184.70 

08/01/10 PC 08/01/10 10030 William Rose 36 184.70 

          Grand Totals: 915.85 
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M = Manual Check, V = Void Check  

 

CITY OF GREENWOOD Check Register - Summary Report Page:     1 

Jul 29, 2010  09:00am 

Check Issue Date(s): 07/07/2010 - 08/03/2010  

 

Per Date Check No Vendor No Payee Check GL Acct Amount

07/10 07/21/2010 10025 660 CLARE T. LINK 101-20100 200.00 

08/10 08/03/2010 10031 51 BOLTON & MENK, INC. 101-20100 2,087.50 

08/10 08/03/2010 10032 Information Only Check  V101-20100 .00 

08/10 08/03/2010 10033 9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN 101-20100 13,486.50 

08/10 08/03/2010 10034 586 CIVIC SYSTEMS, LLC 101-20100 1,918.00 

08/10 08/03/2010 10035 759 CWC CONLEY'S WILDLIFE CONTROL 101-20100 300.00 

08/10 08/03/2010 10036 761 DEBRA KIND 101-20100 6.04 

08/10 08/03/2010 10037 763 DS SOLUTIONS INC 101-20100 13.36 

08/10 08/03/2010 10038 68 Gopher State One Call 602-20100 56.55 

08/10 08/03/2010 10039 601 HENNEPIN COUNTY ASSESSORS OFF. 101-20100 6,760.66 

08/10 08/03/2010 10040 3 KELLY LAW OFFICES 101-20100 1,138.50 

08/10 08/03/2010 10041 742 Marco, Inc. 101-20100 717.09 

08/10 08/03/2010 10042 105 METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENV SERV 602-20100 3,007.42 

08/10 08/03/2010 10043 764 OMANN BROTHERS PAVING 101-20100 83,274.82 

08/10 08/03/2010 10044 701 Popp Telecom 101-20100 144.35 

08/10 08/03/2010 10045 38 SOUTH LAKE MINNETONKA POLICE 101-20100 12,763.00 

08/10 08/03/2010 10046 136 Sun Newspapers 101-20100 193.05 

08/10 08/03/2010 10047 735 TGR Consulting 101-20100 95.00 

08/10 08/03/2010 10048 745 Vintage Waste Systems 101-20100 1,568.40 

08/10 08/03/2010 10049 145 XCEL 602-20100 581.20 

          Totals: 128,311.44 

           Dated: ______________________________________________________

           Mayor: ______________________________________________________

  City Council: ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

City Recorder: ______________________________________________________



 

PD = Fully Paid Invoice     PR = Partially Paid Invoice  

 

CITY OF GREENWOOD Payment Approval Report by GL No w/o Voided Invoices Page:     1 

Fully Paid Invoices  07/07/2010 - 08/03/2010 Jul 29, 2010  08:57am 

 

Report Criteria:

Invoice.Voided = false

GL Acct No Vendor Vendor Name Description Invoice No PO No Inv Date Amount

101-20805 GENERAL FUND - DTOG - STATE SURCHARGE

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN 2nd QTR SURCHARGE REPORT JULY 2010 07/31/2010 14.19 

101-41200-219 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ELECTIONS - ELECTION OPERATION SUPPLIES

763 DS SOLUTIONS INC TEST DECK SPREADSHEET 10147 07/08/2010 13.36 

101-41400-201 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - OFFICE SUPPLIES

761 DEBRA KIND GRAND MARSHALL FRAME 10147 07/08/2010 6.04 

101-41400-202 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - DUPLICATING

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN COPIES JULY 2010 07/31/2010 7.40 

101-41400-309 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - PROFESSIONAL SERVICES-OTH

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN Clerk Services JULY 2010 07/31/2010 2,963.00 

735 TGR Consulting Professional Computer Services GW201005-1 05/31/2010 95.00 

3,058.00   *

101-41400-310 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - CLERKS CONTRACTURAL

660 CLARE T. LINK Council Minutes 070710 07/07/2010 200.00 

101-41400-311 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - OFFICE-RENT

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN RENT & EQUIPMENT JULY 2010 07/31/2010 855.36 

101-41400-313 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - PROFESSIONAL SERVICES-COM

586 CIVIC SYSTEMS, LLC Semi-Annual Support Fee CVC7361 07/09/2010 1,918.00 

101-41400-321 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - COMMUNICATIONS-TELEPHONE

701 Popp Telecom Local, Long dist. & DSL 1882629 06/30/2010 144.35 

101-41400-322 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - POSTAGE

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN Postage JULY 2010 07/31/2010 315.76 

101-41400-351 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - PRINTING-LEGAL NOTICES

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN GRWD JULY NEWSLETTER JULY 2010 07/31/2010 61.60 

136 Sun Newspapers RESOLUTION 1000462 07/15/2010 92.95 

136 Sun Newspapers PUBLIC Accuracy Test 1002013 07/22/2010 14.30 

136 Sun Newspapers Hearing Notice 998253 07/01/2010 42.90 

136 Sun Newspapers CANDIDATE FILING 999338 07/15/2010 42.90 

254.65   *

101-41400-411 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ADMINISTRATION - RENTALS-OFFICE EQUIPMENT

742 Marco, Inc. Copier lease 155482953 07/14/2010 717.09 

101-41500-309 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - ASSESSOR - ASSESSORS-CONTRACT

601 HENNEPIN COUNTY ASSESSORS OFF.2ND 1/2 PMT FOR SERVICES CA3011 06/18/2010 6,760.66 

101-41600-304 GENERAL FUND - COUNCIL - LEGAL SERVICES - LEGAL SERVICES-GENERAL

3 KELLY LAW OFFICES GENERAL LEGAL 5765 07/27/2010 782.00 

          Total COUNCIL 15,032.67 

101-42100-304 GENERAL FUND - LAW ENFORCEMENT - LAW ENFORCEMENT - LEGAL SERVICES-PROSECUTIO

3 KELLY LAW OFFICES LAW ENFORCE PROSECUTION 5766 07/27/2010 356.50 

101-42100-310 GENERAL FUND - LAW ENFORCEMENT - LAW ENFORCEMENT - LAW ENFORCEMENT-CONTRACT



 

PD = Fully Paid Invoice     PR = Partially Paid Invoice  

 

CITY OF GREENWOOD Payment Approval Report by GL No w/o Voided Invoices Page:     2 

Fully Paid Invoices  07/07/2010 - 08/03/2010 Jul 29, 2010  08:57am 

 

38 SOUTH LAKE MINNETONKA POLICEOPERATING BUDGET EXPENSE 080110 08/01/2010 12,613.00 

101-42100-439 GENERAL FUND - LAW ENFORCEMENT - LAW ENFORCEMENT - PUBLIC SAFETY-OTHER

38 SOUTH LAKE MINNETONKA POLICEHennepin Co. Processing Fees 071910 07/19/2010 150.00 

101-42400-310 GENERAL FUND - LAW ENFORCEMENT - ZONING  - BLDG. INSPECTIONS-CONTRAC

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN 2nd Quarter Building Permits JULY 2010 07/31/2010 1,245.55 

101-42500-381 GENERAL FUND - LAW ENFORCEMENT - CIVIL DEFENSE - UTILITY SERVICES-ELECTRIC

145 XCEL SIREN 062410 06/24/2010 3.53 

101-42600-303 GENERAL FUND - LAW ENFORCEMENT - ENGINEERING - ENGINEERING FEES

51 BOLTON & MENK, INC. ENGINEER FEES 133484 06/30/2010 374.00 

51 BOLTON & MENK, INC. ENGINEER FEES 133485 06/30/2010 1,713.50 

2,087.50   *

          Total LAW ENFORCEMENT 16,456.08 

101-43100-381 GENERAL FUND - CONTRACT UTILITY AND ROADS - CONTRACT UTILITY AND ROADS - S&R-UTILITY SERVICES-ELEC

145 XCEL Sleepy Hollow Road 062410 06/24/2010 8.41 

145 XCEL LIGHTS 062410 06/24/2010 358.48 

145 XCEL 4925 MEADVILLE ST 062410 06/24/2010 8.40 

375.29   *

101-43200-229 GENERAL FUND - CONTRACT UTILITY AND ROADS - ROAD IMPROVEMENT - MAJOR ROAD IMPROVEMENTS

764 OMANN BROTHERS PAVING ROAD PAVING 072810 07/28/2010 83,274.82 

101-43900-310 GENERAL FUND - CONTRACT UTILITY AND ROADS - PUBLIC WORKS  - STREETS-CONTRACTURAL

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN STREETS JULY 2010 07/31/2010 236.29 

101-43900-313 GENERAL FUND - CONTRACT UTILITY AND ROADS - PUBLIC WORKS  - TREE/WEED-CONTRACT

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN WEED/TREE/MOWING JULY 2010 07/31/2010 1,850.95 

