City of Grant
City Council Agenda
May 1, 2014

The regufar monthly meeting of the Grant City Council will be cafled to order at 7:00 o'clock p.m. on
Thursday, May 1, 2014, in the Grant Town Hall, 8380 Kimbro Ave. for the purpose of conducting the
business hereafter listed, and alf accepted additions thereto.

CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
APPROVAL OF REGULAR AGENDA
APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA

Lol

A. April 1, 2014 City Council Meeting Minutes
| B. Bill List, $52,064.64
C. 2014 Pricing Addition, David’s Consulting
D. Camp Odayin Application for Exempt Permit, One Day Raffle
E. Resolution No. 2014-10, Pohl Subdivision
F. Kline Bros. Excavaﬁng, Road Maintenance, $10,325.00
5. STAFF AGENDA ITEMS

A. City Engineer, Phil Olson
i Consideration of Brochman Roadway Maintenance Contract
B. City Planner, Jennifer Haskamp

i. Resolution No. 2014-11, Consideration Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue, CUP Application, 7373
120" Street

ii. Resolution No, 2014-12, Consideration of Verizon Cell Tower Application, 9254 Manning

iii. Resolution No, 2014-13, Consideration of Schmidt Supper Club CUP Application and Public
Hearing, 11770 Dellwood Road North

C. City Attorney, Nick Vivian
6. NEW BUSINESS

i. Consideration of Resolution No. 2014-14, Nicholson-Stillwater Oaks L1.C Liquor License
UNFINISHED BUSINESS
8. DISCUSSION ITEMS

=~

A. City Council Reports {(any updates from Council)
B, Staff Updates
9. COMMUNITY CALENDAR MAY 2 THROUGH MAY 31, 2014:




" Mahtomedi Public Schools Board Meeting, Tharsday, May 8 2014, Mahtomedi District Education
Center, 7:00 p.m,

Stillwater Public Schools Board Meeting, Thursday, May 8" and 22™, 2014, Stillwater City Hall,
7:00 p.m.

Charter Commission Meeting, Thursday, May 15M 2014, Mahtomedi City Hall, 7:00 p.m.

Washington County Commissioners Meeting, Tuesdays, Government Center, 9:00 a.m,
10, ADJOURNMENT

PUBLIC INPUT

Citizen Comments — Individuals may address the City Council about any item not
included on the regular agenda. The Mayor will recognize speakers to come to the
podium. Speakers will state their name and address and limit their remarks to
three (3) minutes. Generally, the City Council will not take any official action
on items discussed at this time, but may typically refer the matter to staff for a
futare report or direct that the matter be scheduled on an upcoming agenda.

i A .

I. GUIDELINES FOR CONDUCT AT GRANT CITY MEETINGS

1. Public input (agenda item) and public comment during agenda items will be
addressed as time allows and individuals must be reco ghized by the Meeting Chair
prior to making comments,

2. Any individual addressing the Council will approach the microphone and clearly state
their name and full address,

3. Comments and reading of written statements shall be limited to two (3) minutes. You
are encouraged not to be repetitious of comments made by any previous speakers.

4. No personal attacks are allowed during any public input, public comment or public
hearings.

IL. PUBLIC INPUT




Public Input will be held after the meeting is adjourned. Four (4) speakers limited to
three (3) minutes each.

HI. PUBLIC COMMENT — DURING AGENDA ITEMS
Citizens may share their comments or concern on a specific agenda item if called
upon by the City Council. This is the portion of the Council meeting that citizens
may comment on an individual agenda item if called on to do so. All comments must
be addressed to the Mayor and Council and name and 3l address must be stated

cleatly. If the agenda item has had g public hearing, this will not be g continuation of
that hearing,
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COUNCIL MINUTES APRIL 1, 2014

CITY OF GRANT
MINUTES
DATE : April 1, 2014
TIME STARTED : 7:04 p.m.
TIME ENDED : 11:35 p.m.
MEMBERS PRESENT : Councilmember Bohnen, T} onrud, Huber,
and Mayor Carr o

MEMBERS ABSENT : Lobin

Staff members present: City Attorney, Nick Vivian; City Planne‘ ,J ennifer Hagkamp; City Engineer,
Phil Olson; City Treasurer, Shaton Schwarze; and Admini '”izc)r/Clerk Kim P

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Carr called the meeting to order at 7:04 p.m.

PLEDGY OF ALLEGIANCE

SETTING THE AGENDA

Council Member Bohnen moved to approve the ag&nda, as. presented Council Member Huber
seconded the motion. Mo, ion-ca

CONSENT AGENDA

March 4, 2014 City C Approved
Bifl List Approved
Approved
Approved
2014 Field Maintenance Proposal Approved

Council Member Bohnen moved to approve the Consent Agenda, as presented. Council
Member Huber seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

STAFF AGENDA ITEMS

City Engineer, Phil Olson
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COUNCIL MINUTES APRIL 1, 2014

Class 5 Surfacing Quotes & Approval of Contract. — City Engineer Olson advised the City
completes a class 5 surfacing project every year on roadways scheduled by the Road Commissioner.
The request for quotes was sent to Miller Excavating, Inc., and Raleigh Trucking, Inc.

A copy of the class 5 surfacing contract has been included for Council review.

Council Member Bohnen added the City has been utilizing two contractors for the last couple of

years, Utilizing both of them is a benefit to the City in terms of ﬂex1b111tywaar1d type of product offered
by each contractor.

Council Member Bohnen moved to approve the Class 5 Surfacing Qa

Contract, as presented. Council Member Huber seconded th""'motlon
unanimously.

tes and Approval of

Resolution No. 2014-09, Browns Creck Trail Easemﬂ
has submitted an Application for Easement across the B
execution of this application will establish City easements
owned by the DNR. The application 1ncludes three roadway
Street, and Lofton Avenue.

s he"Bfowns Creck Stato Trail,
sings at Kimbro Avenue, 88th

An application fee of $2000 is required by the, [ cess the app- fatlon and easements. The

fee is used to cover the cost to review the applicatlon and prepa:re the gasement documents. There is
no additional cost for the vaiue of the easements L

Council Member Bohne 'Stated meetmg was held’ ‘with the DNR and this is a good value for the
City as they are not askifigf

City Planner, Jennifer Haskzﬁhp

Dellwood Barns Wedﬂing Venue, CUP Application and Public Hearing, 7373 120" Street — City
Planner Haskamp advised the proposed application is for a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to operate
a rural event facility on the subject site primarily hosting weddings throughout the spring, summer
and fall season. Prior to submitting this application for a CUP, the Applicant went through the City’s
process to amend the City’s zoning ordinance to allow for such use, now defined as Rural Event
Facilities, in the Al and A2 zoning districts. In January, the City Council approved the text
amendment to the zoning ordinance; as such the Applicant has now submitted this application for
review related to the specific proposed facility. A duly noticed public hearing was posted for April
Lst, 2014, for consideration and comment of the public related to this application.
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COUNCIL MINUTES APRIL 1, 2014

The Applicant, Afton Architects & Planners is requesting approval of a CUP to renovate the existing

barn on the subject site for the purposes of operating a rural event facility, to be called the Dellwood
Wedding Barn.

City Planner Haskamp provided a summary regarding key aspects of the application with respect to
the site in relation to renovation of existing barn, main access and parking, stormwater control and
operations,

City Engineer Olson Plans were prepared by Afton Architects & Plannets; 1.td. are dated February 27,
2014. Engineering review comments were generated from the submittal include the following:

approved by Washington County.
2. The existing driveway, access points, site, and.
Marshal to ensure that the site is in complianic
3. The existing driveway access should be widened t
prevent congestion issues internal to the site by allow
4, “No Parking” signs are required to: be lacod along the
in the parking lot.
5. The fence on the south side of the par] :
fence will need to be relocated due to the site gr
updated with a revised location for the fence
6. Signage for the ADA parking spaces is requlred .
7. The proposed contdurs ort the north and cast. mdes of the parkmg lot appear to be incorrect and

th fire code Tequirements.
inimum width of 20 feel, This will
o-way traffic.

eway to ensure that parking occurs

lan to remain in place. The
g and pond gradmg The plan should be

"'."t’he amount of traffic antlclpated with the pa:rkmg lot, one treatment is not believed to be
adequate to provide a dustless stirface, Listed below is the section of City Code related to the
requ1rement for a dustless off-street parking surface.

Sec 32-3 73 Sulface aﬂd a’minage Off-street parking area shall be improved with a durable
and dustless surﬁzce Such areas shall be so graded and drained as to dispose of all surface
water accumulation within the parking area. Durable and dustless surface may include

crushed rock and similar treatment for parking accessory to one unit residential structures;

all other uses shall utilize asphalt, concrete or a reasonable substitute surface as approved by
the city engineer.

The following are additional issues due to the proposed gravel surface in the parking lot.

2. The ADA parking is located in the gravel parking lot. The surface type does not meet ADA
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COUNCIL MINUTES APRIL 1, 2014

requirements. The parking spaces are required to be in compliance with ADA requirements.
This includes a paved path from the parking spaces to the venue.

3. A parking plan should be provided to explain how applicant will ensure that guest will park as
shown in the layout. It is assumed that the gravel surface will not be striped for parking
spaces which may change the layout of the drive lanes.

4. The gravel parking lot is proposed to drain from north to south and erosion issues are likely

due to the large amount of runoff area. Permanent erosion control methods are required to be
incorporated into the plan. s

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT COMMENTS:

5. A stormwater permit is required from the Rice Creek Watershe Dlstrlct (RCWD). The
applicant has already submitted a plan for review. -

6. An erosion and sediment control plan needs to be submltted which meé
RCWD Rule D and City Erosion Control Ordmances i

7. It appears that the east and west sides of the patking lot are.not directed to the onding area,
A swale or pipe with curb and gutter is require irect the new impervious ateas to the
ponding area. The swale or pipe design should 1nchlde a conveyance method fhat prevents
erosion along the side slopes of the pond. :

8. The plan is required to show the total amount of area mChIded within the silt fence to verify if
an NPDES permit is required. If requlred the apphcant shall: ___1bm1t the approved permit to
the City. R

9. High water clevations, pipe elevations,’ emergency overﬂow routes, and drainage routes are
required to be shown on the grading plan.. =~

10. The outlet culvert in fhie stormwater modet shows 6- 1nch CMP pipe. The minimum lateral
pipe diameter sheuld be 12 inghes.

11. A stormwater management plan is required that includes calculations for 2.5-inch rainfall
event to ensure stoftitwater pond is appropnately sized. A table summarizing pre and post
development dlscharge rate for the 2, 10 100~year 24-hour rainfall events is also required.

the requirements of

City Planner Haskamp referred to the taff report and summarized other agency reviews as well as the
draft ﬁndlngs T

simple. He read the original letter from the application and stated the current plan is much different.
He thanked everyone-for the emalls and letter with their comments noting if they were not sent to the
City Clerk they will not be part of the public record. The City of Grant has changed a lot in the
previous years and this issue came up. The question for the City is if this is a good use for Grant.

The applicant could have applied for something else. The City Council did decide this may be a good

use. The Council does not regret the text amendment and this use does fit the Comprehensive Plan.
He noted there are commercial uses all over Grant.

Mayor Carr advised those wishing to speak during public comment will have a maximum of five
minutes and there will be no personal attacks. All comments should be made relating to the
application and he would like to keep the public comment period to one hour,
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COUNCIL MINUTES APRIL 1, 2014

Mr. Scott Jordan, applicant, came forward and stated he would like to take the time to clear up some
misconceptions. He noted none of his neighbors have talked to him about the plan and he does not
plan on having more than three events per week, The hours of operation proposed is to give them
flexibility and to accommodate deliveries, set up, etc. He asked that a gravel parking lot be
constructed as opposed to pavement. He stated he lives in the house and he had never met the Mayor
prior to this process. He advised he is not dividing the property into three lots. There will be off duty
policemen at the events and he does not have several different businesses taking place on the
property. He doesn’t think this will devalue property and a sound test has been conducted. He
reviewed those results noting he does not believe noise will be an issue, Traffie-counts have been
reviewed and he does not believe 100 more cars per day will have a latge impact. He stated he is a

good neighbor and if issues come up all people have to do is talk‘.__tgf"?hnn. e does not want to be
disruptive to anyone. o '

Council Member Bohnen clarified the parcel size and cg@ﬁiﬁr:hedblthat a pm‘ticuléf-‘

hbor west of the
driveway was contacted and had no issues with the project. ~

‘6ut that Mr, Jordan has put
cs to do so. They are currently
d with some minor revisions.

Ms. Sara Kelzenberg, Afton Architects, came forward and
together a team to work through this process and has some e
working with the Watershed District and 4p

stated the neighborhood is calm and

Mr. Carlos McCarthy, 11565 Hillcrest Court, caihe forw ;
ish that. That is why he movéd here and he is not happy the project

quiet and he is not ready to.réli
has come as far as it has:

Mr. Bob "_[‘uﬂy, 6365 Ia'smfinq, cam lfdrward and stated he had visited the farm prior to the application
and it i very beautiful and would be a Breat place for the plan. He is not a direct neighbor but he
doesn’t see‘why they should ‘tbe able toproceed.

Mr. Kevin Rhodesb 12160 UppjéfHeather, came forward and stated he is opposed to this and
disappointed that fﬁ-é:_neighboy&;ﬁere not property noticed about the project. He stated it seems as
though it is too late to talk abbut whether or not his is a good use for the area. He noted where he
lives in relation to the property and stated he would be able to hear the activity just like he did last
year. IHe stated the enjoyment of his property would be gone all summer long. Tt is his right to peace
and quiet and that would be gone. There is a definite lack of consideration for public participation
and this should not have been allowed in the first place. His rights have been disrespected and the

plan does not meet the covenants already in place. He asked the Council to reconsider the text
amendment.

Mr. Carl Swanson, 7665 120™ Street, came forward and stated he is a neighbor to Mr, Jordan and Mr.
Jordan is a good neighbor, He recalled the story of going to a City of Hugo Council meeting
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regarding lot sizes and was told it was Hugo development and being from Grant he had nothing to say
about it. He stated he believes the plan may be a good venue and he would like to see the project go
through. It is a conditional use and if there is a problem then it can be addressed.

Mr. Ed Kolova came forward and stated he is the previous property owner. He sold to Mr. Jordan in
2011 and his son was married there. It was a peaceful event that was very nice. He advised he is not
for or against but would like to speak to Mr. Jordan’s integrity. He is a man of his word, very
reasonable and will work with the City and his neighbors.

