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MEDINA CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES OF APRIL 19, 2016 
 
The City Council of Medina, Minnesota met in regular session on April 19, 2016 at 7:03 
p.m. in the City Hall Chambers.  Mayor Mitchell presided. 
 
I. ROLL CALL 
 
Members present: Anderson, Cousineau, Pederson, Martin, and Mitchell. 
 
Members absent:  None. 
 
Also present:  City Administrator Scott Johnson, City Attorney Andrew Biggerstaff, City 
Engineer Tom Kellogg, City Planner Dusty Finke, Public Works Director Steve Scherer, 
and Recording Secretary Amanda Staple. 
 
II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE (7:03 p.m.) 
 
III. ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA (7:03 p.m.) 
The agenda was approved as presented. 
 
IV. APPROVAL OF MINUTES (7:03 p.m.) 
 
A. Approval of the April 5, 2016 Regular City Council Meeting Minutes 
It was noted on page four, line 29, it should state, “…was affirmative previously had 
agreed…”  On page four, line four, it should state, “…formal final…”  On page four, line 
four, it should state, “He noted that the applicant would be required to obtain the proper 
permits would need to be obtained from the City of Orono...”  On page five, line eight, it 
should state, “…with the substantial items that are…”  On page seven, line six, it should 
state, “… after in the future.  He noted that the City does have has…”  On page six, line 
18, it should state, “…has made their members have reached…”  On page six, line 31, it 
should state, “…for to…” On page six, line 33, it should state, “…to state what amount 
he is requesting of reduction the applicant requests with respect to the connection fees 
to be reduced.  On page six, line 48, it should state, “…development developments…” 
 
Moved by Anderson, seconded by Pederson, to approve the April 5, 2016 regular City 
Council meeting minutes as amended.  Motion passed unanimously.  Mitchell 
abstained. 
 
B. Approval of the April 6, 2016 Special City Council Meeting Minutes 
Moved by Anderson, seconded by Cousineau, to approve the April 6, 2016 special City 
Council meeting minutes as presented.  Motion passed unanimously.  Mitchell 
abstained. 
 
V. CONSENT AGENDA (7:07 p.m.) 
 
A.   Approve E-Poll Book Agreement with Hennepin County 
B.   Approve Fuel Dispensing System Services Agreement with Beaudry Oil & 

Propane 
C.   Resolution No. 2016-29 Accepting Donations for New Scoreboard and 

Installation Supplies 
D.   Authorize Purchase of Scoreboard and Installation Supplies 
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E.   Approve Ball Field Rental Agreement with Orono Baseball Association 
F.   Approve Butterfly Garden Quote with Designing Nature 
G.   Approve Wetland Replacement Plan for Deer Hill Preserve 
Moved by Pederson, seconded by Anderson, to approve the consent agenda.  Motion 
passed unanimously. 
 
 
VI. COMMENTS (7:08 p.m.) 
 
A. Comments from Citizens on Items not on the Agenda 
There were none. 
 
B. Park Commission 
Scherer reported that the Commission will meet the following night to review the Dellcroft 
Concept Plan, the Comprehensive Plan process, scoreboard graphics, and the proposed 
location of the butterfly nectar garden.  He advised of the tentative date of the spring 
park tour and noted that the Commission will also discuss that. 
 
C.    Planning Commission 
Planning Commissioner White provided an update of the meeting of the Planning 
Commission the previous week.  She stated that the Commission considered the 
Dellcroft Concept Plan noting that many residents spoke against the proposed 
development.  She stated that the Commissioners believed that the rezoning of the north 
half should not be considered until after the Comprehensive Plan has been updated.  
She stated that some Commissioners felt that there were not enough areas to be 
preserved for the south half to be considered as a conservation design PUD, although 
some Commissioners did feel supportive.  She stated that an amendment to the 
Clydesdale PUD was considered and recommended for approval.   
 
VII.   NEW BUSINESS 
 
A.   Dellcroft PUD Concept Plan Review – West of Arrowhead Drive, North and 

South of Hamel Road (7:12 p.m.) 
Martin recused herself from the discussion because of a potential conflict of interest. 
 
Johnson noted that this Concept Plan would include a 161 lot residential development 
north of Hamel Road as well as a 22-lot conservation design Planned Unit Development 
(PUD) south of Hamel Road. 
 
Mitchell noted that all four of the Councilmembers at the table were present at the 
Planning Commission meeting the previous week to hear the comments of the residents 
and advised that this is not a public hearing. 
 