          Total CONTRACT UTILITY AND ROADS 85,737.35 

101-49000-310 GENERAL FUND - MISCELLANEOUS - MISCELLANEOUS - RECYCLING CONTRACT

745 Vintage Waste Systems City Recycling Contract 062910 06/29/2010 1,568.40 

101-49000-439 GENERAL FUND - MISCELLANEOUS - MISCELLANEOUS - OTHER-3% Contingency 

759 CWC CONLEY'S WILDLIFE CONTROL1 BEAVER REMOVED 137 07/07/2010 300.00 

          Total MISCELLANEOUS 1,868.40 

          Total GENERAL FUND 119,108.69 

502-43200-319 STORMWATER FUND - STORMWATER FUND EXPENSES - STORMWATER FUND EXPENSES - EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE-OTH

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN STORM SEWERS JULY 2010 07/31/2010 236.29 

          Total STORMWATER FUND EXPENSES 236.29 



 

PD = Fully Paid Invoice     PR = Partially Paid Invoice  

 

CITY OF GREENWOOD Payment Approval Report by GL No w/o Voided Invoices Page:     3 

Fully Paid Invoices  07/07/2010 - 08/03/2010 Jul 29, 2010  08:57am 

 

GL Acct No Vendor Vendor Name Description Invoice No PO No Inv Date Amount

          Total STORMWATER FUND 236.29 

602-43200-309 SEWER FUND - SEWER FUND EXPENSES - SEWER FUND EXPENSES - PROFESSIONAL SVCS-METRO W

105 METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENV SERVMonthly wastewater Charge 935180 07/01/2010 3,007.42 

602-43200-310 SEWER FUND - SEWER FUND EXPENSES - SEWER FUND EXPENSES - SEWER-CONTRACTURAL

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN SEWER (PRIOR UNPAID BALANCE) JULY 2010 07/31/2010 2,047.86 

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN SEWER JULY 2010 07/31/2010 657.92 

2,705.78   *

602-43200-381 SEWER FUND - SEWER FUND EXPENSES - SEWER FUND EXPENSES - UTILITY SERVICES-ELECTRIC

145 XCEL LIFT STATION #6 062410 06/24/2010 83.31 

145 XCEL LIFT STATION #4 062410 06/24/2010 31.17 

145 XCEL LIFT STATION #3 062410 06/24/2010 22.23 

145 XCEL LIFT STATION #2 062410 06/24/2010 32.99 

145 XCEL LIFT STATION #1 062410 06/24/2010 32.68 

202.38   *

602-43200-439 SEWER FUND - SEWER FUND EXPENSES - SEWER FUND EXPENSES - MISCELLANEOUS

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN LIFT STATION - WKS ROAD JULY 2010 07/31/2010 250.24 

9 CITY OF DEEPHAVEN NEW IMPELLER-LIFT STN #5 WKS ROADJULY 2010 07/31/2010 2,744.09 

68 Gopher State One Call Gopher State calls 0060549 06/30/2010 56.55 

3,050.88   *

          Total SEWER FUND EXPENSES 8,966.46 

          Total SEWER FUND 8,966.46 

          Grand Total: 128,311.44 

           Dated: ______________________________________________________

           Mayor: ______________________________________________________

  City Council: ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

                       ______________________________________________________

City Recorder: ______________________________________________________

City Treasurer: ______________________________________________________

Report Criteria:

Invoice.Voided = false
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June 3, 2010

Mayor Deb Kind
City of Greenwood
20225 Cottagewood Rd.
Deephaven, MN 5533 l-6700

Dear Deb,

The enclosed information describes our Agency's mission, service team, and agent
services, Your City will benefit from the "hands-on" risk management approach endorsed
by Carl Bennetsen and myself.

Carl and I both have over 25 years experience with the League of MN Cities Insurance
Trust (LMCIT) programs. Our initial risk management approach will be to bring to your
attention any coverage or loss trend concerns.

We subscribe to the LMCIT guideline of suggested agent services. Out Agency has
additional support resources. Please see the following attachments for more information
on our agent services and team resources.

The costs of our agent services can be paid, as it is currently, through a 10o/o commission
paid by the League Trust, or a fee. Due to the size of Greenwood, we see no advantage
for the City to pay a fee.

Your 2010 LMCIT renewal is approaching, and your premiums will be based on the
renewal applications. This is the ideal time for us to become your agent of record, so we
can help you complete the LMCIT renewal process.

We are looking forward to working with you and your City.

Carl Bennetsen
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INSURED'S LETTERFIEAD

AGENT OF RECORD AUTHORIZATION

Date

To The League of Minnesota Cities:

This confirms that as of we have appointed Ronald Youngdahl, agent of
Northern Capital lnsurance, P.O. Box 9396, Minneapolis, MN 55440-9396, as our
insurance agent of record with respect to our property/casualty insurance.

Northern Capital is hereby authorized to deal directly with The League of Minnesota
Cities lnsurance Trust with respect to changes in our current insurance policies.

This letter also authorizes the League of Minnesota Cities Insurance Trust to furnish
Northern Capital with all information they may request as it pertains to our insurance
contracts, rates, rating schedules, surveys, reserves, claims and all other data they may
wish to obtain for their study of our present and future insurance requirements.

Sincerely,

Signature Date



SOUTH LAKE MINNETONKA POLICE DEPARTMENT                                                      BRYAN T. LITSEY

Serving Excelsior, Greenwood, Shorewood and Tonka Bay                                                            Chief of Police

 
24150 SMITHTOWN ROAD Office (952) 474-3261 
SHOREWOOD, MN 55331-8598       Fax (952) 474-4477

 

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Coordinating Committee Members

FROM: Bryan Litsey, Chief of Police

DATE: July 20, 2010 - Tuesday

RE: 2011 Operating Budget - Revised Proposal Dated 07/21/2010

 

The current budget proposal is a culmination of an evolving process over the last several months. 

During this time, the budget has been reworked numerous times based upon input that has been

received and in consideration of the intense pressure to keep operations as lean as possible while

maintaining services.  This has been a very transparent process in which voluminous amounts of

information have been produced and made available to interested parties.  

Preliminary budget meetings with city representatives were held on June 16-17, 2010.  These

individual meetings provided an opportunity to review and discuss significant budget

considerations for the coming year and to aid in the formation of their own city budgets.  In

advance of these meetings, I prepared a comprehensive document highlighting key elements of

the budget along with two budget scenarios based on differing assumptions.  This budget

material was also provided to members of the Coordinating Committee.

A budget work session was held with Coordinating Committee members on July 1, 2010. 

Presented at this meeting was a comprehensive PowerPoint presentation consisting of eighty

slides. This was later attached to an e-mail disseminated to city council members so they had

access to the same information being presented to the Coordinating Committee.  Also presented

was a revised budget scenario, which was basically a hybrid of the two earlier scenarios used as

templates during preliminary budget discussions with city representatives.  

The current budget proposal takes into account what was discussed at the above-mentioned work

session along with some additional tweaking of certain categories.  The budget spreadsheets for

expenses and revenues have also been modified slightly to reflect the direction received at the

work session.  These include differentiating between general and reimbursed overtime and

creating a new category for additional expenses that have not been determined for 2011.  

Painstaking measures have been taken to ensure the supporting documentation provided as part

of the latest budget proposal provides a detailed explanation of each line item.  The same has

been done for each of the designated funds in support of operations so that no stone was left

unturned when it comes to operational transparency.
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Chief’s Memorandum to Coordinating Committee

Revised 2011 Operating Budget Proposal

July 20, 2010 - Tuesday

Page 2 of 2

The current proposal has been squeezed to the point where a measure of good fortune will be

needed to end the year with a balanced budget.  Although the intent is to sustain operations in the

short-term, it leaves future budgets vulnerable to a number of variables that could have

significant financial implications.  As clearly demonstrated once again through the budget

process the SLMPD continues to do more with less, especially when considering being

understaffed.  Members of the department regularly go above and beyond the call of duty in

carrying out their mission and the results speak for themselves.  Nevertheless, the point has come

where this dedication will not compensate for further budget reductions and doing more with less

will simply mean less.  It will also undermine the very fabric of an organization that has served

the cities so well for so many years. 

Staff recommends that the Coordinating Committee endorse the current budget proposal without

any further reductions.  This is on the agenda for the Coordinating Committee Meeting on July

21, 2010. 



Coordinating Committee

Quarterly Meeting

Wednesday – July 21, 2010

Proudly Serving the Cities of Excelsior, Greenwood, Shorewood and Tonka Bay

Chief’s Follow-up Presentation

2011 Operating Budget
(Subject to Revisions)
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 The current budget proposal is a culmination of an evolving

process over the past several months.