Ms. Melinda Lopes, 12160 Upper Heather Avenue, came forward andi'stated last summer when they
had an event the noise was so loud she could not sleep but no complaint4#as made because she
thought it was a onetitne event. She stated the house was v1brat1ng from the Hoise and this plan
would be life changing for her family. She stated she has norassurances that e roperty values will
not go down. She stated she was not notified about the jange in zoning and thé:¢onditions of this
use are very important as well as safety on the roadway.: She asked the Council to et
zoning change and stated their business website shows tliey, only have three open date

Ms. Jeanette Windish, 12150 Upper Heather Avenue, came o ard and stated the hill there is
amplification and not a sound barrier as it ‘carries through the valle; . There are kids in school and
they need their sleep. She asked the Counc autious about thi :oise and hours of operation.

Mr, Tom Abena, 7115 Oneka Lake Boulevard:"eame-'fo ard and stated he has seen development
encroach in rural areas for many years. The best: way o keep development at a minimum is to keep

large acreage lots, This would keg the rural charaeter and he agked the neighbors to be fair with Mr.
Jordan. :

Ms. Kathleen IV[(:CaIII'thy,= 115 ! IIlll.c : st Court, came: forward and stated the noise festing was done
but while there was stﬂl SNOW: J-the ground, There will also be noise from outside the barn. Itis a
beautiful barn'and’itis one of the teasons why shé-chose to live there. Children to have to get up

early for school and st not ha: the same experlences with Mr. Jordan as others have as he has
been fmmd on her prope o

Ms. Chrlstme Flug, 75 Street came forward and stated saying the Council did this for one person is
not true as it makes sense for oiher properties also. CUP’s are not a given in Grant and noise is a big
issue. As alarge pfoperty owniét, she knows what a challenge it is to keep the large acreage. She has

done that with horses but malntalmng the property also has to be looked at and there should be some
give and take here.

Mr, Ross Sanderson, 11545 Hillerest, came forward and stated he moved here from Lino Lakes due to
a large development. He stated he likes Mr. Jordan but was shocked at the number of events he wants
to have. He asked that if the plan moves forward is to be clear about what is expected from him and
the neighbors. It is his property but he does not want to move again. Everyone has to get along but

this will affect a lot of homes and everyone should work together. Frequency, volume, alcohol, hours
need to be considered.
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Mayor Carr closed the pﬁblic hearing at 8:38 p.m.

City Attorney Vivian read a list of names of people who submitted letters, Three letters of support

were submitted and nine letters opposing the project were submitted. The letters will be part of the
public record and attached to the meeting minutes.

Mayor Carr stated the text amendment was not approved for this use. It was a zoning change that was
nudged by this proposal. Zoning changes are sometimes driven by events ‘A lot of things bring
traffic to the roads but 100 cars is not a large impact. He stated he does:}ike to sleep with his
windows open and would be upset if he could not. It is hard to ﬁnd a-Balance and property owners do
have the right to use their land. '

Council Member Bohnen stated their job is to try and get quei%yoné ‘to live tog‘e_t ¢
hopes feuds don’t happen over this, He referred to lack ef'tiotice some people talked about and said
the City is on cable every month and notices are in the: ewspaper.. He apologized i le-did not

feel properly noticed as there is more transparency now ‘ﬂ:ian ever. The Clty was not aW‘_ ¢ of the
applicant’s website until recently but that is not a City isst o

He stated he

Council Member Huber stated he is looking for a balance here.
City will do the best it can to address the isg aised this evening
sent out regarding the text amendment.

-eryone has property rights and the
i 1qun'ed about notices being

City Attorney Vivian advised individual notwes were11ot seﬂt out because the text amendment change

applies to the whole City. Adi requn‘ements regardmg the text amendment change public
hearings have been met, o

Council Member Huber sta d.’CItIZ

who spoke dulmgthe public hearing as well as comments
from the apphcant have been hee St

City Attorﬁe‘y V1v1an'a‘c1v sed the covenants on the property have been reviewed. Lots 4 and 5 are
' heir own restrict ng. The pr"’teetlve covenants on those parcels could be eliminated. He

advised he ‘does not see this use bemg expressly limited by the covenants and no architectural controls
apply to lots 4 and 5. :

The City Councll dlscussed at great length the hours of operation, the parking lot recommendation,
overflow parking, parking spots and striping number of events per week, set up and take down,
deliveries, amplification, sound studies, HVAC in the barn itself and signage on the property.

The following issues will be addressed when further information is available at the next Council
meeting:

1. Dust coat it at least once per year or more as needed to maintain dustless and durable surface.
Paved apron on main entrance into drive minimum of 50 feet. Parking lot attendant for all
events. Wider entrance per County specs. Additional parking signs on main driveway to
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COUNCIL MINUTES APRIL 1, 2014

prevent parking, ADA parking — creating stalls adjacent to barn that will be paved to meet
ADA standards.

2. Hours of Operation — Proposed every day with weeknights until 11 p.m. and weekends until
midnight. # Limit to X number of events per week. Alcohol service stops by 10, everybody
out by 11. Operational hours v. Event hours. 112 Lunch weckdays. 10 at night on a school
night. 3 Sundays per year. 3 weekdays per year.

3. 3 events per week. Lunch 10 - 2 on weekdays, Weekends — Bvent start 1. Event set up can
start at 9:00 a.m. Dark by 11:00 p.m. ey

4. Amplification and noise. Require third-party sound study to confifm compliance with Noise
Ordinance both during application process and supplementing:after first couple of events.

Applicant to have sound study by April 18%, SRR

Off duty officer — Deputy Lo

Officer on site until all guests are off of the property," -

Lighting — other options should be presented. e '

o N o

Mayor Carr moved to continue the Dellwood Wedding Barns Vénue CUP Appli‘c_._itii:in to the
May City Council meeting. Council Member Tronrud secondid tlie motion. Motion carried

unanimously.

Mayor Carr called for a short recess at 10:35 p.irt..
Mayor Carr reconvened the meeting at 10:43 p:m,

Cell Tower CUP Application and Public Hearing, 9254 Manning Avenue North — City Planner
Haskamp advised the Applicant, Faulk & Foster Real Estate has.made an application on behalf of
Verizon Wireless to construct a iew wireless commiunications cell tower at 9254 Manning Avenue
North, Grant, MN. A feéw months ago the City was contacted with respect to an
historical/environmental review with respect to the site: It was communicated during that process that
there were no known historical resotirces (from the City’s perspective) on site, but that appropriate
permits and applications from ity would be tequired prior to construction of the ccll tower. This

application for a CUP'is the follow=ujyto the initial contact.

C1tyPla i 6 Haskamp reviéiz‘yﬁéd the staf‘f i?éport and provided a summary of the application. She
reviewed in detaﬂ the following draft conditions and recommendations for Council consideration:

Draft Conditions/Recommendations

* If desired by the Citj}-CQilmbil, a visual impact demonstration may be requested from the Applicant
to more clearly describe how the monopole and ground equipment in relation to adjacent properties.

* The Equipment Shelter should be designed to be architecturally compatible with other existing
structures on the site. Based upon the design, it appears that some additional detail and/or alternate
materials and colors should be considered for compatibility with existing structures.

* The plan set shall be updated to indicate placement of the signage on the gate, driveway and
equipment shelter.
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*An updated plan set reflecting the City Engineer’s recommendations and requirements shall be
submitted prior to issuance of any building permit.

* A landscape plan shall be developed to more adequately screen the Equipment Shelter and fenced
area. The plan shall be submitted for review and approval of the City Engineer and City Planner prior
to a building permit being issued.

* All ground equipment, including the Equipment Shelter, fencing and vegetation shall be kept in
good repair and shall be maintained in compliance with the standards get forth in this permit.

* All antennas shall be construction in compliance with city bulldmg anid: _electrlcal codes. A building
permit must be obtained prior to construction. ,

* No advertising, of any type, shall be affixed to the monapole or any component s within the Land
Areca. : o

*Antennas shall not be artificially lit and may not display trgjé‘ 1i§hts.
*The Applicant must obtain all necessary, applicable, federal sta

: ¢.and local agency permits prior to
construction of the monopole and installationf he_l antennas. ey

*Written statement from the Fire Department shall be st

ted as indicated in Section 32-449(8)
prior to a building permit bemg 1ssued e

* All antennas shall be Shall be subj ¢t to state and federal regulatlons pertaining to nonionizing
radiation and other health hazards related to such facﬂlty If new, more restrictive standards are
adopted, antennas shall be brought iito ‘compliance with the new standards by the owner and
operator, The cost of Verlﬁcatlo £ cmnplmngg shall be borne by the owner and operation of the
antenna. e ' R

* Any ftifuure antenna insiéﬂ].aﬁon shallbe subject to the regulations and standards as set forth in
Secti011‘"‘3€2f446 Permit Requitgments, of‘-'COrresponding section, of the City’s adopted ordinances.

* The Owner/ Oﬁétqtor of the téfé\?er shall be required to submit yearly proof of insurance and
compliance of operations.

* Every five years the applicant shall submit a report consistent with those requirements stated within
Section 32-449(c¢), or cotresponding section, of the City’s adopted ordinance.

Mayor Carr stated that in the past, the City has required dollars to take the tower down if necessary.
He also thought that the City could restrict towers to certain areas, The City can require Verizon to

prove this is the best location. He stated he would like to see towers in a preferred area but doesn’t
think the City can say no without ending up in court.



= e = Y

L T T B e R S R R I R N I S e T S e SO Sy G U G PP Y
gﬁagggggﬁgghwm_o@mqmmgwm_ooch\mgmeo
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Council Member Huber stated they have to trust the placement by Verizon although he does have
concerns regarding the site as Brown’s Creek runs through it. He stated he would like to make sure
bridge jumpers are always used for maintenance and any damage to the culvert would be their

responsibility. He referred to the south side setbacks and stated if it falls if will go over the property
line.

Mr. Blake Conklin, representative on behalf of Vetizon, came forward and stated the tower can be
designed with a fall point so it will not fall over the property line. The fall:zone can meet all criteria
and he is working with the watershed district on culvert issues. He comtiented on the landscaping
plan noting that will be within the builder permit process. The brick shelter will include two rows of
screening. - S

Mayor Carr opened the public hearing at 11:09 p.m.

Ms. Colleen Schoepe, 9370 Manning, came forward arid stated she opposes the tower'and putting it in
a residential area should be a last resort. The toxicology reports are inconclusive. Therg are other
propetties to put the tower on and enforcement of the CUP. is an isste. The source of fuel is also an
issue. She stated she believed colocation is an option and thé application is incomplete,

Ms. Sharon Schwarze, 10707 Joliet, came fagivard and stated no data regarding coverage within the
City of Grant and that coverage is needed within the ity was provided; No documentation regarding
not being able to collocate on other locations was submititted, Towers without this data have been
turned down before in Grant. She requested that type.of date as'well as data that shows the tower
would serve Grant residents.” %7 ... B '-‘3"

Mayor Carr closed the pubhc hearing.at 11:14 p.m.

Mr. Conklin came forward and stated covetage maps were included in the materials submitted. Their
engineering report rélates to why:this site was chosén, There is a very small area where a tower can
be located. Generally, there is no shortage of sites to locate. He stated Verizon has met the criteria
outlined i the ordinance for-Tocation 4t this site.

Mayor Carr .Sia;tgd there are no restrictions in residential areas in Stillwater Township, There is not a
preferred area i Grant but it cadri be put somewhere else.

City Attorney Vivian advised locating in another City is not a reasonable argument, The Council
needs sufficient information that the tower cannot be put in a preferred area within the City,

Mayor Catr stated he does not have that information. He stated the City of Grant has 10 acre lots and

he is concerned as to why it has to go in the City of Grant when it can be located in Stillwater
Township.

Mr. Conklin sated he believes they have made the case that the tower is justified in the proposed site.
He referred to the additional information provided in the exhibits.

10
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COUNCIL MINUTES APRIL 1, 2014

City Attorney Vivian advised the City can say Verizon has not provided enough information to prove
this is the best place for the tower. This item can be tabled and they can come back with better
justification. He noted the City can also place a moratorium on cell towers for additional study.

Mayor Carr moved to continue the Verizon Cell Tower CUP Application to the May City
Council meeting. Council member Huber seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

City Attorney, Nick Vivian

Resolution No. 2014-08, Revocation of Liquor License — Upon adg" on of the agenda, this item

was removed,

NEW BUSINESS

There was no new business.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

There was no unfinished business.

DISCUSSION ITEMS

City Council Reports: o

Council Member Tronruc:l_"a‘d{/i‘sécfi jf1'2'1;@.-‘:._._1}(3eds articlezé.-’for the sprin'g. newsletter by April 15, 2014,
Council Member Bol;n.eﬁ'sf):fbyisled aot __119_16 update::-'f \‘:_‘f_.: g

Mayor Carr thaﬁked‘the plowmgcc;ontractorfor gettmg all the snow moved off the shoulders,
Staff Updates et g

There werengstaff updates.

COMMUNITY CALENDAR APRIL 2 THROUGH APRIL 30, 2014.

Mahtomedi Public Schools Board Meeting, Thursday, April 10, 2014, Mahtomedi District
Education Center, 7:00p.m.

Stillwater Public Schools Board Meeting, Thursday, April 10" and 241 2014, Stillwater City
Hall, 7:00 p.m.

Charter Commission Meeting, T hursday, Aprit 17", 2014, Mahtomedi City Hall, 7:00 p.m.

Washington County Commissioners Meeting, Tuesdays, Government Cénter, 9:00 a.m.

ADJOURN
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There being no further business, Council Member Huber moved to adjourn at 11:35 p.m.
Council Member Bohnen seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

The City Council adjourned to a work session to take public comment. No one was present to speal
and no action was taken,

These minutes were considered and approved at the regular Coulr;qi-lf Meetmg May 1, 2014,

Kim Points, Administrator/Clerk “Tom Carr, Mayor
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April 2, 2014

Mayor Tom Carr
City of Grant

P.O. Box 577
Willernie, MN 55090

Dear Mr. Mayor,

| attended the Town Hall Meeting yesterday evening and was impressed to see the significant turnout of concerned
citizens. Per your guidance | am writing you a letter with a copy to the Town Clerk voicing my strong objection to any
conditional use permit progressing for the proposed wedding event business located at 7373 120th Street,

Although the owner of the property, presented himself as a sincere and decent individual, after listening to the plans
presented, it is quite bizarre to think this proposed business will not have an adverse effect on the quality of life so
many of us have worked countless years to achieve. Most of my neighbors are physicians, lawyers, executives or
like me CEQ's who have sacrificed many years of our lives to be able to afford to live where we do.

| appreciate the fact that the owner hired someone to use a decibel meter in an attempt to measure the noise
generated from a wedding via simulation. However credible testimony came from neighbors who five directly across
the streef. They had to endure the fallout from one of his weddings. They were neither allowed to enjoy the use of
their deck nor sleep that evening because of the noise. They were nice ehough not to comptain for this perceived
one-time event. Those testimonies should carry a lot of credibility with you as they do me.