Finke stated that he would be brief in his presentation as the Council and majority of the 
residents present attended the Planning Commission meeting the previous week.  He 
stated that the report referenced the proposed development north of Hamel Road and 
south of Hamel Road separately because they are different types of development.  He 
noted that the parcel to the north of Hamel Road would be proposed to have 109 single-
family homes and 30 townhomes while the property south of Hamel Road would be 
proposed as a conservation design PUD, with 22 single-family homes.  He noted that in 
order to support the proposed development to the north of Hamel Road an amendment 
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to the Comprehensive Plan would be necessary.  He provided an aerial view of the site, 
noting the wetlands and wooded areas as well as a ravine, which bisects the southern 
property.  He displayed the Concept Plan and provided the typical dimensions of the lots 
for both the north and south parcels.  He noted that the existing Comprehensive Plan as 
well as the draft Comprehensive Plan identify the parcels as rural residential and 
advised that the applicant would be requesting a rezoning to low density residential.  He 
noted that the northern parcel would contain an open space central corridor of 12 
buildable acres and advised that the proposed PUD would allow for a mix of housing 
types.  He stated that the southern parcel would be requesting the maximum allowed 
density bonus of 200 percent in order to go from the 11 allowable lots that the applicant 
states to the 22 proposed lots.  He stated that staff and the applicant reviewed the site to 
identify the conservation objectives that exist on the property and that would be the 
focus of conservation should this move forward as a conservation design PUD.  He 
noted that this is simply a Concept Plan review and no formal action is needed.  He 
reviewed the actions that would ultimately be necessary to allow this development as 
proposed if the applicant does submit a formal application.  He noted that the minutes of 
the Planning Commission meeting were included in the Council packet along with 
additional letters received from residents after that meeting. 
 
Mitchell asked for clarification as to the base density of the southern parcel, whether that 
would be 5 lots or 11 lots. 
 
Anderson explained that one figure referenced the buildable acreage included in the 
conservation easement, while the other included the entire acreage. 
 
Paul Robinson, representing the applicant, stated that they heard from the Planning 
Commission that there is not a lot of support for this and that is why they are not making 
a formal presentation.  He stated that they understand the opposition to the density 
proposed and advised that they do not intend to apply for a Comprehensive Plan 
amendment.  He stated that this is a property bordered by commercial/industrial uses on 
two sides and noted that perhaps this is an opportunity to consider the buffer use that 
could exist on that property.  He stated that they do not intend to submit an application 
for the higher density residential development.   
 
Mitchell asked if the applicant would be moving forward with the southern portion of 
development. 
 
Robinson stated that the agreement with the landowner was for both parcels and 
therefore they will not be submitting an application. 
 
Mitchell stated that the Planning Commission took no action and the Council will take no 
action but will provide input. 
 
Paul Crosby asked if the developer has seen the letters written by the neighbors. 
 
Robinson confirmed that he has received copies of the letters. 
 
Pederson stated that this is a wonderful developer and probably one of the best in the 
state.  He was pleased to hear that the developer has taken the northern portion off of 
the table.  He believed that the developer has a right to develop the southern portion of 
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the property, but noted that it is yet to be seen as to whether the density bonus would be 
allowed. 
 
Cousineau agreed that she was relieved that the northern portion has been removed 
from the table.  She stated that she struggles with finding something ecologically 
significant to conserve on the property outside of the high quality wetland and would 
struggle to reach a 200 percent density bonus.  She noted that conventional design 
would preserve a great deal of the property.  She agreed that the developer builds a 
great product, noting that she lives in a product of the developer. 
 
Anderson stated that he is reluctant to grant a density bonus to any developer, even to 
this great developer.  He stated that he might agree to some degree of a density bonus 
and perhaps staff could provide a recommendation.  He noted that Medina is open to 
business when it comes to development, even during the process of updating the 
Comprehensive Plan.  He encouraged the developer to bring forward an application, if it 
can fit within the confines of the current Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Mitchell stated that the property to the north is a difficult piece of land, with the 
neighboring land uses.  He stated that from an overall point of view the City has a great 
deal of land south of 55, east of this location, which is not developed and could perhaps 
be a better fit.  He stated that in regard to the southern parcel he is aware of the five-
acre lot development, which is classic old-fashioned Medina five-acre or larger 
development.  He stated that while this is a great development proposal, it would have a 
suburban feel and would therefore not fit with the rural residential aesthetic of this area 
of Medina.  He stated that within the rural residential zoning area the key would be fewer 
houses and not bonus density.   
 