 During this time, the budget has been reworked numerous

times based upon input that has been received and in

consideration of the intense pressure to keep operations as

lean as possible while maintaining services.

 This has been a very transparent process in which voluminous

amounts of information have been produced and made

available to interested parties.

2011 Budget Process
Revised Proposal – July 21, 2010



 Preliminary budget meetings with city representatives were held

on June 16-17, 2010.

 These individual meetings with city representatives provided an

opportunity to review and discuss significant budget

considerations for the coming year and to aid in the formation of

their own city budgets.

 In advance of these meetings, I prepared a comprehensive

document highlighting key elements of the budget along with

two budget scenarios based on differing assumptions. This

budget material was also provided to members of the

Coordinating Committee.

2011 Budget Process
Revised Proposal – July 21, 2010



 A budget work session was held with Coordinating Committee

members on July 1, 2010.

 Presented at this meeting was a comprehensive PowerPoint

presentation consisting of eighty slides.

 This presentation was later attached to an e-mail disseminated

to city council members so they had access to the same

information being presented to the Coordinating Committee.

 Also presented at this work session was a revised budget

scenario, which was basically a hybrid of the two earlier

scenarios used as templates during preliminary budget

discussions with city representatives.

2011 Budget Process
Revised Proposal – July 21, 2010



 The current budget proposal being considered this meeting

takes into account what was discussed at the previous work

session along with some additional tweaking of certain

categories.

 The budget spreadsheets for expenses and revenues have also

been modified slightly to reflect the direction received at the

work session.

 These include differentiating between general and reimbursed

overtime and creating a new category for additional expenses

that have not been determined for 2011.

2011 Budget Process
Revised Proposal – July 21, 2010



 Painstaking measures have been taken to ensure the

supporting documentation provided as part of the latest budget

proposal provides a detailed explanation of each line item.

 The same has been done for each of the designated funds in

support of operations so that no stone was left unturned when it

comes to operational transparency.

 The current proposal has been squeezed to the point where a

measure of good fortune will be needed to end the year with a

balanced budget.

2011 Budget Process
Revised Proposal – July 21, 2010



 Although the intent is to sustain operations in the short-term, it

leaves future budgets vulnerable to a number of variables that

could have significant financial implications.

 As clearly demonstrated once again through the budget

process the SLMPD continues to do more with less, especially

when considering being understaffed.

 Members of the department regularly go above and behind the

call of duty in carrying out their mission and the results speak

for themselves.

2011 Budget Process
Revised Proposal – July 21, 2010



 Nevertheless, the point has come where this dedication will not

compensate for further budget reductions and doing more with

less simply means less.

 It will also undermine the very fabric of an organization that has

served the cities so well for so many years.

 Staff recommends that the Coordinating Committee endorse

the current budget proposal without any further reductions.

QUESTIONS?

2011 Budget Process
Revised Proposal – July 21, 2010
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ORDINANCE NO. 185 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GREENWOOD, MINNESOTA 
AMENDING THE GREENWOOD ORDINANCE CODE CHAPTER 11 TO REGULATE ADULT 

ESTABLISHMENTS 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GREENWOOD, MINNESOTA DOES ORDAIN: 
 

SECTION 1. 
Greenwood Ordinance Code Chapter 11 is amended to add the following:  

“SECTION 1178. ADULT ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Section 1178.00. Purpose. 
The purpose of this ordinance is to control, through zoning regulations, certain land uses that have a direct and 
detrimental affect on the character of the city’s residential and commercial neighborhoods. The city council 
specifically recognizes the sanctity and fundamental nature of free speech and does not intend to regulate or 
ban speech based on content. 

Section 1178.05. Findings. 
The city council makes the following findings regarding the impact adult establishments have on the character 
of the city. In making these findings, the city council accepts the studies conducted by the Minnesota Attorney 
General, the American Planning Association and cities such as St. Paul, MN, Hopkins, MN, and Rochester, 
MN. Based on these studies the city council concludes: 
1.  Adult establishments have an impact on the neighborhoods surrounding them that is distinct from the 

impact caused by other uses. 
2. Residential and commercial neighborhoods located within close proximity to adult establishments 

experience the following negative impacts: 
 (a)  Increased crime rates, particularly in sex-related crimes such as rapes, prostitution, indecent exposure 

and other lewd and lascivious behavior; 
 (b)  Property values which are either diminished or fail to appreciate at the rate of other comparable 

properties not located in proximity to adult establishments; 
 (c)  Increased transiency and decreased stability of ownership; 
 (d)  Deteriorated neighborhood appearance from litter and graffiti; 
 (e)  Sex-related harassment of residents and customers by motorists and pedestrians; 
 (f)  A perception that the area is “unsafe;” and 
 (g)  Difficulty in attracting and retaining customers, employees, and desirable tenants. 
3. The adverse impacts which adult establishments have on surrounding areas diminish as the distance from 

the adult establishments increases. 
4. The adverse impacts of adult establishments are increased when the uses are located near each other. 
5. The presence of liquor establishments in the immediate vicinity of adult establishments also compounds 

the adverse impacts on the neighborhood. 
6.  Adult establishments can exert a dehumanizing influence on persons attending places of worship, children 

attending day care centers or schools, and people using public parks and libraries. 
7. Adult establishments can significantly contribute to the deterioration of residential neighborhoods and can 

impair the character and quality of the residential housing in the area where they are located, thereby 
increasing the shortage of affordable and habitable housing for city residents. 

8. The concentration of adult establishments in one area can have a substantially detrimental affect on that 
area and on the overall quality of urban life. A cycle of decay can result from the influx and adult 
establishments. The presence of such businesses are perceived by others as an indication that the area is 
deteriorating and the result can be devastating: other businesses move out of the vicinity and residents flee 
from the area. The resulting decline in real estate values erodes the city’s tax base and contributes to 
overall urban blight. 

9. Land-use regulations are appropriate to minimize the detrimental affects that adult establishments have on 
adjacent land uses. 
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Section 1178.10. Exceptions. 
This ordinance does not regulate the following: 
1. Any material with significant literary content or social commentary; 
2. A business where sexually-oriented materials are sold, bartered, distributed, leased, furnished, or 

otherwise provided for off-site use or entertainment, if (a) the sexually-oriented material on each item is 
blocked from view by an opaque cover as required under Minnesota statutes chapter 617, and (b) each 
item is in an area accessible only by an employee of the business; 

3. Any person or organization exempted under Minnesota statutes chapter 617; 
4. Any activity regulated under Minnesota statutes chapter 617; 
5. Displaying works of art showing specified anatomical areas, so long as no sexually- oriented materials are 

for sale, and the business does not have a liquor license; and 
6. Movies rated G, PG, PG13, NC-17, or R. 

Section 1178.15. General. 
1. Adult Establishments are businesses that: 
 (a) Meet any of the following criteria, measured on a daily, weekly, monthly, or yearly basis: 1) has more 

than 10% of its inventory, stock in trade, or publicly displayed merchandise in sexually-oriented 
materials, or 2) devotes more than 10% of its floor area (not including storerooms, stock areas, 
bathrooms, basements, or any portion of the business not open to the public) to sexually-oriented 
materials, or 3) derives more than 10% of its gross revenues from sexually-oriented materials; or 

 (b)  Engage for any length of time in an adult use or any other use that has an emphasis on specified 
sexual 
activities or specified anatomical areas. 

2. Adult Use includes, but is not limited to, any of the following activities and businesses: 
 (a) Adult Body Painting Studio – An establishment or business that provides the service of applying paint, 

ink, or other substance, whether transparent or non-transparent, to the body of a patron when the 
person is nude. 

 (b) Adult Bookstore – An establishment or business used for the barter, rental, or sale of items consisting 
of printed matter, pictures, slides, records, audio tape, videotape, movies, or motion picture film if the 
business meets the criteria in 1(a) above. 

 (c) Adult Cabaret A business or establishment that provides dancing or other live entertainment 
distinguished or characterized by an emphasis on: 1) the depiction of nudity, specified sexual activities 
or specified anatomical areas; or 2) the presentation, display, or depiction of matter that seeks to 
evoke, arouse, or excite sexual or erotic feelings or desire. 

 (d) Adult Companionship Establishment – A business or establishment that provides the service of 
engaging in or listening to conversation, talk, or discussion distinguished or characterized by an 
emphasis on specified sexual activities or specified anatomical areas. 

 (e) Adult Conversation/Rap Parlor – A business or establishment that provides the services of engaging in 
or listening to conversation, talk, or discussion distinguished or characterized by an emphasis on 
specified sexual activities or specified anatomical areas. 

 (f) Adult Health/Sport Club – A health/sport club that is distinguished or characterized by an emphasis on 
specified sexual activities or specified anatomical areas. 

 (g) Adult Hotel or Motel means a hotel or motel that presents material distinguished or characterized by an 
emphasis on matter depicting, describing, or relating to specified sexual activities or specified 
anatomical areas. 