The argument or justification that the owner can't afford the upkeep to the property he bought in 2011 unless this
scheme Is approved is both illogical and irrelevant. We shouldn't have to choose between two bad alternatives; the
threat that a barn fails to get painted or one of our kids getting killed by one of his intoxicated customers leaving his
premise every summer weekend night. To imply people dor't drink to excess at weddings, whether officially
sanctioned or not is either naive or insulting — we all know this can and does happen.

The argument that adding ‘only' a couple hundred cars to the ‘average’ daily traffic count is both an inappropriate use
of statistics and an atternpt to obfuscate the truth. The appropriate question should be how many cars travel down
that road between 1000 pm and 1100 pm every Friday, Saturday or Sunday night? Add to the normal traffic 200
more cars into those time slots, with a percentage of the drivers under the influence. How can it be said with a
straight face that adding that many more cars, at night, to a curvy rural road with a significant percentage of drivers
having consumed alcohol does not adversely affect those of us living here? Our famifies will be heading directly into
that danger zone as they head home from school events or work, not once or twice, but every summear weekend!

In closing, most of us have lived here in this area & lot longer than 2011. My father was born here, my father-in-aw
was born here, and my wife was born hare. We all went to the University of Minnesota for degrees. We have paid
our dues and have earned the right to maintain our way of life. The issue of approving an every weekend party
during the summer putting our children, our peace and quiet, and home values at risk is not something we will allow
to happen without a very painful (and If necessary) expensive fight for the city as well as the owner. | ask that you do
the right thing and stop this poorly thought out and ill-conceived scheme from progressing.

Donald C. Kemp
5 Hillcrest Drive
Dellwood, MN



From: Benjamin and Casey Mueller
12174 Upper Heather Avenue N
Grant, MN 55038

To:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council Members of the City of Grant, MN
111 Wildwood Road

Willernie, MN 55090

Re:  CUP to Operate Rural Event Facility at 7373 120" Street N, Grant, MN
Date: March 28, 2014

To The Honorable Mayor,
Dear City Council Members of the City of Grant,
Dear Mr. Jordan,

We are citizens of the City of Grant, and live adjacent to the west of the property that
is proposed in the above referenced CUP application to become a rural event facility,
primarily to be used for hosting weddings with up to 300 guests throughout the spring,
summer, and fall season. We oppose the granting of this permit due to a number of concerns.

We, and our neighbors, live on a hill to the north and west of the barn, across an
already relatively busy county road. Our home is in the northwest corner of an S-shaped
curve in the county road as it changes from 117 to 120™ street.

Our primary concerns are disturbance of our peace, noise pollution, and public safety
concerns through traffic alterations and intensification. Most patrons to the barn would arrive
during a short time frame for the beginning of the event. The cffect of arriving traffic from
vehicles carrying 300 patrons to a 100 car parking lot at the event in a short time period
should not be underestimated. Additional traffic is caused prior to and after the event by
service staff, rehersals, bands/DJs, catering services, ete. This intensification of traffic could
lead to vehicle back up very close to our properties as cars enter the proposed main driveway
to make their way to the parking lot. Traffic clearing onto the grounds itself will likely be
slow due to pedestrians, including children and elderly, and back up will eventually be felt on
the road. The intensified traffic above normal and resultant noise pollution prior to the event
would occur primarily on weekends during daytime hours when we, too, with our families,
want to enjoy the outdoors around our homes in the peace and tranquility for which we have
chosen Grant as our home. Patrons to the event will likely leave at varying times throughout
the evening, causing additional traffic above what is already present. Once the event ends and
the majority of the patrons leave, there will be a number of cars accelerating outside of our
homes, causing additional noise and traffic intensity late in the evening, As traffic backs up
or obstructs the normal flow of it at any time, the S-shaped curve of the road poses a
particular hazard. Drivers passing by the event will be affected by this traffic, possibly
passing it with entrance into the oncoming lane. Due to the curved road, and its elevation,
and the absence of safety rails or barriers, this is of particular safety concern to our
properties. According to MNDOT, there were two recorded accidents in the S-shape of the
road just last year during non-winter season (phone conversation with MNDOT official on 3-
28-2014; personal injury or property damage >$1000 required to be recorded). An additional
car has veered off in the turn and entered our own property during wet but non-icy
conditions. All without wedding traffic. The use of shuitles, although it may decrease the



intensity of traffic temporarily, does not avoid some of the above issues, and would likely
require frequent coming/going of the shuttles with larger engines and increased noise.

The avoidance of noise pollution is exactly one of the main reasons for which we
have chosen Grant as our home, “a home in the country,” The background noise in a rural
setting is considered to be approximately 30dB (decibel). An increase of only 5dB is required
for humans with normal hearing to notice a change, and an increase of 10dB is an
approximate doubling of the intensity of the noise. Sleep is disturbed by 45dB. Normal traffic
noise is rated at 70dB. Amplified music, rated upwards of 100dB, albeit inside the barn, will
leak outside because you cannot expect 300 people to be locked in with all doors closed for
hours. The noise from 300 people themselves can be expected to be higher than 60dB, which
is considered normal conversational speech. Although noise generally dissipates with
distance, there are many variables in this process. Direct line of sight, wind, elevation of the
noise’s recipient on a hill, lower frequency (i.e. the base/speakers), and higher intensity of the
original sound will allow it to travel far with less dissipation. A greater change from
background noise will make it more easily perceptible. The noise caused by vehicles of a
wedding event, whether sedans or shuttles or delivery trucks, and by 300 people enjoying
amplified music will repeatedly elevate the noise intensity to noticeably bothersome levels at
times of the day and night, and during a season, when we cherish 30dB. This is a clear
disturbance of our peace.

Comparing this type of setting to that of a golf course’s club house seems irrelevant
as a club house clearly is more solidly constructed than an old barn, with better noise
insulation, and is generally farther away from the neighbors, and surrounded by far more
distance, landscaping and natural sound bartiers.

Additional concerns include implications on the environment and local wildlife by
the noise, traffic, and presence of people. The impact of 100 cars parked frequently in a
region where people rely on water wells, and near wetlands (which Mr, Jordan owns) may be
of consideration.

You may be surprised to hear that we have wished Mr. Jordan the best with his
endeavor while also expressing our concerns to him in a recent phone conversation. The
applicants will disagree with or dismiss many of our concerns, We feel that all of these
concerns should be pre-emptively addressed by the applicant and his associates, with clear
solutions to the potential problems, or presentation of definitive evidence that they are not an
issue, and not be fixed as a work in progress after the granting of the permit. The burden of
proof for any of these and other concerns should lie with the applicant, We are doubtful that
the traffic and noise concerns can be effectively addressed. Perhaps a different business use
of the barn may be more applicable to our rural area. According to the application, and the
business’s web-page (dellwoodbarnweddings.com) and facebook page, we can expect events
to oceur any day of the week, as well as during national holidays. According to the facebook
page, there are only “3 Saturdays left in 2014” to be booked, and “dates are going fast.”
Although we agree that celebration should be part of any community, the people celebrating
at the barn are highly unlikely to be from our community, and merely transplant their
celebration and everything that comes with it into our community. .. very frequently.

We propose this final question: if you were about to make an offer for a home in
Grant, to live there with your family and enjoy the tranquility, intended rural character and
undisturbed privacy of the city, and it was disclosed to you that on an adjacent property there
would be a party with 300 people on every weekend in the warm months when you, too,
intend to enjoy your backyard and home outdoors, with a parking lot filled with 100 vehicles,
bands, DJs, tent setup/breakdown, traffic, service staff, catering staff, etc, would this affect
your decision to make the offer, or the amount of the offer? Would you consider that this may



be a disturbance of your peace? Although we wish Mr. Jordan all the best in finding a good
business use for his property, we ask him and the Honorable Mayor and City Council
Members with all due respect to consider the citizens directly affected by this proposal, our

property values, and the disturbance of our peace, and implications on our safety and well
being.

We thank you for your time and for hearing our thoughts,

Sincerely,

ae
5 /n / o~
v i e
___.-f"‘

enjamin and Casey Mueller and family




Paul & Kristen Thalacker
1 Hillcrest Drive
Dellwood, MN 55110

April 2, 2014

City of Grant
P.O. Box 577
Willernie, MN 55090

Dear Mr. Mayor and City Council:

The purpose of this letter is to express our vehement disapproval of the land use and CUP the Grant City
Council has granted to the Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue. We attended the City Council meeting on
April 1* and were shocked by how far this process has proceeded with little consideration of the
interests of anyone but the applicant. Within this letter we would like to address our concerns.

Our home is located along the Grant-Dellwood property line, just south of the Venue. We purchased
our “dream home” in 2007 to escape the city for the beautiful, safe, serene, countryside all of us enjoy
in Grant, Dellwood, and Hugo. Here, we have raised two daughters, ages 4 and 6, with hopes to stay in
the neighborhood for decades to home. If the Deliwood Barns Venue opens, it will certainly cause a
severe disruption to the tranquil setting we and our neighbors enjoy.

Besides the degraded quality of life this venue will cause throughout neighboring residential areas, |
have yet to observe any conversation around the net economic impact of this venue to the community.
When considering the property value loss that will certainly occur in surrounding neighborhoods, this
aggregate economic loss will dwarf the potential gain of one property owner. From a pure financial
point-of-view, this “deal” is an incredible economic loser for Grant, Dellwood, and Hugo.

In general, we struggle to understand how the interests of one party can trump the interests of dozens
of neighbors only looking for a quiet, safe area to live, raise a family and have stable property values.

In the following paragraphs we would like to specifically address what we see as key issues in this
matter:

1. We feel the Council used poor judgment in amending the Grant Zoning Ordinances to _
accommodate this “new” land use. The existing ordinances contain many land uses that would
apply to this particular situation, such as the five below. All of these are listed as “Not-
Permitted” uses within the A-1 Zoning District where the Dellwood Barns property sits.

a. Armories, convention halls, and similar uses

b. Bars and Taverns

c. Business — seasonal
d. Drive-in business
e. Clubs orlodges



We feel that a legal challenge of the Council’s decision to amend the zoning ordinances may
be warranted.

2. Should the Dellwood Barns land use proceed with/without legal challenges, we feel strongly that
stringent conditions should be in place. Any violations of these conditions would warrant
immediate termination of the CUP. Key conditions should include:

a.
b.

~moan

Noise: any non-natural noise should not travel beyond the property line of the venue.
Police: significantly upgraded police presence beyond what the application states. 2-3
on-duty police officers. This condition could save lives, as every event has the potential

of streams of drunken drivers leaving the venue and endangering neighboring residents
traveling home,

Months: June-July-August only

Days: Saturdays only

Hours: event closing time of 10pm

Liability: Dellwood Barns Weddings should be liable for any vandalism or “disturbance
of the peace” that occurs in surro unding neighborhoods by event patrons before,
during, or after each event. Due to the volume of patrons and presence of alcohol, we

are very concerned about the overflow impact on our neighborhood and property if
party revelers cruise our neighborhood.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Paul & Kristen Thalacker



Re: Conditional Use Permit for Dellwood Barn Weddings, 7373 120™ Street, Grant
March 31, 2014

Via email: clerk@cityofgrant.us
City of Grant City Council
Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N

Grant, MN 55082

Dear Mayor Carr and Members of the City Council:

I'am writing to express my concerns regarding the zoning change and proposed conditional use permit
at 7373 120" Street in Grant as well as my concerns regarding the City’s handling of this matter. | live
at 12465 Heather Avenue N. in Hugo in the Dellwood Ridge neighborhood, the neighborhood directly
across 120" Street from the proposed Dellwood Barn Weddings venue.

in regard to the City’s handling of the matter, I'm troubled by the fact that | learned about the zoning
change and proposed conditional use permit from a neighbor just within the last 72 hours rather than
from any official city correspondence. Sure, my family actually lives in Hugo and not Grant, but an
entertainment complex less than 2 a mile from my home will significantly and negatively impact me and

-my family as well as our entire surrounding community. 'm perplexed by your city planning process,

which apparently aliows for the approval of an unprecedented zoning change without any public
notification or input and that then is not required to notify homeowners who will surely be effected about
a public hearing on a conditional use permit.

As it relates to a possible entertainment complex at 7373 120" Street, | feel strongly that the only one
who will gain from it is the property’s owner. There is no gain for the community of Grant af large, there
is no gain for the City of Grant aside from perhaps a few tax dollars, and there is no gain for the
homeowners who live nearby — or within Grant or Hugo at large. Do property owners have the right to
use their property in a manner that pleases them? Certainly, as long as such use is within existing
ordinances and doesn’t disrupt the greater good of a community and neighboring residents’ rights to

use their own property. I'd like to become a world famous lion trainer. Okay, not really. But if | did, that
doesn’t mean | should be able to do so on my property.

Fugo and Grant are lovely rural communities that appeal to those of us who appreciate, respect and
enjoy the combination of a sense of community, a sense of space, and a sense of safety. Most of these
communities’ residents moved here to raise their families in a safe, peaceful and private setting, my
family included. Now, everything we moved here for is at risk because of Dellwood Barn Weddings.
There will be disruptive noise and music at all hours of the day and night; there will be hundreds of
people with absolutely no vested interest in the communities of Grant or Hugo coming and going at all
hours of the day and night; and there will be increased traffic through our neighborhood as hundreds of
cars come and go at all hours of the day and night. All of this raises significant concerns about our
ability to enjoy our property and maintain our safety, our peace of mind, and our privacy.

And I'm wondering if you've considered that the venue is located on a dangerous “s” curve that in the
spring, summer and fall sees hundreds of bicyclists who use it for recreation, training and racing.
Adding several hundred cars to the roads potentially every night of the week for the same six months of
the year that those bicyclists are using it is an accident waiting to happen.



From the communication I've seen thus far, the City of Grant has already granted permission for
Dellwood Barn Weddings to operate, and the City is now simply looking for limited public input into the
conditions or restrictions to place upon it. This is a sad day for Grant and Hugo as there is no restriction
that will maintain the integrity of these rural communities and the livability of their residents. My hope
and request is that the City of Grant will reconsider the CUP and the zoning change at 7373 120"

Street in the interest of the greater good of Grant and Hugo and the thousands of residents who call
those communities home.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

Patty Gibbs
12465 Heather Avenue N.
Hugo, MN 55038

cc (via email):

Mayor Tom Carr ( mayor@pcityofgrant.us, trecarr@cbburnet.com )
Council Member Steve Bohnen ( sbohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member David Tronrud ( dtronrud@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member Jeff Huber ( jhuber@cityofgrant.us )

Council Member Tina Lobin { tiobin@cityofgrant.us )



March 31, 2104

By E-Mail; clerk@cityofgrant.us

City of Grant City Council
Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N
Grant, Minnesota

Re: Proposed Conditional Use Permit for Dellwood Barns Weddings Venue

Dear Members of the Grant City Council:

It was 1998 when we purchased our home in the Dellwood Ridge Development. We did so to enjoy the
country feel of the surrounding area. We have been very happy with our decision. Our way of life is

quiet especially in the evening. Enjoying walks, conversation outdoors, spending time with our children
and many grandchildren playing in the yard.