Cousineau stated that she does not see justification for a density bonus.  She noted that 
three percent of the entire acreage would be high quality and therefore would not justify 
a density bonus of more than one house.  She stated that this is a special piece of 
Medina and therefore it would be hard to take away that uniqueness when there are 
other areas of Medina that would better fit this development. 
 
Robinson thanked the Council for their input. 
 
Mitchell briefly recessed the meeting at 7:36 p.m. 
 
Mitchell reconvened the meeting at 7:42 p.m. 
 
Martin rejoined the Council. 
 
B.   Woodridge Church Addition - Covenant (7:42 p.m.) 
Johnson explained that there is a covenant for this property, which allows for expansion 
on the North side of the facility and the applicant would like Council feedback on 
completing a portion of the expansion on the south side rather than the north.  He noted 
that if the Council is in favor of the concept, then the full public process would need to be 
followed. 
 
Finke stated that there is a covenant against the property that was part of a variance 
issued which addresses the maximum footprint of the building and parking area.  He 
stated that the applicant first came forward to the Council prior to completing that public 
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process in order to gain the input of the Council in regard to shifting the expansion to the 
southern side rather than the northern side.  He stated that staff does not oppose this 
request. 
 
Mitchell stated that he is not sure he understands the aerial photograph in the diagram 
and asked for clarification. 
 
Finke provided clarification on the aerial photograph. 
 
Senior Pastor Paul Johnson stated that this is a natural hilled area and the addition 
would be less visible to the neighbors. 
 
Martin asked for and received confirmation that the main entrance to the church would 
be enhanced.  She stated that she likes how the church is nestled into the hill and does 
not jump out from the roadway.  She stated that she is concerned with adding that mass 
close to County Road 24 as it would make the church more visible from the roadway.  
She noted that the neighbors to the back are already aware of future expansion in that 
area.  She asked for the estimated height and whether the addition would be visible from 
the roadway. 
 
Senior Pastor Johnson estimated six to eight feet above the brim line of the roadway, 
which would be hard to see from the roadway and confirmed that the addition would not 
be visible from the roadway.  He advised that the berm would still provide screening 
along with an additional retaining wall, noting the drop in elevation.  He noted that they 
would not be creating additional parking. 
 
Mitchell stated that the church is not visible from the roadway and therefore would see 
no problem with this request being submitted and going before the Planning 
Commission.  He noted that the total amount of the variance is not being increased but 
simply shifted. 
 
Martin stated that she would be concerned that citizens could react negatively as 
everyone has already agreed to the covenant.   
 
Mitchell stated that the City is obliged to consider the request. 
 
Anderson asked if the original covenant restricts development to the south and requires 
all the development to be to the north. 
 
Finke stated that the covenant restricts the expansion to the north as specified but 
allows for a request for amendment such as this.   
 
Cousineau disclosed that she is a member of the church but does not have a financial 
interest in this matter. 
 
Senior Pastor Johnson noted that this request would still meet the explicit language of 
the covenant and the intent of the Church was that the picture provided was not exact.  
He stated that they are attempting to build less in the back to provide less of an impact 
to the neighbors to the back. 
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Martin noted that she is not aware of the details of the settlement and simply does not 
want to upset those that were involved.   
 
Senior Pastor Johnson provided additional details on the settlement noting that it arose 
from a moratorium the Council enacted and not concerns from the neighboring parcels. 
 
Mitchell stated that perhaps the City Attorney could work with the attorney of the 
applicant to determine what could be done with the existing covenant. 
 
Pederson agreed that the City Attorney should review this request and if he approves, 
the applicant could move this request forward.  He stated that he would not oppose the 
request as long as the parking is made up on the site.   
 
Mitchell confirmed that the lawyers should work together to determine what could be 
done. 
 
Finke stated that Batty believes that an amendment to the variance would be needed 
and that is why this item is before the Council tonight. 
 
Biggerstaff stated that Batty’s interpretation is that tonight would be a Concept Plan type 
review and his opinion is that the covenant and settlement agreement would need to be 
looked at for amendment and should the Council support this request staff can take 
those additional steps. 
 
Martin stated that she will support this but might recant that opinion if there is public 
opposition. 
 
Mitchell stated that there would still be a process for public comment. 
 