 (h) Adult Massage Parlor/Health Club – A massage parlor or health club that provides massage services 
distinguished or characterized by an emphasis on specified sexual activities or specified anatomical 
areas. 

 (i) Adult Mini-Motion Picture Theater – A business or establishment with a capacity of less than 50 
persons that as a prevailing practice presents on-premises viewing of movies, motion pictures, or other 
material distinguished or characterized by an emphasis on specified sexual activities or specified 
anatomical areas. 

 (j) Adult Modeling Studio – A business or establishment that provides live models who, with the intent of 
providing sexual stimulation or sexual gratification, engage in specified sexual activities or display 



specified anatomical areas while being observed, painted, painted upon, sketched, drawn, sculptured, 
photographed, or otherwise depicted. 

 (k) Adult Motion Picture Arcade – Any place to which the public is permitted or invited where coin or slug-
operated or electronically, electrically, or mechanically controlled or operated still or motion picture 
machines, projectors, or other image-producing devices are used to show images to five or fewer 
persons per machine at any one time, and where the images so displayed are distinguished or 
characterized by an emphasis on depicting or describing specified sexual activities or specified 
anatomical areas. 

 (l) Adult Motion Picture Theater – A motion picture theater with a capacity of 50 or more persons that as a 
prevailing practice presents material distinguished or characterized by an emphasis on specified sexual 
activities or specified anatomical areas for observation by patrons. 

 (m) Adult Novelty Business – An establishment or business that has a variety of items for sale if it meets 
the criteria in 1(a) above. 

 (n) Adult Sauna – A sauna that excludes minors by reason of age, and that provides a steam bath or heat 
bathing room used for the purpose of bathing, relaxation, or reducing, if the service provided by the 
sauna is distinguished or characterized by an emphasis on specified sexual activities or specified 
anatomical areas. 

 (o) Adult Steam Room/Bathhouse Facility – A building or portion of a building used for providing a steam 
bath or heat bathing room used for the purpose of pleasure, bathing, relaxation, or reducing, if the 
building or portion of a building restricts minors by reason of age and if the service provided by the 
steam room/bathhouse facility is distinguished or characterized by an emphasis on specified sexual 
activities or specified anatomical areas. 

3. Sexually-Oriented Materials include visual, printed, or aural materials, and other objects or devices, which: 
(a)  Contain, depict, simulate, or describe specified sexual activities or specified anatomical areas; 

 (b)  Are marketed for use in conjunction with, or are primarily used only with or during, specified sexual 
activities; or 

 (c)  Are designed for sexual stimulation. 
4. Specified Anatomical Areas include: 
      (a)  Less than completely and opaquely covered human genitals, pubic area, buttock, anus, or female 

breast below a point immediately above the top of the areola; and 
      (b)  Human male genitals in a state of sexual arousal, whether or not completely and opaquely covered. 
5. Specified Sexual Activities include: 
      (a)  Actual or simulated: sexual intercourse; oral copulation; anal intercourse; oral-anal copulation; 

bestiality; direct physical stimulation of unclothed genitals; flagellation or torture in the context of a 
sexual relationship; the use of excretory functions in the context of a sexual relationship; anilingus; 
coprophagy; coprophilia; cunnilingus; fellatio; necrophilia; pedophilia; piquerism; or zooerastia; 

      (b)  Clearly depicted human genitals in the state of sexual stimulation, arousal, or tumescence; 
      (c)  Use of human or animal ejaculation, sodomy, oral copulation, coitus, or masturbation; 
      (d)  Fondling or touching of nude human genitals, pubic regions, buttocks, or female breasts; 
      (e)  Situations involving a person or persons, any of whom are nude, who are clad in undergarments or in 

sexually revealing costumes and engaged in the flagellation, torture, fettering, binding, or other physical 
restraint of any person; 

      (f)  Erotic or lewd touching, fondling, or other sexually oriented contact with an animal by a human being; or 
      (g)  Human excretion, urination, menstruation, or vaginal or anal irrigation.  

Section 1178.20. Location. 
An adult establishment may not be located within 200 feet of any residentially-zoned property boundary or any 
church site, school site, day care facility, park or within 10 feet of a business licensed under chapter 8 relating 
to liquor, beer, and wine licensing. An adult establishment may not be located within 200 feet of another adult 
establishment. For purposes of this chapter, this distance is a horizontal measurement from the main public 
entrance of the adult establishment to: the nearest point of a residentially-zoned property boundary; the 
property line of a church site, school site, day care facility, park or business licensed under chapter 8 of this 
code; and the main public entrance of another adult establishment. 



Section 1178.25. Hours of Operation.   
An adult establishment may not be open to the public between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 10:00 a.m. 

Section 1178.30. Financial Records Subject to Audit. 
To ensure compliance with this ordinance, businesses that derive less than 10% of gross revenues from 
sexually-oriented materials are required to maintain weekly, monthly, and annual financial records of gross 
revenue and revenue from sexually-oriented materials. Such records may be subject to city audits.  

Section 1178.35. Sign Restrictions. 
In order to protect children from exposure to lurid signs and materials, to avoid the appearance that the 
windows are boarded up and that the property is deteriorating, and to preserve the value of property 
surrounding adult establishments, the following sign regulations apply to all adult establishments, in addition to 
the provisions of section 1140.40. To the extent that the following provisions are inconsistent with section 
1140.40, the following provisions apply. 
1. All signs must be flat wall signs. No signs may be freestanding, located on the roof, or contain any flashing 

lights, moving elements, or electronically or mechanically changing messages. 
2. No merchandise, photos, or pictures of the products or entertainment on the premises may be displayed in, 

or immediately behind, window areas or any other area, if they can be viewed from outside the portion of 
the building in which the business is located. 

3. Window areas must not be covered or made opaque in any way. No signs may be placed in a window. A 
sign no larger than one-square-foot must be placed on the main entrance door and must state, “adults 
only.” The letters of this message must be a minimum of 2 inches high. The only other information on this 
sign may be the hours of operation. 

Section 1178.35. Liquor Restriction. 
An adult establishment may not receive a liquor license under chapter 8 of this code. 

Section 1178.40. Penalty. 
A violation of this ordinance is a misdemeanor is subject to the penalties and provisions of chapters 5 and 12 
of this code book.” 
 
SECTION 2. 
Effective Date. This ordinance shall be effective upon publication according to law. 
 
ENACTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GREENWOOD, MINNESOTA, THIS ____ DAY OF 
___________________, 2010. 
 
Ayes ______, Nays ______. 
 
 
CITY OF GREENWOOD 
 
By: _____________________________________ Attest: ______________________________________ 
Debra J. Kind, Mayor     Gus E. Karpas, City Clerk 
 



RESOLUTION 12-10 

 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING PUBLICATION  

OF ORDINANCE NUMBER 185 BY TITLE AND SUMMARY 
 

WHEREAS, ON _____________ 2010 THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GREENWOOD ADOPTED ORDINANCE 
185 "AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GREENWOOD AMENDING GREENWOOD ORDINANCE CODE, CHAPTER 
11 TO ADD SECTION 1178 REGULATIONS FOR ADULT ESTABLISHMENTS"; 
WHEREAS, the city has prepared a summary of ordinance 185 as follows: 

1. The purpose of this ordinance is to control, through zoning regulations, certain land uses that have a direct and 
detrimental affect on the character of the city’s residential and commercial neighborhoods. The city council specifically 
recognizes the sanctity and fundamental nature of free speech and does not intend to regulate or ban speech based 
on content. 

2. This ordinance restricts location, sets hours of operation, establishes the requirement of audits, restricts signage, and 
restricts liquor from being served. 

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GREENWOOD: 
1. The city council finds that the above title and summary of ordinance 185 clearly informs the public of intent and effect 

of the ordinance. 

2. The city clerk is directed to publish ordinance 185 by title and summary, pursuant to Minnesota statutes, section 
412.191, subdivision 4. 

3. A full copy of the ordinance is available at the Greenwood office. 

 
ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GREENWOOD, MINNESOTA, THIS ____ DAY OF 
___________________, 2010. 

 

Ayes ______, Nays ______. 