We were very surprised to have received an e-mail from our neighbors in Dellwood Ridge explaining the
proposed CPU for the “Dellwood Wedding Barn “. We have been out of town and did not recejve the

notice of the meeting set for April 1%, We will, much to our regret, not be able to attend. In our leave, |
will depend on this letter and the representation from the Dellwood Ridge Association along with other

residents from Grant surrounding the subject property to voice our unequivocal rejection of the CPU
application in its entirety.

I understand that the owner of subject property is only trying to be entrepreneurial, in fact | admire
that. He already runs many different business ventures on the property. | am not aware of folks
complaining about the boat storage, rental property, or the horse boarding. | have heard about the
dogs issue but didn’t think that was worth the fuss. Folks in this community are more than willing to let
people do their own thing. To a point,

This is that point. Having a wedding venue approximately 200 feet from our homes with amplified
music, liquor, traffic till well after midnight, potential for violence after a night of partying, not to
mention turning night into day with the lit parking lot. Doesn’t this sound like the perfect recipe for a
great summer nights sleep. | wonder how the active farmstead just to the west will fare. Do you think
the beef he raises will enjoy listening to the chaos created by the Wedding Barn? Even a cow knows
what a barn should be used for, and not. Subject property is located on a nasty curve, and with the
increased traffic flow, and only two lanes, with no shoulder to speak of, you will see an increase of
accidents. This is also a very popular route for touring bicyclists. During the summer they travel in

packs, they completely take over the lane of their travel direction. Now add this other chaos and you
could be looking at fatalities.

I am trying to place the time line in a way that would be consistent with the norm. | just cannot
understand how this could have gotten so far along in the process without us being informed of it
sooner. | realize further that we are citizens of Hugo, however our homes are the closest to the
Wedding Barn, and it was completely irresponsible for us not being in the loop from the beginning.



Maybe one should keep in mind that this is Washington County and not Washington DC. Transparency
in government is what we need more of, not less of. At the end of the day we are all part of
Washington County and should do everything possible to do what is right.

Douglas Carlson
12115 Upper Heather Avenue N.
Hugo, MN 55038

cc {via email):

Mayor Tom Carr ( mayor@cityofgrant.us, trcarr@cbburnet.com )
Council Member Steve Bohnen ( shohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member David Tronrud { dtronrud@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member Jeff Huber { jhuber@cityofgrant.us )

Council Member Tina Lobin { tlobin@cityofgrant.us )



April 1, 2104

By E-Mall: clerk@cityofgrant.us
City of Grant City Council

Grant Town Hall
8380 Kimbro Avenue N
Grant, Minnesota

Re: Proposed Conditional Use Permit for Dellwood Barns Weddings Venue

Dear Mayor Carr and Council Members,

We are writing 10 voice our concerns about the CUP for the Dellwood Wedding Barn. We live at 12150
Upper Heather Ave N, located diagonally across Cty Road 7 to the east of the barn location. We have 3
children ages 15, 12 and 9. When we moved here from Connecticut 7 years ago, we were drawn to this

area for its open space, wildlife, peacefulness and yes, even for the “cute barn” just down the hill. We
felt at home here right of way.

Noise is the biggest concern that this commercial establishment will create hosting up to 300 people
celebrating, 100 vehicles coming and going and amplified music played by DJ’s and bands. The CUP
narrative says “The property is screened from neighbors by trees and elevation changes”. Although
those both seem like they would provide some sound barrier, the elevation change actually is more like
an amplifier - sound travels right up the hill. We can hear bicyclists’ conversations on Cty Road 7 as clear
as if they were standing on our deck. Coyotes and dogs barking from down the hilt sound as if they are
standing in our yard. Now just imagine what the sound of 300 partying people will be like....every day of
the summer. Sound in the valley travels straight up the hill like a megaphone!

Our other primary concern is traffic. Cty Road 7 has a pretty terrible “S” curve where the farm sits. For
some reason, Cty Road 7 is also a draw for excessive speed among motorcyclists as well as automobiles.
In addition, this road is used by many bicyclists and runners. We have personally come across a downed
motorcyclist on the “S” curve and a dear friend of the family was rear ended by somecne exceeding the

speed limits - lucky to have lived. Now let’s add another 100 cars going to and from this venue; it is a
recipe for danger.

The CUP narrative states “Access to the property is off of Country Rd 7 and will not increase traffic
through any neighborhood.” All though the traffic would not directly pass through any neighborhood,
Cty Road 7 is the primary access to multiple neighborhoods; Dellwood Ridge being one of them. We
will all be affected by 100 vehicles coming and going to this property.

Additionally, we have many children in our neighborhood —up and coming teen drivers which is scary
enough. So let’s throw 100 more vehicles going to the farm and leaving after the wedding bash to add
risk to their safety traveling to and from homel



It is truly amazing how dark the night is here. In that sort of darkness, light really stands out — just like
the stars when we are star gazing. However, 3 light poles with 2 lights each will be like beacons to all.

We are still amazed that this is the first we have heard about the rezoning of this property and appalled
that this business is already advertised on many websites. We understand that a person has a right to
use their land, but if this business is allowed to move forward, our rights to use our land, to enjoy our
deck and yard, have a nice family bbg, and quietly gaze at the stars will be stripped away by the loud
music and 300 people celebrating and drinking.

The CUP for the Dellwood Wedding Barn needs to be denied!

Tom and Jannette Windisch
12150 Upper Heather Ave N.
Hugo, MiN 55038

cc {via emall):

Mayor Tom Carr { mayor@cityofgrant.us, trcarr@cbburnet.com )
Council Member Steve Bohnen ( shohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member David Tronrud ( dtronrud@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member Jeff Huber { jhuber@cityofgrant.us )

Council Member Tina Lobin { tlobin@cityofgrant.us )

Tom Windisch (tom,windisch@sealedair.com)



12160 Upper Heather Avenue North
Hugo, Minnesota 55038

March 30, 2014
By E-Mail: clerk@citvofgrant.us

City of Grant City Council
Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N
Grant, Minnesota

Re:  Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue, 7373 120 Street
Conditional Use Permit Application & Public Hearing
Grant City Council Meeting — April 1, 2014

Dear Mayor Carr and Members of the City Council:

My name is Kevin Rhodes. Along with my wife and three children (ages 17, 13 and 10), 1 live at
12160 Upper Heather Avenue N in Hugo, which is the property directly across 120" Street to the
north of the proposed Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue. I write in opposition to the CUP

application and to express my disappointment and concerns with the process by which the City
of Grant has proceeded in this matter.

Our property is among those that will be most impacted by the proposed commercial activity at
the Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue. As 1 mentioned, we are in the Dellwood Ridge
neighborhood right across 120™ Street from the “Wedding Barn” and our south-facing deck
ovetlooks the barn. The proposed commercial activities are wholly out of character with the
rural residential character of our neighborhood. There was one wedding at the barn last summer
and the noise was unbearable. It was impossible to spend time comfortably on our deck or to
enjoy any outdoor activities in our yard. If the City Council approves the CUP, it will ruin the
use of our property all summer long. I cannot even begin to imagine a summer with weddings
permitted every day from May 1 to October 31, with the receptions going on until midnight on
Friday and Saturday nights and 11:00 p.m. every other night of the week. At each one of those
weddings, we can look forward to up to 300 guests, DJs and amplified music (indoors and

outside), alcohol consumption, outdoor lighting and traffic coming in and out of a 100 car
parking lot.

Frankly, the scale of what is being proposed is astonishing, given the character of our
community. There is no denying that the proposed activities will disturb the peace of our
neighborhood, negatively impact property values and preclude us and our neighbors in the
Dellwood Ridge neighborhood from enjoying our property. The increased noise alone provides
sufficient grounds to deny the application: according to the Grant City Code, “[e]vents shall not
generate noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, or endangers the comfort or peace of any

persons, or precludes their enjoyment of property or affects their property’s value.” Section 32-
352.



City of Grant City Council
Page 2 March 30, 2014

[ also must express my dismay at the lack of transparency and apparent disregard for those
members of the public most impacted that the City of Grant has displayed in this matter. As a
neighbor of the property in question who received his first notice of any of this in a letter from
Grant’s Consulting City Planner dated March 18, 2014, you might imagine my surprise when 1
looked on the internet and found that “Dellwood Bains Weddings” has been in existence since
last September at the latest. Indeed, its twitter page proudly announced on January 6, 2014 that
“Contracts are  now  ready for  2014! Call to  book  today!l”
(https:/twitter.com/DellwoodBarmnWed). By January 13", its Facebook page stated: “Friday
night wedding special for 2014. $2995! We only have a few dates left so hurry in to book your
day!” And by March 5", the same Facebook page announced that there were only “3 Saturdays
left for 20141 (https://www.facebook.com/Dellwoodbarnweddings).

This timeline certainly calls into question the City’s approval process. By January, months
before nearby property owners like myself were given any notice, whatever the City had
communicated to Dellwood Barns Weddings convinced Dellwood Barns Weddings that it could
begin to enter into binding contracts with customers for the 2014 summer wedding season. The
fact that Dellwood Barns Weddings seems to have been a “done deal” for 2014 before any notice
was provided to any homeowners, any public hearing had taken place, or any approval was
extended at a noticed City Council meeting, calls into question whether the City has followed
proper public notice and open meeting procedures, and more generally whether the City has been
transparent and forthcoming with its residents and the residents of neighboring communities to
ensure that their due process rights have been respected.

And that is just the beginning of our concerns with a process that seems to have progressed for
months without adequate notice to surrounding property owners. The City Council’s meeting
minutes indicate that Mr. Scott Jordan, the owner of the Dellwood Barns Weddings property,
presented his plans to the City Council on September 3, 2013 and was told that his property was
not zoned for such use. Nonetheless, without providing any public notice to nearby landowners,
the City Council, at its January 7, 2014 meeting, then approved Mr. Jordan’s specific request to
amend the City’s Zoning Ordinance so that his plans could proceed. The City Council knew full
well that the change to the Zoning Ordinance was designed specifically to permit Dellwood
Barns Weddings to operate its commercial enterprise on Mr. Jordan’s property.

Thus, it is circular to argue now that the proposed use is one that is permitted by the Zoning
Ordinance, when in fact that is now the case only because the City Council just amended the
Zoning Ordinance to accommodate this specific use on this specific site, without public notice so
that I and other impacted members of the public could assert our rights to object that such use is
not permitted under the Zoning Ordinance. Had we been afforded proper notice, we would have
pointed out that amending the zoning ordinance to permit property zoned as A-1 to be used as a
“wedding/banquet venue” would be an arbitrary and capricious action by the City, given that all
other comparable uses are prohibited by Section 32-245 of the Grant City Code, including:
“bars and taverns,” “business-seasonal,” “cafes and restaurants,” and “retail business.”



City of Grant City Council
Page 3 March 30, 2014

The City of Grant’s Seal includes the motto: “A Home in the Country.” That is what we were
looking for, and found, when we moved into our home thirteen years ago. That is what is
reflected in the City’s Comprehensive Plan, accepted by the Metropolitan Council, under which
Grant is to be a rural community. I urge you to vote against a massive commercial use of the
property across the street from our home that is so contrary to the character of the surrounding
neighborhood and so detrimental to our family’s enjoyment of our Home in the Country.

Very truly yours,

=

Kevin H. Rhodes

cc (via email):

Mayor Tom Carr (mayor@ecityofgrant.us)

Council Member Steve Bohnen (sbohnen@cityofgrant.us)
Council Member David Tronrud (dtronrud@cityofgrant.us)

Council Member Jeff Huber (jhuber@cityofgrant.us)
Council Member Tina Lobin (tlobin@gcityofgrant.us)



March 30, 2104

By E-Mail: clerk@cityofgrant.us
City of Grant City Council

Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N

Grant, Minnesota

Re: Proposed Conditional Use Permit for Dellwood Barns Weddings Venue

Dear Members of the Grant City Council:

Last week, we received notice that the Grant City Council would be considering an application for a
conditional use permit for the Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue, 7373 120th Street, and holding a public

hearing on April 1, 2014. | am writing to express my very strong concerns about the proposed permit
and to ask that it not be approved.

I live at 12160 Upper Heather Avenue N., in Hugo on the property that will likely be one of those most
impacted by this proposed venture. Our property borders the barn—we are close enough to be awoken
by the sound of their dogs barking. In the past, the owners have hosted occasional parties in the barn.
The noise from those events was so loud that it caused the south side of our house to vibrate, kept us
indoors and interrupted our family’s sleep. We seriously considered calling the police about the noise
but decided that it was an infrequent occurrence and not worth the potential aggravation. If the
conditional use permit is granted, that infrequent occurrence will become an everyday occurrence at
our home, compounded by the addition of sound amplification, lights and a parking lot. The proposed
hours of operation are from May 1 — October 31 every day until at least 11:00 pm and until midnight on
Fridays and Saturdays. The addition of sound amplification, lights, and a parking lot would create a
public nuisance, diminish our property value and seriously disrupt our quality of life.

We moved to this area from downtown Chicago thirteen years ago to raise our family away from busy
streets, noise and lights. We chose a rural area so that we would not have to deal with congestion,
traffic and noise. This area is largely residential and the proposed use completely undermines the
character of the neighborhood. It is unfair to have an entire community disturbed by the noise, traffic

and lights from one property. Please vote not to allow this use of property that will negatively impact so
many families and properties.

I am not persuaded by arguments that this an event venue is an allowed use under the City of Grant
zoning ordinance, since it appears that the zoning ordinance was just recently amended to allow for this
specific use. | am disturbed by the apparent casualness with which the zoning ordinance was altered.
With this precedence, how do you possibly deny the next property owner who wants a zoning
amendment? In substance, how is an events venue different from a bar or restaurant? 300 guests,
eating, drinking and partying until midnight, but paying a catering company rather than a bar or
restaurant owner? This is a distinction without a difference. The City Council is setting a troubling
precedent here. You have set yourselves up to have no principled basis to deny the establishment of
bars and restaurants all over the City of Grant, even in areas zoned as agricultural. How will you feel



when the next application comes from one of your neighbors who wants to open up a bar next to your
home?

task that the Grant City Council deny the CUP application and also repeal its zoning ordinance
amendment in light of citizen’s concerns. The City Council should act decisively to protect Grant
neighborhoods from disruption and commercialization. | will attend the meeting on Tuesday evening
but wanted you to have advance notice of my concerns.