C.   Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) – Annual Public Hearing 

(8:07 p.m.)  
Scherer provided background information on the MS4 permit, which the City obtains 
from the Pollution Control Agency (PCA) to operate the storm water facilities in the City.  
He stated that on a daily basis staff is inspecting storm water sites and construction 
sites.  He highlighted the storm water projects completed in 2015, which include the 
Independence Beach Road project, Hamel Road/Tower Drive storm water runoff project, 
replacement and installation of culverts, and continued pond and outfall maintenance.  
He highlighted some of the projects for 2016 and into the future.  He reviewed the 
minimum control measures specified within the permit that are completed by staff 
including pollution prevention and housekeeping items, public education and outreach, 
public participation, illicit discharge detection and elimination, construction site storm 
water runoff control, and post-construction storm water management.  He reviewed the 
partners in water quality improvements.   
 
Mitchell asked if rain gardens have to be maintained. 
 
Scherer confirmed that rain gardens do require maintenance. 
 
Mitchell asked if there is a difference in phosphorus between cow waste and horse 
waste. 
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Scherer was not aware of a difference. 
 
Mitchell opened the public hearing at 8:17 p.m.  
 
No comments made. 
 
Mitchell closed the public hearing at 8:17 p.m. 
 
Anderson and the Council thanked Scherer for his presentation and the efforts of the 
public works department. 
 
Pederson stated that he is impressed with the projects that the public works department 
is able to complete in-house, which saves the City a great amount of funds. 
 
D.   Minnesota Highway Users Tax Distribution Funding (HUTF) Update  

(8:20 p.m.) 
Johnson stated that Kellogg will provide a review of the funding mechanism for State 
aide and how that comes to fruition for the City. 
 
Kellogg explained that the State, specifically MSA, distributes the brochure which he 
included in the Council packet, and identifies the four fund generators.  He stated that 
there are formulas in place, which identify how the funds generated will be distributed.  
He noted that counties follow a similar process to identify County State Aide (CSA) 
routes.  He stated that Medina receives $250,000 annually, of which $185,000 is money 
that sits in an account at MSA and builds over time that is used to pay for MSA projects.  
He noted that the remaining funds, $65,000, are received by the City, via check, to be 
used for maintenance on MSA routes. 
 
Scherer asked how electric cars would factor into this formula as they do not contribute 
to fuel taxes. 
 
Kellogg stated that has not yet been determined. 
 
The Council thanked Kellogg for this presentation. 
 
Kellogg stated he has been living in Rochester for the past 2.5 years.  Kellogg is working 
with WSB to expand their services in the Rochester area.  He stated that he and Jim 
Stremel will share the responsibilities of the City and Stremel will continue to step up and 
take over more of the responsibilities for Medina in the future.   
 
The Council thanked Kellogg for his service through the years and his continued service. 
 
Mitchell asked what the big projects will be this year. 
 
Scherer replied that there will not be large projects this year and therefore staff will 
follow-up on other maintenance items. 
 
Mitchell stated that he spoke with a representative from Orono that is aware of their poor 
road conditions and that Medina is maintaining their portions of the roadways that lead 
into Orono. 
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Scherer stated that staff will continue to attempt to work with Orono. 
  
VIII. CITY ADMINISTRATOR REPORT (8:30 p.m.) 
Johnson reported that Clean-Up Day will be held April 30th from 8:00 a.m. to Noon at the 
600 Clydesdale facility. 
 
IX. MAYOR & CITY COUNCIL REPORTS (8:31 p.m.) 
Anderson noted that he recently attended the Long Lake pancake breakfast, which had 
a great turnout.  He asked how many trees would be available at Clean-Up Day. 
 
Scherer replied that 150 or 160 trees will be available. 
 
Mitchell stated that he attended the Mayors’ Dinner, at which there was a presentation 
regarding railway safety.  He noted that rail oil mileage has decreased this year. 
  
X. APPROVAL TO PAY THE BILLS (8:33 p.m.) 
Moved by Anderson, seconded by Martin, to approve the bills, EFT 003609E-003628E 
for $60,042.92, order check numbers 44189-44247 for $110,585.10, and payroll EFT 
507073-507104 for $51,847.93. Motion passed unanimously. 
 
XI. ADJOURN 
Moved by Martin, seconded by Pederson, to adjourn the meeting at 8:34 p.m.  Motion 
passed unanimously. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

     
__________________________________ 

     Bob Mitchell, Mayor 
Attest: 
 
____________________________________ 
Jodi M. Gallup, City Clerk 