 
CITY OF GREENWOOD 

 

By: _____________________________________ Attest: ______________________________________ 

Debra J. Kind, Mayor     Gus E. Karpas, Zoning Administrator & City Clerk 
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CITY OF GREENWOOD 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-10 

 
A RESOLUTION DESIGNATING HENNEPIN COUNTY AS THE CENTRAL COUNT LOCATION 
AND FOR THE USE OF THE CENTRAL COUNTER 650 FOR ABSENTEE BALLOTS FOR THE 

2010 STATE PRIMARY AND GENERAL ELECTIONS. 
 
WHEREAS, the passage of Session Laws Ch 194 (HF 3111) in the 2010 Minnesota legislative 
session provided for centralized processing and counting of absentee ballots in Minnesota 
counties and cities, and 
 
WHEREAS, in order to permit the timely and effective processing and counting of absentee 
ballots, the City of Greenwood requires the use of an electronic central ballot counter, and 
 
WHEREAS, Hennepin County has leased two Elections Systems and Software Inc. Model 650 
central ballot counters for the 2010 election season, and 
 
WHEREAS, the Elections Systems and Software Inc. Model 650 central ballot counter has been 
approved by the secretary of state pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 206.57, and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 206.58, subd. 1, the governing body of a 
municipality may provide for the use of an electronic voting system in one or more precincts and 
at all elections in the precincts, subject to approval by the county auditor, and  
 
WHEREAS, the county auditor has approved the use of the Elections Systems and Software Inc. 
Model 650 central ballot counter in the precincts of Hennepin County,  
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Greenwood City Council hereby designates 
Hennepin County and its Election Officials as the Ballot Board and the Central Count Location for 
all absentee ballots.   

 
ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GREENWOOD, MINNESOTA, THIS ____ 
DAY OF_________________________, 2010. 
 
Ayes ______, Nays ______. 
 
 
 
 
CITY OF GREENWOOD         
 
_______________________________                   
Debra J. Kind, Mayor                                                
 
 
Attest:        
 
_______________________________  
Gus E. Karpas, City Clerk   
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    Contract No. A101050 
 
 

AGREEMENT 
 
 THIS AGREEMENT, Made and entered into by and between the COUNTY OF 

HENNEPIN, a political subdivision of the State of Minnesota, hereinafter referred to as 

the "COUNTY", and the CITY OF GREENWOOD, a political subdivision of the State of 

Minnesota, hereinafter referred to as "CITY"; 

 WHEREAS, said CITY lies wholly within the COUNTY OF HENNEPIN and 

constitutes a separate assessment district; and 

 WHEREAS, under such circumstances, the provisions of Minnesota Statutes, 

Section 273.072 and Minnesota Statutes, Section 471.59 permit the County Assessor to 

provide for the assessment of property; and 

 WHEREAS, said CITY desires the COUNTY to perform certain assessments 

on behalf of said CITY; and 

 WHEREAS, the COUNTY is willing to cooperate with said CITY by completing 

the assessment in a proper manner; 

 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained 

herein, it is agreed as follows: 

 1. The COUNTY shall perform the 2011, 2012, 2013, and 2014 property 

assessment for the CITY OF GREENWOOD in accordance with property assessment 

procedures and practices established and observed by the COUNTY, the validity and 

reasonableness of which are hereby acknowledged and approved by the CITY.  Any 

such practices and procedures may be changed from time to time, by the COUNTY in 

its sole judgment, when good and efficient assessment procedures so require.  The 
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(2) 

property assessment by the COUNTY shall be composed of those assessment services 

which are set forth in Exhibit A, attached hereto and made a part hereof by this 

reference, provided that the time frames set forth therein shall be considered to be 

approximate only. 

 2. All information, records, data, reports, etc. necessary to allow the 

COUNTY to carry out its herein responsibilities shall be furnished to the COUNTY 

without charge by the CITY, and the CITY agrees to cooperate in good faith with the 

COUNTY in carrying out the work under this Agreement. 

 3. The CITY agrees to furnish, without charge, office space needed by the 

COUNTY at appropriate places in the CITY's offices.  The keys thereto shall be 

provided to the COUNTY.  The CITY assures that such areas shall not be unattended, 

during or after work of any kind by or on behalf of the CITY, in any area occupied by the 

COUNTY as provided herein, or if unattended, the CITY shall make certain that such 

areas are locked and secured.  Such office space shall be sufficient in size to 

accommodate reasonably one (1) appraiser and any furniture placed therein.  The office 

space shall be available for the COUNTY's use at any and all times during the CITY's 

business hours, and during all such hours the COUNTY shall be provided with levels of 

heat, air conditioning and ventilation as are appropriate for the seasons.   

 4. The CITY also agrees to provide appropriate desk and office furniture as 

necessary, clerical and secretarial support necessary and reasonable for the carrying 

out of the work herein, necessary office supplies and equipment, copying machines and 

fax machines and their respective supplies, and telephone service to the COUNTY, all 

without charge to the COUNTY. 



 

 
(3) 

 5. It shall be the responsibility of the CITY to have available at the CITY's 

offices each CITY working day a person who has the knowledge and skill to be able to 

answer routine questions pertaining to homesteads and property assessment matters 

and to receive, evaluate and organize homestead applications.  It shall also be the 

responsibility of the CITY to promptly refer any homestead application which needs 

investigation to the COUNTY. 

 6. In accordance with Hennepin County Affirmative Action Policy and the 

County Commissioners' policies against discrimination, no person shall be excluded 

from full employment rights or participation in or the benefits of any program, service or 

activity on the grounds of race, color, creed, religion, age, sex, disability, marital status, 

sexual orientation, public assistance status, ex-offender status or national origin; and no 

person who is protected by applicable Federal or State laws, rules and regulations 

against discrimination shall be otherwise subjected to discrimination.   

 7. It is agreed that nothing herein contained is intended or should be 

construed in any manner as creating or establishing the relationship of joint venturers or 

co-partners between the parties hereto or as constituting the CITY as the agent, 

representative or employee of the COUNTY for any purpose or in any manner 

whatsoever.  Any and all personnel of CITY or other persons, while engaged in the 

performance of any activity under this Agreement, shall have no contractual relationship 

with the COUNTY and shall not be considered employees of the COUNTY and any and 

all claims that may or might arise under the Workers' Compensation Act of the State of 

Minnesota on behalf of said personnel or other persons while so engaged, and any and 

all claims whatsoever on behalf of any such person or personnel arising out of 
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employment or alleged employment including, without limitation, claims of discrimination 

against the CITY, its officers, agents, CITY or employees shall in no way be the 

responsibility of the COUNTY, and CITY shall defend, indemnify and hold the COUNTY, 

its officials, officers, agents, employees and duly authorized volunteers harmless from 

any and all such claims regardless of any determination of any pertinent tribunal, 

agency, board, commission or court.  Such personnel or other persons shall not require 

nor be entitled to any compensation, rights or benefits of any kind whatsoever from the 

COUNTY, including, without limitation, tenure rights, medical and hospital care, sick and 

vacation leave, Workers' Compensation, Re-employment Compensation, disability, 

severance pay and retirement benefits. 

8. CITY agrees that it will defend, indemnify and hold the COUNTY, its 

elected officials, officers, agents, employees and duly authorized volunteers harmless 

from any and all liability (statutory or otherwise) claims, suits, damages, judgments, 

interest, costs or expenses (including reasonable attorney’s fees, witness fees and 

disbursements incurred in the defense thereof) resulting form or caused by any act or 

omission of the CITY, its officers, agents, contractors, employees or duly authorized 

volunteers in the performance of the responsibilities provided by this Agreement. 

9. The COUNTY shall endeavor to perform all services called for herein in an 

efficient manner.  The sole and exclusive remedy for any breach of this Agreement by 

the COUNTY and for COUNTY's liability of any kind whatsoever, including but not 

limited to liability arising out of, resulting from or in any manner related to contract, tort, 

warranty, statute or otherwise, shall be limited to correcting diligently any deficiency in 

said services as is reasonably possible under the pertinent circumstances. 
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10. Neither party hereto shall be deemed to be in default of any provision of 

this Agreement, or for delay or failure in performance, resulting from causes beyond the 

reasonable control of such party, which causes shall include, but are not limited to, acts 

of God, labor disputes, acts of civil or military authority, fire, civil disturbance, changes in 

laws, ordinances or regulations which materially affect the provisions hereof, or any 

other causes beyond the parties' reasonable control. 

11. This Agreement shall commence on August 1, 2010, and shall terminate 

on July 31, 2014.  Either party may initiate an extension of this Agreement for a term of 

four (4) years by giving the other written notice of its intent to so extend no less 

than 150 days prior to the termination of this Agreement.  If the party who receives said 

notice of intent to extend gives written notice to the other party of its desire not to extend 

within 110 days prior to termination of this Agreement, this Agreement shall terminate 

on July 31, 2014. 

 Nothing herein shall preclude the parties, prior to the end of this Agreement, from 

agreeing to extend this contract for a term of four (4) years.  Any extended term hereof shall be 

on the same terms and conditions set forth herein and shall commence on August 1, 2014.  