Sincerely,

Melinda Lopes
12160 Upper Heather Avenue N.
Hugo, MN 55038

cc (via email):

Mayor Tom Carr ( mayor@cityofgrant.us, trcarr@cbburnet.com )
Council Member Steve Bohnen { shohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member David Tronrud ( dtronrud@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member Jeff Huber { jhuber@cityofgrant.us )

Council Member Tina Lobin { tiobin@cityofgrant.us )




March 30, 2014
By E-Mail: clerk@cityofgrant.us

City of Grant City Council
Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N
Grant, Minnesota

Re: Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue, 7373 120th Street
Conditional Use Permit Application & Public Hearing
Grant City Council Meeting — April 1, 2014

Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council:

My husband and | live at 12460 Heather Ave N along with our 3 young children. | write in opposition to

the CUP application and to express my concern with the process by which the City of Grant has already
begun to proceed regarding this matter.

You can imagine our surprise to first hear just two days ago of the new and amended yet already
approved zoning ordinance that took place relating to the “Dellwood Wedding Barn.” There is no
denying that the proposed activities will disrupt the peace of our neighborhood, negatively impact
property values and prevent us, our neighbors in Dellwood Ridge and other adjacent neighborhoods
from enjoying our properties with our families. The addition of a Wedding Barn hosting events with
hundreds of guests May through October certainly does not resonant with “A Home in the Country.”

We are disappointed that the first public hearing is taking place April 1, just one month prior to the
apparent launch of a Barn that boasts online they only have a few dates left open in 2014,
| urge you to vote against the proposed permit and also repeal its zoning ordinance amendment.

Kind Regards,

%w&n %%

Monica Beulke

cc (via email):

Mayor Tom Carr ( mayor@cityofgrant.us, trecarr@cbburnet.com )
Council Member Steve Bohnen ( sbohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member David Tronrud ( dtronrud @cityofgrant.us )
Council Member Jeff Huber { jhuber@cityofgrant.us)

Council Member Tina Lobin ( tlobin@cityofgrant.us )



Administrator/Clerk

m

From: info@halogenwebstudio.com on behalf of City of Grant, Minnesota
<clerk@cityofgrant.us>

Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 6:17 AM

To: clerk@cityofgrant.us

Subject: Form submission from: General Public Comment Form

Submitted on Wednesday, April 2, 2014 - 06:17 Submitted by anonymous user: [107.2.122.168) Submitted values are:

Full Name: James Collins

Email: collins.james.e @comcast.net

Telephone: 612-840-4860

Direct Comment or Question To: Administrator/Clerk

Comment/Question: | attended the Town Hall Mtg last evening regarding the CUP for the Dellwood Barns Wedding
Venue. Being a resident in the Meadowlark Preserve, with my address being 11515 Hillcrest Ct. N., | am appalled by the
City Council granting a CUP to Scott Jordan. My understanding is the Scott's two lots fall under the Declaration of
Protective Covenants for Meadowlark Preserve. Article Ill, section 3.2 Business Use Restricted, if followed, should have
ended his application for a zoning change and subsequent CUP being granted in the first place. This local "covenant”
should NOT be overruled by City Council changes prior to discussions with the local residents of Meadowlark Preserve,
which is what has taken place. Scott's "character witnesses" that he had speak on his behalf is not the issue. The issue is
that he was granted a CUP which violated the covenant for Meadowlark Preserve already in place. In my opinion, this
represents gross negligence on the part of the City Council and steps need to be addressed to rectify this mistake now.
No one of the Meadowlark Preserve residents should be allowed to supplement their income at the expense of the
neighbors simply because they feel they need the income to stay on that property. This violates the Meadowlark

Covenant. The Covenant exists to prevent such a ruling from taking place, as the City Council has done in granting the
CUP. Correct it now; it is legally the right thing to do.

The results of this submission may be viewed at:
http://www, cityofgrant.us/node/56/submission/536

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 2014.0.4355 / Virus Database: 3722/7279 - Release Date: 04/01/14



Administrator/Clerk

M

From: Michele Lindau <MLindau@ci.hugo.mn.us>
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 2:16 PM

To: clerk@cityofgrant.us; max

Cc: Bryan Bear

Subject: FW: Zoning request

Max, | have forwarded this to the City of Grant.

Michele Lindau
Hugo City Clerk
651-762-6315

---—Qtiginal Message-----

From: max [mailto:maxrsoliveira@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 8:53 AM

To: Michele Lindau

Cc: Max Oliveira

Subject: Zoning request

Dear Sirs,

I live at 12010 Heather Ave. N, The farm property across the street at the § curve on county rd. 7th is requesting to use

their property for special events and related activities; the public hearing is tonight and | am traveling and I'm not able to
attend.

As one of the closes property to the barn where the events are to be held, | am strongly opposed to this proposal.

In the recent past they've had at least two events; parking was an issue as people had to park on the shoulder of County

7 around the S curve. The music and people noise lasted early in the the morning hours, that even with my windows
closed the sounds were very evident.

Please relay my opposition to this proposal in my absence.

Best Regards,
Max Oliveira

651-428-3055

12010 heather ave. n.
Hugo, 55038

Sent from Max's | Pad

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AYG - www.avg.com
Version: 2014.0.4355 / Virus Database: 3722/7276 - Release Date: 03/31/14



Administrator/Clerk
m

From: Trish-Yahoo <Trish_oliveira@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 10:22 PM

To: clerk@cityofgrant.us

Subject: re : conditional use permit for Scott Jordan

Dear Mr. Carr and Board Members of the City of Grant:

Hello. | am writing regarding the meeting | attended this evening concerning Scott Jordan's request for a permit for his
property on 120th St. Thank you in advance for taking the time to read this. | appreciate the opportunity.

| am the third house in the row that is directly above the property. | can see the barn from my house. Two other
neighborhood women spoke who are in the first row above him as | am.

I, too, was kept awake from the music playing until late at the wedding last summer. It was a frustrating evening. We
had to shut our windows and turn fans on to drown out the loud music. But we too, thought "well its one special
occasion, we can be neighborly and endure it this one night." We never in our wildest dreams, in the almost 20 years
we have lived here thought there could ever be that on possibly a weekly or bi-weekly basis.

| don't believe it is even remotely realisitic to say that the doors to the barn can be kept closed on a hot summer night.

All those people in there? They would need cross ventilation and with that fresh air, neighbors on both side of the barn
would be affected by the loud sound. No berm can help us up on the hill.

| am very concerned also with people leaving at midnight, their lights shining up the drive directly into our bedrooms.
But | am especially concerned with the possibility of many of them having consumed alcohol. 1am a licensed alcohol

and drug counselor and people leaving at midnight on that highway is so very dangerous but with the chance they have
even had one or two drinks is so scary.

We did not realize how wonderful we have it out here until you see that you can lose it. | want to guote my kids and say

"its not fair." Mr Jordan will be making money and my property value will undoubtedly drop being directly across the
road from this event center. | wish we had been notified sooner so we could've put cur house up for sale,

Please try to put yourself in our shoes. Its not fair that many of us will be kept awake many nights of the month. | work

early on some weekends and | don't infringe on his sleep and | should not have my sleep and health infringed upon
either,

Thanks so much for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Patricia A Oliveira
12010 Heather Ave N
Hugo, MN 55038
651-428-3054

No virus found in this message,
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com



Administrator/Clerk

From: Ken Kramer <kkramer@TheSolutionFits.com>

Sent; Thursday, April 17, 2014 7:05 PM

To: clerk@cityofgrant.us

Subject: In regards to 4/1/2014 City Meeting Dellwood Barns Wedding
Attachments: untitled-[2].htm

Ken Kramer

11810 Hamlet Ave N
City of Grant, MN 55110
April 17, 2014

Tom Carr
Mayor

City of Grant
Via email

Dear Mr. Carr;

I'm writing today in support of the Dellwood Barn Wedding proposal that was presented at council April 1st.
I live across the street from Scott and my driveway is directly across from Scott's driveway on Washington County Rd 7.

Scott approached me some time prior to the April 1st meeting about his idea to host wedding receptions at his farm. | told
him that I had no problem with his idea and | also indicated that | thought it would be a fun attraction. Since that time | did
receive notice in the mail about the hearing and | chose not to attend as | figured the proposed use of the barn and
property would be a slam dunk for Scott. | did have an

opportunity, however, to review the city meeting over the internet and | was so pleased to see Scott responding to rumors
and concerns of the neighbors as it shows a person that is committed to fulfilling a dream. A dream that appears to not be
just about creating a business and revenue stream but a dream that includes preservation of a city landmark. | could not

count how many times | try to explain where my home is only to hear "you must be right by the red barn on that beautiful
farm."

I want to thank Scott and Grant for sharing this treasure with the community and making it available for weddings.

On another positive note. | have been at home during two wedding events one last summer and one hosted by the prior
owner of the farm. What a fun and positive event.

We have no concerns about the sound.

Our home is up on a hill and has the benefit of providing a fabulous view of the landscape to our south, but our hill also,
I've noticed over the years, provides for amplification of any sounds coming from the south of our property. | can hear
clearly

conversations going on from the homes In the Meadow Ridge area of Dellwood {straight south of me). I can hear clearly

conversations bicyclist have when riding on County Road 7. That being said, the hill I'm on provides a natural sound
barrier from anything coming from the East.

Infact, the car traffic easily eclipses any sound coming from my east (the direction of Scott's barn).
On the topic of sound, | would submit that I'm OK with the road noise and overhearing conversations because | live on a

hill. That's it, 'm on a hill. It's not the laws of the city that are making noise come up, it's physics - sound is going to travel
up this darn hill. | do not expect any one else to do anything about it.

| know that Scott is doing due diligence to protect his neighbors from any inconvenience. He had some sound checks
done the weekend of March 30th and i was home and heard no noise. | do suspect that homes to the north of Scott's

1



property may have noise concerns but no concerns from our property.

Please consider my statement in support of the Dellwood Barn Weddings.
Sincerely,

Ken Kramer

11810 Hamlet Ave N

City of Grant, MN 55110

Ken Kramer
kKkramer@TheSolutionFits.com
612-280-7229 .

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 2014.0.4355 / Virus Database; 3882/7360 - Release Date: 04/17/14



To whom it may concern:

As stated in the narrative, the main purpose of developing my barn into a rural event facility,
Dellwood Barn Weddings, is to preserve the historic barn and farm site. Without additional Income, it

would not be affordable for me to maintain or keep the property as is, especially In the event of another

recession like the one we recently went through. I also would not be able to make the payments and

afford the cost of maintaining my buildings and property at the time of retirement without additional
income,

There are very few old-style barns still remaining in the area and without constant maintenance
and upkeep they deteriorate quickly. The dairy barn is currently not a functional building to me now that
there is no dalry farming going on here. Without another functional use, such as wedding receptions, it
is not probable the barn would ever be re-built or maintained to its original condition in the case of fire,
storm, deterioration, etc. It is much more likely that the barn would be replaced with a much more

usable and functional building, such as a pole building, that would be much easier to heat, drive in and
out of, and keep maintained.

thave a great love and passion for this land and the history of this barn. 'm sure the passion |
have for my farm has been witnessed by the multiple hours and dollars | have spent maintaining and
beautifying the property and buildings on it. | have no intentions, as long as | can afford it, to do any
developing or major changes to the existing farm other than the possibility of some day building a house
on the vacant 14 acre lot that | own to the east of my barn for one of my two sons and eventually
replacing my existing house with a new farm-style house.

I would hate to see this farm fall into the hands of a developer or someone who didn’t have the
same passion that | have to preserve the historic look of this iconic farm. | feel that I have done my due
diligence during the process of getting a CUP for this new business venture. | have visited with all three
homeowners that have property that adjoins mine. The closest neighbor to my east has no problem with
the barn being used as an event center. Of the other three adjoining neighbors to the south, | have
encountered no objections but did have some legitimate concerns from two of them. They stated they
had a concern that the noise would be too loud and disruptive to them. | also visited with other
neighbors who | had been told were concerned, this included Hugo resident Theodore Wicks, who has

objection to the whole concept, and the other’s whose main concerns seemed to be with noise and
traffic.

F could not hear any noise inside my house, which is right next to the barn, during the only
wedding party we conducted last summer. When | asked the concerned neighbors if they remember
hearing any noise or having any disruptions due to the event, and they stated they had not, | decided to
do some sound testing. On Saturday, March 29, 2014 | had music playing louder than what would he
permitted at any event for most of the day with the barn door open. | heard of no complaints and could
only faintly hear the music from any distances off my property, On Sunday, March 30, 2014 | hired a
sound company to hook up their sound system, which is used at events, and took readings from three



different property lines. Decibel readings from all three locations, with no music playing, averaged 53
decibels, and with car traffic passing by the average reading was 82 decibels, Motorcycle traffic
increased the decibel readings to an average of 94 decibels. With the sound system playing at a louder
volume than what would be allowed (94 decibels) and having the barn door partially open, the decibel
readings at the closest location to my barn, which was at the end of my east driveway, increased by only
2 decibels to an average of 55 decibels. The readings at the other two locations, the end of my west
driveway and the northeast property line, had no change in decibel reading, they remained at an

average of 53 decibels. | also drove to some of the concerned neighbors properties and none of us could
hear any sound coming from my barn.

As far as the traffic issue, none of the concerned people that | have heard about have a driveway
located on County 7 and the roads they do live on are not routes to my farm. | received a car count for
County 7 from Washington County traffic engineer stating that the average daily car count on Cou hty 7

for 2013 was 2,250 cars. The impact of @ maximum of 100 additional cars on less than 10%

of the days in
a year is hardly a noticeable difference.

| would also like to put to rest some false accusations and slander that has been stated in a
letter that was dispersed by a Hugo resident, Theodore Wicks. In addition to slandering Afton Architects
and Swanson-Haskamp Consulting by stating they are uniquely unqualified and grossly irresponsible, he
states in the letter that my home is not owner occupied, | maintain several horses on my property, |
have a dog training and kennel facility, | do commercial animal training, | do boat/trailer/marine sales,
and I need a permit for a gun range. None of these accusations are true. I've lived in my house since |
purchased the farm, I've always had only two to three horses here (all owned by me), I have three of my
own personal hunting dogs, and | have never boarded or trained anyone else’s animals. | have never
sold or serviced any marine items. | store some boats inside my buildings only for the winter season. | do
not have a gun range and I'm allowed to shoot Buns on my property. | am very respectful of my
neighbors and keep the shooting to a bare minimum. I mentor a boy from our church who | have taught
to hunt and shoot. The few times I have thrown clay pigeons for him to shoot, the cops have been called
and they followed up with a visit to me. Each time the officers were very courteous and found nothing
ilegal being done, stating they are required to follow procedure when getting a call.