Either party may terminate this Agreement for "just cause" as determined by the Commissioner 

of Revenue after hearing for such a determination is held by the Commissioner of Revenue 

and which has been attended by representatives of COUNTY and CITY or which said 

representatives had a reasonable opportunity to attend, provided that after such determination, 

any party desiring to cancel this Agreement may do so by giving the other party no less 

than 120 days' written notice.  If the CITY should cancel this Agreement, as above provided, 

before the completion of the then current property assessment by the COUNTY, the CITY 
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agrees to defend and hold the COUNTY, its officials, officers, agents, employees and duly 

authorized volunteers harmless from any liability that might ensue as a result of the non-

completion of a property tax assessment. 

 For the purpose of this Agreement, the term "just cause" shall mean the failure of 

any party hereto reasonably to perform a material responsibility arising hereunder. 

12.A.  In consideration of said assessment services, the CITY agrees to pay the 

COUNTY the sum of Fourteen Thousand Dollars ($14,000) for each assessment, 

provided that any payment for the current year’s assessment may be increased or 

decreased by that amount which exceeds or is less than the COUNTY's estimated cost 

of appraising new construction and new parcels for the current year’s assessment.  The 

amount of any increase or decrease shall be specified in the billing for the current year’s 

assessment. 

 12.B.  Regarding each assessment, in addition to being subject to adjustment 

in the above manner, said assessment cost of $14,000.00 may also be increased by the 

COUNTY if:  

 (1) The COUNTY determines that any cost to the COUNTY in carrying 
out any aspect of this Agreement has increased, including but not 
limited to the following types of costs: new construction and new 
parcel appraisals, gasoline, postage, supplies, labor (including 
fringe benefits) and other types of costs, whether similar or 
dissimilar; and/or 

 
 2) The COUNTY reasonably determines that other costs should be 

included in the costs of assessment work. 
 

 If the COUNTY desires to increase the assessment cost pursuant to this paragraph 

12(B), it shall give written notice thereof by June 15 of any year and such increase shall 

apply to the assessment for the calendar year next following the current calendar year.  Any 

such notification shall specifically set forth the amount of any new construction and new 
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parcel appraisal charges.  Notwithstanding any provisions herein to the contrary, if any such 

increase, exclusive of any charge for the estimated costs of new construction and new parcel 

appraisals, exceeds ten (10%) percent of the amount charged for the assessment for the 

then current calendar year, exclusive of any charge for the estimated costs of new 

construction and new parcel appraisals, the CITY may cancel this Agreement by giving to the 

COUNTY written notice thereof, provided that said cancellation notice must be received by 

the COUNTY not later than July 24 of the then current calendar year and said cancellation 

shall be effective no earlier than five (5) days after the receipt of said notice by the COUNTY 

and not later than July 31 of said current calendar year.  Supportive records of the cost 

increase will be open to inspection by the CITY at such times as are mutually agreed upon by 

the COUNTY and CITY.   

 Failure of the COUNTY to give the CITY a price-change notice by June 15 shall 

not preclude the COUNTY from giving CITY such notice after said date but prior to 

September 1 of any year, provided that if such price increase exceeds said ten (10%) - 

all as above set forth - the CITY may cancel this Agreement if the COUNTY receives 

notice thereof not later than thirty-nine (39) days from the date of receipt by the CITY of 

any said late price-change notice, provided further that any such cancellation shall be 

effective not earlier than five (5) days after COUNTY's receipt of said cancellation notice 

and not later than forty-six (46) days after the CITY's receipt of any said price-increase 

notice. 

 Payment for each assessment shall be made in the following manner:  

Approximately one-half (1/2) of the cost of an assessment (the amount payable being 

set forth in a bill sent by the COUNTY to the CITY) shall be paid by the CITY no later 
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than the fifteenth (15th) day of the December which precedes the pertinent assessment 

year; and the remaining portion of said cost (the amount payable being set forth in a bill 

sent by the COUNTY to the CITY) shall be paid by the CITY no later than July 15 of the 

pertinent year. 

 The COUNTY may bill the CITY after the aforesaid dates and in each such case, 

the CITY shall pay such bill within fifteen (15) days after receipt thereof.  In the event 

the CITY receives a bill less than fifteen (15) days before said December 15 or said July 

15, such bill shall be paid not more than fifteen (15) days after its receipt.  

 13. Any notice or demand, which may or must be given or made by a party 

hereto, under the terms of this Agreement or any statute or ordinance, shall be in writing 

and shall be sent registered or certified mail to the other party addressed as follows: 

 TO CITY: Mayor, City of Greenwood 
  20225 Cottagewood Road 
  Deephaven, MN  55331 
 
 TO COUNTY: Hennepin County Administrator 
   2300A Government Center 
  Minneapolis, MN  55487 
 
 copies to: County Assessor 
  Hennepin County 
  2103A Government Center 
  Minneapolis, MN  55487 
 
  Assistant County Assessor 
  Hennepin County 
  2103A Government Center 
  Minneapolis, MN  55487 

Any party may designate a different addressee or address at any time by giving 

written notice thereof as above provided.  Any notice, if mailed, properly addressed, 

postage prepaid, registered or certified mail, shall be deemed dispatched on the 

registered date or that stamped on the certified mail receipt and shall be deemed 
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received within the second business day thereafter or when it is actually received, 

whichever is sooner.  Any notice delivered by hand shall be deemed received upon 

actual delivery. 

 14. It is expressly understood that the obligations of the CITY under 

Paragraphs 7, 8, 11, and 12 hereof and the obligations of the CITY which, by their 

sense and context, are intended to survive the performance thereof by the CITY, shall 

so survive the completion of performance, termination or cancellation of this Agreement. 

 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank.] 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be 

executed by its duly authorized officers and delivered on its behalf, this ______ day of 

_____________, 2010. 
 
 

COUNTY OF HENNEPIN 
STATE OF MINNESOTA 
 

 
Reviewed by the County: By:   
Attorney's Office  Chair of the County Board 
  
 And: ________________________________  
______________________   Assistant/Deputy/County Administrator 
Assistant County Attorney 
 
Date: _________________  
 
 ATTEST:   
   Deputy/Clerk of the County Board 
 
 
 
 
 CITY OF GREENWOOD 
 
Date: _________________ 
 By:   
 
 Its   
 
 And:   
 
 Its   
 
 
 City organized under: 
 
 ______ Statutory  ______Option A   ______  Option B ______Charter 
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   Contract No. A101050 

 

EXHIBIT A 

CITY OF GREENWOOD 
 
 
 During the contract term, the County shall: 

 
1. Physically inspect and revalue 20% of the real property, as required by 

law. 
 
2. Physically inspect and value all new construction, additions and 

renovation. 
 
3. Conduct valuation reviews prior to Board of Review - approximate dates: 

March through May 15. 
 
4. Attend Board of Review.  Per Board request, make all necessary review 

appraisals.  Approximate dates: April 1 - May 31 . 
 
5. Keep updated property record files - current values, homestead and 

classification data. 
 
6. Print, mail and post valuation notices and homestead cards.  
 
7. Respond to taxpayers regarding assessment or appraisal problems or 

inquiries periodically. 
 
8. Make divisions and combinations periodically. 
 
9. Administer the abatement process pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 375.192 (2000). 
 
10. Make appraisals, defend and/or negotiate all Tax Court cases. 
 
11. Adjust estimated market values on those properties not physically 

inspected as needed as per sales analysis. 



Thursday, July 8, 2010 9:02 AM

Page 1 of 2

Subject: FW: Final Invoice Attached Beaver Removal Project Complete 
Date: Thursday, July 8, 2010 8:17 AM 
From: Gus Karpas <guskarpas@mchsi.com> 
To: Debra Kind d.kind@mchsi.com 
 
FYI, I will give the invoice to Mary. 
  
GUS 
  
 
From: Scott Conley CWC [mailto:scott@conleyswildlifecontrol.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 07, 2010 5:31 PM 
To: gusk@cityofdeephaven.org 
Subject: Final Invoice Attached Beaver Removal Project Complete 
  
Gus, 
  
Attached is the last invoice for the last beaver that inhabited the beaver bank den that dug into the side of Minnetonka 
Blvd in Saint Albans Bay. 
  
As previously mentioned it would be to your great advantage to remove the tree above the den and dig out and back fill 
the beaver den to prevent the den from becoming reoccupied. 
  
It is very difficult and time consuming to remove every last beaver from a mature colony of beavers that have inhabited 
a den.  
  
Under Minnesota Law you must apply for a permit from the Department of Natural Resources to dig out a beaver den. 
The cost for the permit is minimal. The DNR will send out a conservation officer to verify that the den is indeed empty 
and unoccupied. 
  
In your case you will get the thumbs up from the DNR. Many a city or county have applied for these permits only to 
have the DNR conservation officer inform them that they will need to remove the two remaining beavers before they 
can proceed. 
  
The city or county find themselves quite embarrassed when this happens because their trapper told them the den was 
empty. In fact the trapper simply did not want to spend the additional time required to remove the last two beaver. These 
are the most difficult beavers to catch and many trappers simply lack the know how to remove the last beaver. 
  
This is part of the reason beaver problems never seem to go away. 
  
Please call if you have any questions. CWC specializes in beaver management and is available anytime. 
  
It was my pleasure to serve you, 
Scott Conley 
President / Consultant 
CWC 
952-212-0843 
1053 Meadow Street 
Cologne, MN 55322 
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Invoice No. 137

INVOICE

Customer Misc

Name Date 7/7/10
Address Order No.
City Deephaven State MN ZIP Rep Scott Conley
Phone FOB

Qty Unit Price TOTAL

1 300.00$    300.00$               

SubTotal  300.00$               

Payment Select One… Tax Rate(s)

Comments TOTAL  300.00$               
Name
CC #

Expires

Discounts

CWC Conley's Wildlife Control, LLC
Scott Conley  President, Consultant

Business Mobile:  952-212-0843
www.conleyswildlifecontrol.com

Not Paid

Beaver Removed

Near address 21793 Minnetonka Blvd.
Blvd. located in the NW corner of the bay.
less than 30 yards across from main bank den cutting into Minnetonka
One beaver aproximately 1 1/2 years old was removed 7/7/2010

City of Greenwood     Gus Karpas       City Administrator
20225 Cottagewood Rd.

952-474-6633     email:  administrator@greenwoodmn.com

Description

55331-9326

gusk@cityofdeephaven.org

Nusiance Wildlife Control

Beaver Removal St. Albans Bay

St. Albans Bay Beaver Removal Road Integrity Project Complete.

This was the last beaver in the colony.

Thank you
Please call with any questions or send email to scott@conleyswildlifecontrol.com

EIM No. 75-3240542

CWC
Scott Conley

1053 Meadow Street
Cologne, MN 55322
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From: Dave Martini <davidma@bolton-menk.com> 
Date: Thu, 22 Jul 2010 09:32:26 -0500 
To: Gus Karpas <guskarpas@mchsi.com> 
Cc: Debra Kind <d.kind@mchsi.com>, Mark Perry <markpe@bolton-menk.com>, Art Taylor <artta@bolton-menk.com> 
Subject: RE: Final Invoice Attached Beaver Removal Project Complete 
 
Gus, 
We have reviewed the work required to remove the Beaver Dam.  Based on our discussions with the DNR and 
the Watershed it does not sound like we will need a permit for the work.  We estimate the construction costs for 
the removal to be in the range of $2,500 to $3,000 for labor, equipment, traffic control and restoration.  I would 
also expect Bolton & Menk to have about a day or so of staff time to get quotes and inspect the work so you 
should figure on an additional $1,000 or so for our time.  Let me know if you would like us to get quotes for the 
City to consider. 
  
Thanks. 
  
 
David P. Martini, P.E. 
Bolton & Menk, Inc. 
P: (952) 448‐8838, Ext. 2458 
F: (952) 448‐8805 
email: davidma@bolton‐menk.com   
www.bolton‐menk.com  
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Greenwood recycle contract renewal for 2010 
 

7-27-2010 
 
 
Vintage Waste Systems, Inc. would like to continue service with your community.  We 
would like to serve Greenwood for the next extension year 2010-2011.  This is our only 
recycle contract we hold and pride ourselves on the service we provide to the residents.  
Vintage Waste will remain at the current unit price of $5.25 per unit as the recycle market 
still has not rebound.  Until the economy rebounds the markets remain weak.  Vintage 
Waste will continue with weekly service for this next extension.  Vintage now has drive 
in service at 15 of the homes up 5 homes over last year.  We now service 200 of the 
residents with their trash also.  We have a very good relation with the residents in town.  
At next year’s extension Vintage would explore going to a larger cart and possibly going 
every other week.  We have placed the larger cart at 25% of the homes already.  The 
standard is a 35 gallon cart with the weekly service.  The city wide clean up this year was 
lower than last year.  We ran more equipment and more personal.  The volumes were 
lower.  This year Greenwood was charged $2,107.58, last year was $2,329.  I would 
budget for $2,500 for the 2011 clean up ahead.  If there are any further questions we are 
available to discuss. 
 
Corey & Emilee Metcalf 
Owner/Operators 
Vintage Waste Systems, Inc. 
5315 Pioneer Creek Dr. 
Maple Plain, MN 55359 
 
763-479-1531 
vintage@frontiernet.net 
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RESOLUTION NO.  16-10 
 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING RECYLING SERVICES FOR  
THE CITY OF GREENWOOD PROVIDED BY VINTAGE WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. 

FOR SEPTEMBER 2010 THROUGH AUGUST 2011 
 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Greenwood approved a 1-year agreement for recycling services with 
Vintage Waste Systems, Inc. on September 17, 2009.  
 
WHEREAS, the agreement was for service to be provided from September 2009 through August 
2010.  
 
WHEREAS, the agreement included the option for two 1-year extensions if agreed upon by both 
parties.  
 
WHEREAS, both parties hereby desire to extend the agreement and agree to the following: 
 
1. Vintage Waste Systems, Inc. will continue to provide recycling service for the City of 

Greenwood through August 31, 2011.   
2. Vintage Waste will continue to charge the same monthly rate:  

$5.25 per residential unit, $30 for Georgetown Manor, total of $1568.25 per month 
3. Vintage Waste will continue to provide weekly service for this extension.   
4. Vintage Waste will continue to provide drive-in service as requested (currently 15 homes).   
5. Vintage Waste will continue to provide 35-gallon carts per residential unit, and two 96-gallon 

carts for Georgetown Manor. Larger carts will be provided for no extra charge as requested 
(currently 25% of the homes).  

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GREENWOOD, that the 2010-2011 recycling agreement with Vintage Waste Systems, Inc. is 
hereby adopted and city staff and officials are authorized and directed to take necessary actions 
to implement the service. 
 
ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GREENWOOD, MINNESOTA, THIS ____ 
DAY OF_________________________, 2010. 
 
Ayes ______, Nays ______. 
 
 
 
 
CITY OF GREENWOOD        VINTAGE WASTE SYSTEMS, INC. 
 
_______________________________                  _____________________________ 
Debra J. Kind, Mayor                                               Corey Metcalf 
 
 
Attest:        
 
_                                                _                                  _                                                     _ 
Gus E. Karpas, City Clerk                           Emilee Metcalf 
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July 15, 2010 
 
John Klinkner 
3100 Raleigh Avenue North #103 
St. Louis Park, MN  55416 
 
Dear Mr. Klinkner, 
 
It has come to my attention that you have not been working in a timely manner to 
address the concerns raised by the city’s Building Inspector and Fire Inspector.  
There have been a number of issues raised by each that need your immediate 
attention. 
 
I am aware that the Building Inspector and Fire Inspector are seeking to re-
inspect the premises in the first two weeks of August.  This letter is to inform you 
that if the corrections have not been made at the time, the city will ask that the 
Fire Inspector to issue any and all citations available to her and in addition, the 
city will issue an Administrative Citation as permitted by city code. 
 
These issues came to your attention on January 5th, the fact that they have not 
been addressed by now is unacceptable and the city will use all means available 
to bring your property into compliance with all relevant codes. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Gus Karpas 
Zoning Coordinator 
 
Cc: File 
 Mayor Kind and City Councilmembers 
 Don Dudycha, Building Inspector 
 Kellie Murphy-Ringate, EFD 
 City Attorney Mark Kelly 
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The court ruling holds cities to a much stricter standard, which considerably limits variance
opportunities.
(Published Jul 21, 2010)

The Minnesota Supreme Court recently issued a decision that changed the longstanding interpretation of
the statutory standard for granting zoning variances.

In the case of Krummenacher v. City of Minnetonka, the Supreme Court narrowly interpreted the
definition of “undue hardship” and held that the “reasonable use” prong of the “undue hardship” test is
not whether the proposed use is reasonable, but rather whether there is reasonable use in the absence of
the variance. This is a much stricter standard, which considerably limits variance opportunities.

The decision
The City of Minnetonka issued a variance to a residential property owner permitting the expansion of a
legal, non-conforming garage. The city, relying on a 1989 Court of Appeals decision, concluded that the
grant of the variance was reasonable. The city’s decision was challenged by an adjacent property owner.
Both the District Court and the Minnesota Court of Appeals agreed that the city’s decision was
appropriate. On June 24 the Minnesota Supreme Court reversed the Court of Appeals and found the
city’s decision impermissible.

The Supreme Court examined the statutory definition of “undue hardship” in Minnesota Statutes,
section 462.357 (Link to: https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/?id=462.357) , and concluded that city authority to issue a
variance is limited to those very rare cases where the property cannot be put to “a reasonable use”
without the variance. This establishes a high threshold for both the city and the property owner when
considering variance requests.