If there are any other concerns that require clarification, please notify me as soon as possible.

Scott Jordan




To: City of Grant
Re: Scott Jordan

Being a property owner in the City of Grant (11425 Grenelefe Ave N), | am aware of a
permit application submitted by Scott Jordan to host weddings & special events in his
bamn located on Hwy 7. | have known Scott since the purchase of his property and I've
had the pleasure of watching him transform his farm from the state it was in to the
impeccably beautiful property it's become today. The big Red barn is almost of an iconic

stature for all to see as they pass through the north side of our city and it breathes to be
explored by all who pass it.

In times such as ours, finding a “safe” Down on the Farm, Romantic Wedding, High
School Graduation, Family Pig Roast or any other meaningful occasion Venue of the
quality Scott would provide has become nearly impossible.

In my opinion there would be no burden to any neighbor due to the distance of Scott's

farm to his nearest neighbor and no congestion to hwy 7 because of the long driveways
entering from the west and east sides of his property.

| urge you give his application serious consideration, as a property owner in Grant it has
mine.

Sincerely,

Steve Cossack
Founder ! CEQ

Priotity AN EY

(651) 748-4464



March 31,2014

Ta whom it may concem:

fam Scott Jordan's closast neighbor to the aast, | received my fetter regarding the CUP Seott is
requesting for an event center on what | calithe Arcand Farm. | am neutral in my feelings towards
having an event centar nexi door, but | do not feal it would affect my lifestyle as & naighbor. | am aware
of the two wedding parties that have occurrad at the Arcand Farm, one by the previous owner and one

that oceurred last summer. | can say that | kag no incorveniences, disruptions, or heard any noise to
speak of during either of the wedding parties.

Sincerely,

e:‘{'je”z_ "y 74 /“"SI‘”V/ ""H"—’/

o



To Whom It May Concern

| wanted to express my delight in finding out that Mr. Jordan's farm on County
Road J could potentially be utilized for celebratory functions. | live on Ironwood in
the City of Grant and many of times have friends and family commented on the
quant farm nestled in the vailey with the "big red bam". It is a shame that we
have lost so many historic barns in our community from lack of upkeep or they no
longer suit the owner's need and are replaced with a more conventional (boring)
pole barn. it would be terrible but understandable to have that "big red barn"
replaced by a more effective building, but what an eye sore that would be and a
loss to our picturesque community. To hear that Mr. Jordan's barn could be
utilized and appreciated for weddings, anniversaries or whatever happy occasion
gave me hope that these historic monuments that dot our landscape in the City of
Grant may once again be used and deemed useful. And let's not forget, who
doesn't like to see a country wedding...wasn't that the way it was done in the

"olden days". ..and isn't that one of the many reasons that we live in Grant, to
preserve a semblance of past traditions?

Thank you for letting me express my opinion and | hope to drive by many
celebrations hosted at Mr Jordan's beautiful farm.

Dessy Johnson
11969 Ironwood Avenue N
Grant, MN 55082



Theodore 1. Wicks
12015 Heather Ave N., Hugo 55038
email; tjwicks@gmail.com

To: Honorable Mayor Thomas Carr and City Council, City of Grant
Kim Points, City Administrator, City of Grant
Nick Vivian, City Attorney, City of Grant

CcC: Lonnie Van Klei, Washington County Sheriff's Office
Afton Architects & Planners, Ltd.

Jennifer Haskamp, Swanson Haskamp Consulting, LLC (“SHP”)
Phil Olson, City Engineer, WSB & Associates, Inc.
Bryan Bear, City Administrator, City of Hugo

Date: March 28, 2014

RE: (i) Conditional Use Permit (“CUP") to Operate Rural Event Facility at 7373 120" Street N., Grant
MN, zoned A-1 herein referred to as “Subject Property”.

(ii) Briggs & Morgan - Notification of Legal Correspondence.

The Dellwood Ridge Home Owners Association and surrounding neighbors were recently informed of a
pending CUP to Operate a Rural Event Facility, which is strongly opposed. Pursuant to Afton Architects &
Planners, Ltd {(“AAP"} CUP Narrative memorandum (“AAP Memo”) dated February 27, 2014, addressed to
the City of Grant, Minnesota, presents numerous inconsistencies and falsehoods. Many of us believe AAP
and SHP have demonstrated they are uniquely ‘unqualified” and grossly irresponsible to deliver a false

CUP Narrative to the Grant City Council. AAP’s CUP Narrative's inconsistencies and falsehoods regarding
the subject property include the following:

1. Thebarn, out-buildings and adjacent land is not vacant and used to operate a boat storage facility
and business for profit.

2. The red pole barn adjacent to barn is hot vacant and used as a dog training and kenne! facility.

3. Several horses maintained on the property.

4. Firearms discharge reports.

5. The home is hot owner occupied.

Furthermore, the AAP Memo falsely states:

a. “.This CUP supports the goals of the Comprehensive Plan by protecting Grant’s rural
character. Re-purposing the existing barn contributes to the preservation of agricultural
land, facilities & lifestyles. The proposed use will not negatively affect the general

welfare, public health or safety... The property is screened from the neighbors by trees
and elevation changes.”

If a CUP is approved by the City of Grant, this event facility will have a significant negative affect on the
neighborhood, our quality of life and significantly decrease property valuations due to an adjacent



comimercial property. The subject properiy is not screened by trees while sitting on a low elevation for
all around to hear and see. Installing a blacktop asphalt parking lot with lighting for 100+ vehicles does
not protect or preserve rural character. Increased traffic and party goers does not protect public safety
or children in the neighborhood. Some residents thought the barn on subject property had already been
repurposed for boat storage and weddings/banquets that have already taken place.

Motorist safety on County Road 7 continues to be a significant public safety hazard issue, which has been
frequently reported to the Washington County Sheriff's office. Motorists’ continue to far exceed speed
limits on the hilly and curved roads and endanger oncoming traffic, bicyclists and pedestrians. Law
enforcement has been ineffective to stop or ticket speeders. On any given weekend, motorcycles typically
exceed 100+ mphs on County Road 7 between Portland Ave and Manning Ave, A “traffic study” was
previously requested by the City of Hugo and results have not been forthcoming. This past winter several

auto accidents occurred as speeders jettisoned off the curved roads into the deep ditches which have no
guard rails.

According to the City of Grant, Minnesota, Zoning Article Ill, Sec. 32-245, Table of Uses; the A-1 zoned
subject property referenced herein is currently in violation of many zoning ordinances and required to
have: {i} 2 Conditional Use Permit {(“C”") for commercial animal training; (i) a Permit (“P”) for domestic
farm animals; {iii) Boat, Traller, marine sales are Not Permitted (“N”); {iv} a Conditional Use Permit (“c"
for Storage —as a principal use; and {v} gun ranges are Not Permitted (“N”).

I belleve the City of Grant would be grossly negligent in approving a commercial facility of this nature in
our rural community, especially since it’s already failed to enforce current zoning ordinances on said
referenced subject property. Two Wrongs don’t make a Right.

Briggs & Morgan ("BM”), Minneapolis based legal counsel, has been retained. BM is currently evaluating
legal options related to land use planning and zoning and other possible injunctions.

Besi Regards,

Tock



From: Benjamin and Casey Mueller
12174 Upper Heather Avenue N
Grant, MN 55038

To:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council Members of the City of Grant, MN
111 Wildwood Road

Willernie, MN 55090

Re:  CUP to Operate Rural Event Facility at 7373 120% Street N, Grant, MN

Date: March 28, 2014

To The Honorable Mayor,

Dear City Council Members of the City of Grant,
Dear Mr. Jordan,

We are citizens of the City of Grant, and live adjacent to the west of the property that
is proposed in the above referenced CUP application to become a rural event facility,
primarily to be used for hosting weddings with up to 300 guests throughout the spring,
summer, and fall season. We oppose the granting of this permit due to a number of concermns,

We, and our neighbors, live on a hill to the north and west of the barn, across an
already relatively busy county road. Our home is in the northwest corner of an S-shaped
curve in the county road as it changes from 117" to 120" street.

Our primary concerns are disturbance of our peace, noise pollution, and public safety
concerns through traffic alterations and intensification, Most patrons to the barn would arrive
during a short time frame for the beginning of the event. The effect of arriving traffic from
vehicles carrying 300 patrons to a 100 car parking lot at the event in a short time period
should not be underestimated, Additional traffic is caused prior to and after the event by
service staff, rehersals, bands/DIJs, catering services, etc. This intensification of traffic could
lead to vehicle back up very close to our properties as cars enter the proposed main driveway
to make their way to the parking lot. Traffic clearing onto the grounds itself will likely be
slow due to pedestrians, including children and elderly, and back up will eventually be felt on
the road. The intensified traffic above normal and resultant noise pollution prior to the event
would occur primarily on weekends during daytime hours when we, too, with our families,
want to enjoy the outdoors around our homes in the peace and tranquility for which we have
chosen Grant as our home. Patrons to the event will likely leave at varying times throughout
the evening, causing additional traffic above what is already present. Once the event ends and
the majority of the patrons leave, there will be a number of cars accelerating outside of our
homes, causing additional noise and traffic intensity late in the evening. As traffic backs up
or obstructs the normal flow of it at any time, the S-shaped curve of the road poses a
particular hazard. Drivers passing by the event will be affected by this traffic, possibly
passing it with entrance into the oncoming lane. Due to the curved road, and its elevation,
and the absence of safety rails or barriers, this is of particular safety concern to our
properties. According to MNDOT, there were two recorded accidents in the S-shape of the
road just last year during non-winter season (phone conversation with MNDOT official on 3-
28-2014; personal injury or property damage >$1000 required to be recorded). An additional
car has veered off in the turn and entered our own property during wet but non-icy
conditions. All without wedding traffic. The use of shuttles, although it may decrease the



intensity of traffic temporarily, does not avoid some of the above issues, and would likely
require frequent coming/going of the shuttles with larger engines and increased noise.

The avoidance of noise pollution is exactly one of the main reasons for which we
have chosen Grant as our home, “a home in the country.” The background noise in a rural
setting is considered to be approximately 30dB (decibel). An increase of only 5dB is required
for humans with normal hearing to notice a change, and an increase of 10dB is an
approximate doubling of the intensity of the noise. Sleep is disturbed by 45dB. Normal traffic
noise is rated at 70dB. Amplified music, rated upwards of 100dB, albeit inside the barn, will
leak outside because you cannot expect 300 people to be locked in with all doors closed for
hours. The noise from 300 people themselves can be expected to be higher than 60dB, which
is considered normal conversational speech. Although noise generally dissipates with
distance, there are many variables in this process. Direct line of sight, wind, elevation of the
noise’s recipient on a hill, lower frequency (i.e. the base/speakers), and higher intensity of the
original sound will allow it to travel far with less dissipation. A greater change from
background noise will make it more easily perceptible. The noise caused by vehicles of a
wedding event, whether sedans or shuitles or delivery trucks, and by 300 people enjoying
amplified music will repeatedly elevate the noise intensity to noticeably bothersome levels at
times of the day and night, and during a season, when we cherish 30dB. This is a clear
disturbance of our peace.

Comparing this type of setting to that of a golf course’s club house seems irrelevant
as a club house clearly is more solidly constructed than an old barn, with better noise
insulation, and is generally farther away from the neighbors, and surrounded by far more
distance, landscaping and natural sound barriers.

Additional concerns include implications on the environment and local wildlife by
the noise, traffic, and presence of people. The impact of 100 cars parked frequently in a
region where people rely on water wells, and near wetlands (which Mr. Jordan owns) may be
of consideration,

You may be surprised to hear that we have wished Mr. Jordan the best with his
endeavor while also expressing our concerns to him in a recent phone conversation, The
applicants will disagree with or dismiss many of our concerns. We feel that all of these
concerns should be pre-emptively addressed by the applicant and his associates, with clear
solutions to the potential problems, or presentation of definitive evidence that they are not an
issue, and not be fixed as a work in progress after the granting of the permit. The burden of
proof for any of these and other concerns should lie with the applicant. We are doubtful that
the traffic and noise concerns can be effectively addressed, Perhaps a different business use
of the barn may be more applicable to our rural area. According to the application, and the
business’s web-page (dellwoodbarnweddings.com) and facebook page, we can expect events
to occur any day of the week, as well as during national holidays. According to the facebook
page, there are only “3 Saturdays left in 2014” to be booked, and “dates are going fast.”
Although we agtee that celebration should be part of any community, the people celebrating
at the barn are highly unlikely to be from our community, and merely transplant their
celebration and everything that comes with it into our community...very frequently.

We propose this final question: if you were about to make an offer for a home in
Grant, to live there with your family and enjoy the tranquility, intended rural character and
undisturbed privacy of the city, and it was disclosed fo you that on an adjacent property there
would be a party with 300 people on every weekend in the warm months when you, too,
intend to enjoy your backyard and home outdoors, with a parking lot filled with 100 vehicles,
bands, DJs, tent setup/breakdown, traffic, service staff] catering staff, etc, would this affect
your decision to make the offer, or the amount of the offer? Would you considet that this may



be a disturbance of your peace? Although we wish Mr. Jordan all the best in finding a good
business use for his property, we ask him and the Honorable Mayor and City Council
Members with all due respect to consider the citizens directly affected by this proposal, our

property values, and the disturbance of our peace, and implications on our safety and well
being.

We thank you for your time and for hearing our thoughts.

Sincerely,

T

Benjamiﬁ and Casey Mueller and family



Re: Condifional Use Permit for Dellwood Barn Weddings, 7373 120" Street, Grant
March 31, 2014

Via email: clerk@cityofgrant.us
City of Grant City Council

Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N

Grant, MN 55082

Dear Mayor Carr and Members of the City Council:

| am writing to express my concerns regarding the zoning change and proposed conditional use permit
at 7373 120" Street in Grant as well as my concerns regarding the City’s handling of this matter. | live

at 12465 Heather Avenue N. in Hugo in the Dellwood Ridge neighborhood, the neighborhood directly
across 120" Street from the proposed Dellwood Barn Weddings venue.

In regard fo the City's handling of the matter, I'm troubled by the fact that | learned about the zoning
change and proposed conditional use permit from a neighbor just within the last 72 hours rather than
from any official city correspondence. Sure, my family actually lives in Hugo and not Grant, but an
entertainment complex less than % a mile from my home will significantly and negatively impact me and
my family as well as our entire surrounding community. I'm perplexed by your city planning process,
which apparently allows for the approval of an unprecedented zoning change without any public

notification or input and that then is not required to notify homeowners who will surely be effected about
a public hearing on a conditional use permit.

As it relates to a possible entertainment complex at 7373 120" Sireet, | feel strongly that the only one
who will gain from it is the property’s owner. There is no gain for the community of Grant at large, there
is no gain for the City of Grant aside from perhaps a few tax dollars, and there is no gain for the
homeowners who live nearby — or within Grant or Hugo at large. Do property owners have the right to
use their property in a manner that pleases them? Certainly, as long as such use is within existing
ordinances and doesn’t disrupt the greater good of a community and neighboring residents’ rights to

use their own property. I'd like to become a world famous lion trainer. Okay, not really. But if | did, that
doesn’t mean | should be able to do so on my property.

Hugo and Grant are lovely rural communities that appeal to those of us who appreciate, respect and
enjoy the combination of a sense of community, a sense of space, and a sense of safety. Most of these
communities’ residents moved here to raise their families in a safe, peaceful and private sefting, my
family included. Now, everything we moved here for is at risk because of Dellwood Barn Weddings.
There will be disruptive noise and music at all hours of the day and night: there will be hundreds of
people with absolutely no vested interest in the communities of Grant or Hugo coming and going at all
hours of the day and night; and there will be increased traffic through our neighborhood as hundreds of
cars come and go at all hours of the day and night. All of this raises significant concerns about our
ability to enjoy our property and maintain our safety, our peace of mind, and our privacy.

And I'm wondering if you've considered that the venue is located on a dangerous “s” curve that in the
spring, summer and fall sees hundreds of bicyclists who use it for recreation, training and racing.

Adding several hundred cars to the roads potentially every night of the week for the same six months of
the year that those bicyclists are using it is an accident waiting to happen.



From the communication I've seen thus far, the City of Grant has already granted permission for
Dellwood Barn Weddings to operate, and the City is now simply looking for limited public input into the
conditions or restrictions to place upon it. This is a sad day for Grant and Hugo as there is no restriction
that will maintain the integrity of these rural communities and the livability of their residents. My hope
and request is that the City of Grant will reconsider the CUP and the zoning change at 7373 120"

Street in the interest of the greater good of Grant and Hugo and the thousands of residents who call
those communities home.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Patty Gibbs
12465 Heather Avenue N.
Hugo, MN 55038

cc (via email):

Mayor Tom Carr ( mayor@cityofgrant.us, trcarr@cbburnet.com )
Council Member Steve Bohnen ( shohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Councii Member David Tronrud { dtronrud@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member Jeff Huber ( jhuber@cityofgrant.us )

Council Member Tina Lobin ( tlobin@cityofgrant.us )



March 31, 2104

By E-Mail: clerk@cityofgrant.us

City of Grant City Council
Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N
Grant, Minnesota

Re: Proposed Conditional Use Permit for Dellwood Barns Weddings Venue

Dear Members of the Grant City Council:

it was 1998 when we purchased our home in the Dellwood Ridge Development. We did so to enjoy the
country feel of the surrounding area. We have been very happy with our decision. Our way of life is

quiet especially in the evening. Enjoying walks, conversation outdoors, spending time with our children
and many grandchildren playing in the yard.,

We were very surprised to have received an e-mail from our neighbors in Dellwood Ridge explaining the
proposed CPU for the “Dellwood Wedding Barn “, We have been out of town and did not receive the

notice of the meeting set for April 1*. We will, much to our regret, not be able to attend. In our leave, |
will depend on this letter and the representation from the Dellwood Ridge Association along with other

residents from Grant surrounding the subject property to voice our unequivocal rejection of the CPU
application in its entirety.

I understand that the owner of subject property is only trying to be entrepreneurial, in fact | admire
that. He already runs many different business ventures on the property. |am not aware of folks
complaining about the boat storage, rental property, or the horse boarding. | have heard about the

dogs issue but didn’t think that was worth the fuss. Folks in this community are more than willing to let
people do their own thing. To a point.

This is that point. Having a wedding venue approximately 200 feet from our homes with amplified
music, liquor, traffic till well after midnight, potential for violence after a night of partying, not to
mention turning night into day with the lit parking lot. Doesn’t this sound like the perfect recipe fora
great summer nights sleep. | wonder how the active farmstead just to the west will fare. Do you think
the beef he raises will enjoy listening to the chaos created by the Wedding Barn? Even a cow knows
what a barn should be used for, and not. Subject property is located on a hasty curve, and with the
increased traffic flow, and only two lanes, with no shoulder to speak of, you will see an increase of
accidents, This is also a very popular route for touring bicyclists. During the summer they travel in

packs, they completely take over the lane of their trave! direction. Now add this other chaos and you
could be looking at fatalities.

Lam trying to place the time line in a way that would be consistent with the norm. | just cannot
understand how this could have gotten so far along in the process without us being informed of it
sooner. 1 realize further that we are citizens of Hugo, however our homes are the closest to the
Wedding Barn, and it was completely irresponsible for us not being in the toop from the beginning.



Maybe one should keep in mind that this is Washingten County and not Washington DC. Transparency
in government is what we need more of, not less of. At the end of the day we are all part of
Washington County and should do everything possible to do what is right.

Douglas Carlson
12115 Upper Heather Avenue N.
Hugo, MN 55038

cc (via email):

Mayor Tom Carr ( mayor@cityofgrant.us, trcarr@cbburmnet.com )
Council Member Steve Bohnen ( shohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member David Tronrud ( dtronrud@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member Jeff Huber { jhuber@ecityofgrant.us )

Council Member Tina Lobkin { tlobin@cityofgrant.us )




April 1, 2104

By E-Mail: clerk@cityofgrant.us
City of Grant City Council

Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N

Grant, Minnesota

Re: Proposed Conditional Use Permit for Dellwood Barns Weddings Venue

Dear Mayor Carr and Council Members,

We are writing to voice our concerns about the CUP for the Deliwood Wedding Barn, We live at 12150
Upper Heather Ave N, located diagonally across Cty Road 7 to the east of the barn location. We have 3
children ages 15, 12 and 9. When we moved here from Connecticut 7 years ago, we were drawn to this

area for its open space, wildlife, peacefulness and yes, even for the “cute barn” just down the hill, We
felt at home here right of way.

Noise is the biggest concern that this commercial establishment will create hosting up to 300 people
celebrating, 100 vehicles coming and going and amplified music played by DJ's and bands. The CUP
narrative says “The property is screened from neighbors by trees and elevation changes”. Although
those both seem like they would provide some sound barrier, the elevation change actually is more like
an amplifier - sound travels right up the hill. We can hear bicyclists’ conversations on Cty Road 7 as clear
as if they were standing on our deck. Coyotes and dogs barking from down the hill sound as if they are
standing in our yard. Now just imagine what the sound of 300 partying people will be like....every day of
the summer. Sound in the valley travels straight up the hill like a megaphone!

Our other primary concern is traffic. Cty Road 7 has a pretty terrible “S” curve where the farm sits. For
some reason, Cty Road 7 is also a draw for excessive speed among motorcyclists as well as automobiles.
In addition, this road is used by many bicyclists and runners. We have personally come across a downed
motorcyclist on the “S” curve and a dear friend of the family was rear ended by someone exceeding the

speed limits - Tucky to have lived. Now let's add another 100 cars going to and from this venue; it is a
recipe for danger.

The CUP narrative states “Access to the property is off of Country Rd 7 and will not increase traffic
through any neighborhood.” All though the traffic would not directly pass through any neighborhood,

Cty Road 7 is the primary access to multiple neighborhoods; Dellwood Ridge being one of them. We
will all be affected by 100 vehicles coming and going to this property.

Additionally, we have many children in our neighborhood —up and coming teen drivers which is scary

enough. So let’s throw 100 more vehicles going to the farm and leaving after the wedding bash to add
risk to their safety traveling to and from home!



It is truly amazing how dark the night is here. In that sort of darkness, light really stands out — just like
the stars when we are star gazing. However, 3 light poles with 2 lights each will be like beacons to all.

We are still amazed that this is the first we have heard about the rezoning of this property and appalled
that this business is already advertised on many websites. We understand that a person has a right to
use their land, but if this business is allowed to move forward, our rights to use our land, to enjoy our

deck and yard, have a nice family bbq, and quietly gaze at the stars will be stripped away by the loud
music and 300 people celebrating and drinking,

The CUP for the Dellwood Wedding Barn neads to be denied!

Tom and Jannette Windisch
12150 Upper Heather Ave N.
Hugo, MN 55038

cc {via email):

Mayor Tom Carr { mayor@cityofgrant.us, trcarr@chburnet.com )
Council Member Steve Bohnen ( shohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member David Tronrud { dtronrud@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member Jeff Huber ( jhuber@cityofgrant.us )

Council Member Tina Lobin ( tlobin@cityofgrant.us )

Tom Windisch {tom.windisch@sealedair.com)




12160 Upper Heather Avenue North
Hugo, Minnesota 55038

March 30, 2014
By E-Mail: clerk@cityoforant. us

City of Grant City Council
Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N
Grant, Minnesota

Re:  Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue, 7373 120" Street
Conditional Use Permit Application & Public Hearing
Grant City Council Meeting — April 1, 2014

Dear Mayor Carr and Members of the City Council:

My name is Kevin Rhodes. Along with my wife and three children (ages 17, 13 and 10), Llive at
12160 Upper Heather Avenue N in Hugo, which is the property directly across 120%™ Street to the
north of the proposed Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue. I write in opposition to the CUP

application and to express my disappointment and concerns with the process by which the City
of Grant has proceeded in this matter.

Our property is among those that will be most impacted by the proposed commercial activity at
the Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue. As I mentioned, we are in the Dellwood Ridge
neighborhood right across 120" Sireet from the “Wedding Barn” and our south-facing deck
overlooks the barn, The proposed commercial activities are wholly out of character with the
rural residential character of our neighborhood. There was one wedding at the barn last summer
and the noise was unbearable. It was impossible to spend time comfortably on our deck or to
enjoy any outdoor activities in our yard. If the City Council approves the CUP, it will ruin the
use of our property all summer long. I cannot even begin to imagine a summer with weddings
permitted every day from May 1* to October 31%, with the receptions going on until midnight on
Friday and Saturday nights and 11:00 p.m. every other night of the week. At each one of those
weddings, we can look forward to up to 300 guests, DJs and amplified music (indoors and

outside), alcohol consumption, outdoor lighting and traffic coming in and out of a 100 car
parking lot.

Frankly, the scale of what is being proposed is astonishing, given the character of our
community. There is no denying that the proposed activities will disturb the peace of our
neighborhood, negatively impact property values and preclude us and our neighbors in the
Dellwood Ridge neighborhood from enjoying our property. The increased noise alone provides
sufficient grounds to deny the application: according to the Grant City Code, “[e]vents shall not
generate noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, or endangers the comfort or peace of any

persons, or precludes their enjoyment of property or affects their property’s value.” Section 32-
352.
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I also must express my dismay at the lack of transparency and apparent disregard for those
members of the public most impacted that the City of Grant has displayed in this matter. As a
neighbor of the property in question who received his first notice of any of this in a letter from
Grant’s Consulting City Planner dated March 18, 2014, you might imagine my surprise when [
looked on the internet and found that “Dellwood Barns Weddings” has been in existence since
last September at the latest. Indeed, its twitter page proudly announced on January 6, 2014 that
“Contracts  are  now  ready  for  2014! Call 1o book  today!”
(https://twitter.com/DellwoodBarnWed). By January 13", its Facebook page stated: “Friday
night wedding special for 2014. $2995! We only have a few dates left so hurry in to book your
day!” And by March 5%, the same Facebook page announced that there were only “3 Saturdays
left for 20141 (https.//www.facebook.con/Dellwoodbarnweddings).

This timeline certainly calls into question the City’s approval process. By January, months
before nearby property owners like myself were given any notice, whatever the City had
communicated to Dellwood Barns Weddings convinced Dellwood Barns Weddings that it could
begin to enter into binding contracts with customers for the 2014 summer wedding season. The
fact that Dellwood Barns Weddings scems to have been a “done deal” for 2014 before any notice
was provided to any homeowners, any public hearing had taken place, or any approval was
extended at a noticed City Council meeting, calls into question whether the City has followed
proper public notice and open meeting procedures, and more generally whether the City has been

transparent and forthcoming with its residents and the residents of neighboring communities to
ensure that their due process rights have been respected.

And that is just the beginning of our concerns with a process that seems to have progressed for
months without adequate notice to surrounding property owners. The City Council’s meeting
minutes indicate that Mr. Scott Jordan, the owner of the Dellwood Barns Weddings property,
presented his plans to the City Council on September 3, 2013 and was told that his property was
not zoned for such use. Nonetheless, without providing any public notice to nearby landowners,
the City Council, at its January 7, 2014 meeting, then approved Mr. Jordan’s specific request to
amend the City’s Zoning Ordinance so that his plans could proceed. The City Council knew full
well that the change to the Zoning Ordinance was designed specifically to permit Dellwood
Barns Weddings to operate its commercial enterprise on Mr. Jordan’s property.

Thus, it is circular to argue now that the proposed use is one that is permitted by the Zoning
Ordinance, when in fact that js now the case only because the City Council just amended the
Zoning Ordinance to accommodate this specific use on this specific site, without public notice so
that [ and other impacted members of the public could assert our rights to object that such use is
not permitted under the Zoning Ordinance. Had we been afforded proper notice, we would have
pointed out that amending the zoning ordinance to permit property zoned as A-1 to be nsed as a
“wedding/banquet venue” would be an arbitrary and capricious action by the City, given that all
other comparable uses are prohibited by Section 32-245 of the Grant City Code, including;
“bars and taverns,” “business-seasonal,” “cafes and restaurants,” and “retail business.”



City of Grant City Council
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The City of Grant’s Seal includes the motto: “A Home in the Country.” That is what we were
looking for, and found, when we moved into our home thirteen years ago. That is what is
reflected in the City’s Comprehensive Plan, accepted by the Metropolitan Council, under which
Grant is to be a rural community. [ urge you to vote against a massive commercial use of the
property across the street from our home that is so contrary to the character of the surrounding
neighborhood and so detrimental to our family’s enjoyment of our Home in the Country.