The Supreme Court reviewed the parallel county authority that allows for a variance in situations of
“practical difficulties” or “hardship.” The Supreme Court found that the city authority was more limited
because it did not contain the “practical difficulties” provision. The court explicitly recognized that it
was changing a longstanding standard that cities have relied on in considering variance requests. In
particular, the court specifically rejected a 1989 Court of Appeals interpretation of the phrase “undue
hardship,” which allowed for the grant of a variance in circumstances where the “property owner would
like to use the property in a reasonable manner that is prohibited by the ordinance.”

The Supreme Court stated that “unless and until the Legislature takes action to provide a more flexible
variance standard for municipalities, we are constrained by the language of the statute to hold that a
municipality does not have the authority to grant a variance unless the applicant can show that her
property cannot be put to a reasonable use without the variance.”

Impact of the decision
Because of the far-reaching nature of the decision, there are probably at least four responses that cities

State Supreme Court Narrowly
Interprets Variance Authority

State Supreme Court Narrowly Interprets Variance Authority http://www.lmc.org/page/1/varianceruling.jsp

1 of 2 7/22/10 10:19 AM

deb
Text Box
FYI



should think about—at least until a legislative correction can be achieved:

The city should re-evaluate the criteria that it has historically used in deciding whether or not to grant
a variance. The Supreme Court’s decision limits a city’s discretion. The ruling limits the authority to
circumstances where the property owner can demonstrate that there is not a reasonable use of the
property absent the variance grant.

In circumstances where the city council believes the grant of a variance is appropriate, the city should
take great care to make detailed finding describing why the grant of the variance is necessary to
provide the property owner with a reasonable use of his or her property. What constitutes a
reasonable use of property is not defined and may differ depending on the unique circumstances of
the property and attributes of various communities.

If a city routinely grants variances, this may be an indicator that it may want to re-examine its zoning
code to ensure that standards, setbacks, uses, and other requirements are consistent with the city
council’s current vision for the community. In short, the court’s decision should act as an
encouragement to cities to review their land use practices.

Cities may want to build greater flexibility into their existing conditional use permit, planned unit
development, and setback regulations to explicitly afford greater latitude to allow “variance-like”
approvals under the zoning code. For instance, a city might establish alternative setback requirements
to allow for construction that is consistent with neighborhood attributes.

Legislative action
The restrictive court decision has caused a number of League members to call for a legislative response.
The decision, its impact, and a possible legislative response will be discussed in the League’s Improving
Service Delivery Policy Committee this summer. It is anticipated that the League will support a
legislative change to provide cities with greater flexibility—perhaps something similar to the county
authority.

Read the current issue of the Cities Bulletin (Link to: http://www.lmc.org/page/1/cities-bulletin-newsletter.jsp)

Contact Tom Grundhoefer General Counsel
(651) 281-1266 or (800) 925-1122
tgrundho@lmc.org (Link to: mailto:tgrundho@lmc.org)

Copyright ©2010 League of Minnesota Cities, 145 University Ave. W, Saint Paul, MN 55103-2044 | Phone: (651) 281-1200 | Toll-Free: (800) 925-1122

Your LMC Resource
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Tuesday, July 13, 2010 9:59 PM

Page 1 of 1

Subject: Second Quarter Southshore Center 
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2010 3:59 PM 
From: Brian Heck City of Shorewood <bheck@ci.shorewood.mn.us> 
To: Kristi Luger City of Excelsior kluger@ci.excelsior.mn.us, Joe Kohlmann 
jkohlmann@cityoftonkabay.net, Dana Young City of Deephaven danayoung@mchsi.com, Debra Kind 
d.kind@mchsi.com 
Cc: commrecresources@mchsi.com, Chris Lizee chrislizee@gmail.com, Jeff Bailey oldbail@mchsi.com, 
Jeff Bailey Jeff.bailey@target.com, Laura Turgeon lrturgeon@visi.com, Dick Woodruff 
dick.woodruff@yahoo.com, Scott Zerby scott@zerby.com 
 
All, 
 
Attached you will find the second quarter Southshore Center information. 
We remain ahead of initial projections, however; we are still running a 
deficit of just over $7,000.  
 
If you have questions, please feel free to contact me. 
 
Brian W. Heck - ICMA - CM 
City Administrator 
City of Shorewood 
5575 Country Club Road 
Shorewood, MN 55331 
Office - 952-960-7905 
Mobile - 952-463-5836 
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Summary Informa,on as of June 30, 2010

Actual

Projected To‐date
Income 2010 2010 Variance

General Rental 16,165$        22,651$           6,486$           
Miscellaneous 3,700$           7,593$             3,893$           

Total 19,865$        30,244$           10,379$         

Expenses
Personnel 4,200$           8,180$            
Materials and Supplies 3,700$           466$                (3,234)$          
Support Services and Charges 31,275$        28,729$           (2,546)$          
Capital Outlay ‐$               ‐$                 ‐$               
Total 39,175$        37,375$           (1,801)$          

Difference (19,310)$       (7,131)$            12,179$         

Note: 2009 income and expense data sketchy at best as Shorewood was
not par,cipa,ng in the opera,ons.
Note: March includes City Hall staff ,me with SSCC Ac,vi,es

1st Q 1st Q 2nd Q 2nd Q 3rd Q 3rd Q 4th Q 4th Q
2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010

Projec,on Actual Projec,on Actual Projec,on Actual Projec,on Actual

Income 7,545$           14,018$           12,320$          16,266$          15,772$          ‐$                12,000$          ‐$               

Total 7,545$           14,018$           12,320$          16,266$          15,772$          ‐$                12,000$          ‐$               

Expenses
Personnel ‐$               2,230$             4,200$            5,950$            6,300$            ‐$                6,300$            ‐$               
Materials and Supplies 3,150$           467$                1,500$            ‐$                1,500$            ‐$                1,500$            ‐$               
Support Services and Charges 15,250$        14,522$           16,500$          14,207$          16,500$          ‐$                16,500$          ‐$               
Capital Outlay ‐$               ‐$                 ‐$                ‐$                ‐$                ‐$                ‐$                ‐$               
Total 18,400$        17,219$           22,200$          20,157$          24,300$          ‐$                24,300$          ‐$               

Difference (10,855)$       (3,201)$            (9,880)$           (3,891)$           (8,528)$           ‐$                (12,300)$         ‐$               
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Tuesday, July 27, 2010 12:54 PM

Page 1 of 1

Subject: Lake Minnetonka Conservation District 
Date: Friday, July 9, 2010 9:12 AM 
From: Senator Gen Olson <sen.gen.olson@senate.mn> 
To: Senator Gen Olson sen.gen.olson@senate.mn 
 
To: Mayors and City Council Members of cities bordering Lake Minnetonka 
  
In case your representative to the Lake Minnetonka Conservation District (LMCD) has not shared my communication to them regarding the functioning 
and future of the LMCD, I am attaching it below. 
  
I have discussed this topic at an end-of-session meeting with mayors that was initiated by Hennepin County Commissioner Jan Callison and also at 
several meetings requested by organizations involved in or affected by Lake Minnetonka governance and interests. In the weeks and months ahead, I 
would like to meet with each of the affected city councils or a representative group of your members to gain a broad perspective on the implications 
and/or need for changes in the way issues involving this public resource are managed. 
  
Please let me know what arrangements for such a meeting would best fit your schedules. 
  
I hope you are having opportunities to enjoy our summer. It is going altogether too fast. Best wishes and thanks for your service to our communities! 
  
Gen Olson 
State Senator 
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May 28, 2010 
 
LMCD Board of Directors and Executive Director: 
 
Much attention by the press has been given to the late session shenanigan of Environment and 
Natural Resources Committee Chair Sen. Satveer Chaudhary, with the omnibus game and fish 
(with other subjects rolled in) bill. Another of his actions has drawn little notice. 
 
The day before adjournment sine die, he introduced a bill to abolish the Lake Minnetonka 
Conservation District (LMCD) and the White Bear Lake Conservation District. There being only 
two such entities, why not take both of them out even though his target is the LMCD? I know 
you are already aware of this from the Vadnais Heights Press article earlier this week. 
 
As no action was possible this session, its introduction had other purposes. Whether the voters of 
SD 50 return him to office next January to carry out this mission is uncertain. 
 
Meanwhile, I am requesting an opportunity to discuss this issue with you at an upcoming 
meeting, hopefully sooner rather than later, to give you “the rest of the story” and to discuss 
some of the broader issues surrounding the governance of the lake which are being brought up to 
me with great frequency and a fair degree of discontent. 
 
My hope is that representatives of the broad array of interests in Lake Minnetonka can come 
together around a common goal of improving the efficiency and effectiveness of managing lake 
use in a manner that protects this valuable asset for the benefit of all those who use and enjoy it. 
 
I look forward to your response. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gen Olson 
State Senator 
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