Very truly yours,

=

Kevin 1. Rhodes
cc (via email):

Mayor Tom Carr (mayor@cityofprant.us)

Council Member Steve Bohnen (sbohnen@cityoferant.us)

Council Member David Tronrud (dtronrud@cityoferant.us)

Council Member Jeff Huber (jhuber@cityofgrant.us)

Council Member Tina Lobin (tlobin@ecityofgrant.us)




March 30, 2104

By E-Mail: clerk@cityofgrant.us

City of Grant City Council
Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N
Grant, Minnesota

Re: Proposed Condijtional Use Permit for Dellwood Barns Weddings Venue

Dear Members of the Grant City Council:

Last week, we received notice that the Grant City Council would be considering an application for a
conditional use permit for the Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue, 7373 120th Street, and holding a public

hearing on April 1, 2014. | am writing to express my very strong concerns about the proposed permit
and to ask that it not be approved,

I live at 12160 Upper Heather Avenue N., in Hugo on the property that will likely be one of those most
impacted by this proposed venture. Our property borders the barn—we are close enough to be awoken
by the sound of their dogs barking. In the past, the owners have hosted occasional parties in the barn.
The noise from those events was so loud that it caused the south side of our house to vibrate, kept us
indoors and interrupted our family’s sleep. We seriously considered calling the police about the noise
but decided that it was an infrequent occurrence and not worth the potential aggravation. If the
conditional use permit is granted, that infrequent occurrence will become an everyday occurrence at
our home, compounded by the addition of sound amplification, lights and a parking lot. The proposed
hours of operation are from May 1 - October 31 every day until at least 11;:00 pm and until midnight on
Fridays and Saturdays. The addition of sound amplification, lights, and a parking lot would create a
public nuisance, diminish our property value and seriously disrupt our quality of life,

We moved to this area from downtown Chicago thirteen years ago to raise our family away from busy
streets, noise and lights. We chose a rural area so that we would not have to deal with congestion,
traffic and noise. This area is largely residential and the proposed use completely undermines the
character of the neighborhood. It is unfair to have an entire community disturbed by the noise, traffic

and lights from one property. Please vote not to allow this use of property that will negatively impact so
many families and properties.

I am not persuaded by arguments that this an event venue is an allowed use under the City of Grant
zoning ordinance, since it appears that the zoning ordinance was just recently amended to allow for this
specific use. | am disturbed by the apparent casualness with which the zoning ordinance was altered.
With this precedence, how do you possibly deny the next property owner who wants a zoning
amendment? In substance, how is an events venue different from a bar or restaurant? 300 guests,
eating, drinking and partying until midnight, but paying a catering company rather than a bar or
restaurant owner? This is a distinction without a difference, The City Council is setting a troubling
precedent here. You have set yourselves up to have no principled basis to deny the establishment of
bars and restaurants all over the City of Grant, even in areas zoned as agricultural. How will you feel



when the next application comes from one of your neighbors who wants to open up a bar next to your
home?

| ask that the Grant City Council deny the CUP application and also repeal its zoning ordinance
amendment in light of citizen's concerns. The City Council should act decisively to protect Grant

neighborhoods from disruption and commercialization. | will attend the meeting on Tuesday evening
but wanted you te have advance notice of my concerns.

Sincerely,

Melinda Lopes
12160 Upper Heather Avenue N.
Hugo, MN 55038

cc {via email):

Mayor Tom Carr ( mavor@cityofgrant,us, trcarr@cbburnet.com )
Council Member Steve Bohnen { sbohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member David Tronrud { dtronrud @cityofgrant.us }
Council Member Jeff Huber ({ jhuber@cityofgrant.us)

Council Member Tina Lobin { tlobin@cityofgrant.us )




March 30, 2014

By E-Mall: clerk@cityofgrant.us

City of Grant City Council
Grant Town Hall

8380 Kimbro Avenue N
Grant, Minnesota

Re: Dellwood Barns Wedding Venue, 7373 120th Street
Conditional Use Permit Application & Public Hearing
Grant City Councli Meeting — April 1, 2014

Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council:

My husband and | live at 12460 Heather Ave N along with our 3 young children. | write in opposition to

the CUP application and to express my concern with the process by which the City of Grant has already
begun to proceed regarding this matter.

You can imagine our surprise to first hear just two days ago of the new and amended yet already
approved zoning ordinance that took place relating to the “Dellwood Wedding Barn.” There is no
denying that the proposed activities will disrupt the peace of our neighborhoad, negatively impact
property values and prevent us, our neighbors in Dellwood Ridge and other adjacent neighborhoods
from enjoying our properties with our families. The addition of a Wedding Barn hosting events with
hundreds of guests May through October certainly does not resonant with “A Home in the Country.”

We are disappointed that the first public hearing is taking place April 1, just one month prior to the
apparent launch of a Barn that boasts online they only have a few dates left open in 2014,
| urge you to vote against the proposed permit and also repeal its zoning ordinance amendment.

Kind Regards,

—_///%;%('if& %&/g

Monica Beulke

cc (via email):

Mayor Tom Carr { mayor@cityofgrant.us, trcarr@cbburnet.com )
Counci! Member Steve Bohnen ( sbohnen@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member David Tronrud ( dtronrud@cityofgrant.us )
Council Member Jeff Huber { jhuber@cityofgrant.us )

Council Member Tina Lobin ( tlobin@cityofgrant.us



Administrator/Clerk

M e
From: Michele Lindau <MLindau@ci.hugo.mn.us>
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 2:16 PM
To: clerk@cityofgrant.us; max
Cc: Bryan Bear
Subject: FW: Zoning request

Max, | have forwarded this to the City of Grant.

Michele Lindau
Hugo City Clerk
651-762-6315

----- Original Message—--—

From: max [mailto:maxrsoliveira@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 8:53 AM

To: Michele Lindau

Cc: Max Oliveira

Subject: Zoning request

Dear Sirs,

| live at 12010 Heather Ave. N. The farm property across the street at the S curve on county rd. 7th is requesting to use

their property for special events and related activities; the public hearing is tonight and | am traveling and I'm not able to
attend.

As one of the closes property to the barn where the events are to be held, | am strongly opposed to this proposal.

In the recent past they've had at least two events; parking was an issue as people had to park on the shoulder of County

7 around the S curve. The music and people noise lasted early in the the morning hours, that even with my windows
closed the sounds were very evident.

Please relay my opposition to this proposal in my absence.

Best Regards,
Max Qliveira

651-428-3055

12010 heather ave. n.
Hugo, 55038

Sent from Max's | Pad

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 20114.0.4355 / Virus Database: 3722/7276 - Release Date: 03/31/14



City of Grant

Date range; 04/01/2014 to 04/25/2014

Vendor
Payroll Period Ending 04/30/2014

Xcel Energy

Sprint
Petly Cash

KEJ Enterprises

Croix Valley Inspector

Washington County Transportation
M.J. Raleigh Trucking

Lyle Signs, Inc.

Sherrill Reid Animal Control
Maroney's

MN Departmeni of Labor & Industry
Smith Appraisal Service
CenturyLink

Wells Fargo Business Card

Waste Management

Ken Ronnan

AirFresh Industries

Press Publications

WSB & Associates

Washington Courty Property Records

Date
o4/2212014

04/22/2014

04/22/2014
04/22/2014

04/22/2014

04/22/2014
04/22/2014
04/22/2014
04/22/2014
04/22/2014
04/2212014
04/22{2014
04/22/2014
04/22/2014
04/22/2014
04/22/2014
04/22/2014
04/222014
04/2212014

04/22/2014

04/22/2014

Check #
12384

12385

12386

12387

12388

12389
12390
12391
12382
12393
12394
12395
12396
12397
12398
12399
12400
12401
12402

12403

12404

Disbursements List

Total
$3,262.64

$331.26

$30.00
$200.00

$3,530.00

$6.040.50
$638.66
$110.00
$309.42
$90.00
$46.35
$339.23
$1,810.83
$161.35
$230.00
$4,347.38
$155.00
$125.00
$161.64

$2,058.75

$2,666.00

Deseription

Utilities

City Cell Phone

Election Expenses

Snow Removal/Signs

Buifding Inspector

Snow and lce Control
Salt/Sand

Sign Replacement

Animal Controlinv2014-26
Roadside Garbage
Conf#19558163060
Monthly Assessment Services
City Phone

Municipal Clerk's Institute
Recycling

Video Tech Services
PortaiPot #16399

Legals

Engineering

2014 Property Taxes

Page 1

Void
No

No

No

No

No

Ne
No
No
No
Na
No

No

No
No
No
No
Na

No

No

No

Account #

100-41101-100
100-43004-381
100-43010-381
100-43117-381
100-43116-321

100-41310-210
100-41313-210

100-43108-400
100-43110-300
100-43113-300
100-42004-300
100-43113-210
100-43113-210
100-43110-330
100-42006-300
100-43105-384
100-42005-520
100-41208-300
100-41309-321
100-41305-310
100-43011-384
100-41318-300
100-43007-210
872-49310-351
878-49310-351
879-49310-351

100-41203-300

Defail
$3,262.64
$272.80
$11.59
$46.87
$30.00

$100.00
$100.00

$280.00
$930.00
$2,320.00
$6,040.50
$638.66
$110.00
$309.42
$90.00
$46.35
$330.23
$1,810.83
$161.35
$230.00
$4,347.38
$155.00
$125.00
$67.50
$60.08
$34.06

$2,088.75

04/25/2014



City of Grant

Vendor

Eckberg Lammers

PERA

IRS

David's Consulting

Mike Perron

Brochman Blackiopping Co.

Kline Bros Excavating

Swanson Haskamp Consulting

Total For Selected Checks

Date

04/22/2014

04/22/2014

04/22/2014

04/24/2014

0472412014
042412014
04/25/2014

04/25/2014

Check #
12405

12406

EFT438

12414

12415
124186
12407

12408

Disbursements List

Total

$5,298.67

$602.55

$1,079.91

$2,592.50

$2,625.00

$8,465.00
$10,325.00

$4,757.00

$62,389.64

Description

Legal Services

PERA

Payroll Taxes

Roadside Services

Tree Removal
Roads/Pothole Repair

Road Maintenance

Planning

Page 2

Yoid

No

No

No

No

No
No
No

No

Account #
100-43008-520

100-41204-300
100-41205-300
100-41208-300
801-49310-300
872-49310-300
878-49310-300

100-41102-120
100-41113-100

100-41103-100
100-41107-100
100-41110-10C
100-41112-100

100-43113-300
100-43114-300

100-43114-300
100-43109-300

100-43101-300
100-43106-224
100-43111-220
100-43113-300
100-43126-300

100-41208-300
871-49310-300
872-49310-300
878-49310-300
879-48310-300

Detait
$2,666.00

$2,402.00
$360.00
$1,637.67
$40.00
$532.20
$326.80

$323.59
$278.96

$341.44
$397.03
$276.72

$64.72

$2,422.50
$170.00

$2,625.00
$8,465.00

$6,887.50
$150.00
$135.00
$1,777.50
$1,375.00

$1,629.00
$345.00
$1,127.00
$943.00
§713.00

$62,389.64

04/25/2014
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& Associates, Inc, Infrastructure m Engineering = Planning m Construction T01 Xenia Avenue South

Suite 300

Minneapolis, MN 55416
Tel: 763-541-4800
Fax: 763-541-1700

Memorandum

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council, City of Grant
Kim Points, Administrator, City of Grant

From: Phil Olson, PE, City Engineer
WSB & Associates, Inc.

Date: April 24, 2014

Re: Roadside Service Contract Update

David’s Consulting cutrently has a three year contract for Roadside Services. Council
previously discussed that David’s Consulting owns a rotary snow blower that is available for use

in the winter. An update to the existing roadside services contract is recommended to include
this equipment for future use.

The rotary snow blower has been included in the revised contract at the rate of $85.00/hour. A
revised contract is attached.

Consent Agenda Item: Authorize updated roadside services contract with David’s Consulting,

CrAlisers\ddmienAdppl e Local\Microrg? \Windows\Temporary infernct Files\Content. Outlook\ KSCOUFDIT Consent Agearks Itens - Roudside Services Contruct. doc



gy
- .‘
A

ODAYIN

for children with heart disease

Thursday, April 17, 2014

City Council

City of Grant

P.O. Box 577
Willernie, MN 55090

RE: Request for approval of Camp Odayin’s Application for Exempt Permit

Dear City Council,

We are respectfully requesting that the City of Grant consider for approval at the May 2014 City Council

meeting the Application for Exempt Permit that will be submitted by Camp Odayin to the Minnesota Gambling
Control Board.

Camp Odayin is a nonprofit organization that provides a residential camping experience for young
people with heart disease. Camp Odayin will be held during four weekends this summer at Camp Knutson In
Minnesota. The only charge for a camper to attend is a $25 registration fee, Camp Odayin also conducts a

week-long day camp in West St. Paul for children ages 6-7 as well a young adult retreat and two weekends of
family camp.

On hehalf of Camp Odayin a volunteer committee has organized the 13" annual Whole Heart Golf

Tournament to be held at Indian Hills on Monday, June 16, 2014. With the City of Grant’s approval, Camp
Odayin intends to conduct a raffle during the event.

The application along with a stamp addressed envelope is enclosed. Please sign in the upper left corner
of page two under the city authorization. Once the application has been signed, please mall the application to

Cassie McLemore using the envelope provided.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at 651.351.9185. Thank you for your time and
attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Office Manager
Camp Cdayin

Ce: Sara Meslow, Camp Odayin

P.O. Box 2068 Stillwater, MN 55082 651.351.9185 fax: 651.351.9187 www.campodayin.org



MINNESOTA LAWFUL GAMBLING
LG220 Application for Exempt Permit

3/14 Page L of 2

An exempt permit may be issued to a nonprofit organization thai:

Application fe
- conducts lawful gambling on flve or fewer days, and ppl catio € (non refundable)
- awards less than $50,000 in prizes during a calendar yeat. Ifa :
- pplication is postmarked or recelved 30 days or
If total 'prlze \faiue for the year will be $1,500 or less, contact the licensing more before the event $50; otherwise $100.
speclalist assigned to your county.

ORGANIZATION INFORMATION

Organization hame Previous gambling permit number

Camp Odayin x-33603-13-007
Minnesota tax ID number, if any Federal employer ID number (FEIN), if any
41-2014358

Type of nonprofit organization. Check one.

Fraternal Religious ' Veterans X Other nonprofit organization
Mailing address .. City State Zip code County
PO Box 2068 Stillwater MN 55082 Washington
Name of chief executive officer [CEQ] Daytime phone number . E-mail address
Sara Meslow 651.351.9185 info@campodayin.org
NONPROFIT STATUS

Attach a copy of ONE of the following for proof of nonprofit status.

Nonprofit Articles of Incorporation OR a current Certificate of Good Standing.
Pon't have a copy? This certificate must be obtained each year from:

Secretary of State, Business Services Div., 60 Empire Drive, Sulte 100, St. Paul, MN 55103
Phone: 651-296-2803

IRS income tax exemption [501(c)] letter in your organization’s name.

Pon’t have a copy? To obtaln a copy of your federal income tax exempt letter, have an organization officer contact
the IRS at 877-829-5500.

IRS - Affiliate of national, statewide, or international parent nonprofit organization [charter]
X your organization fatls under a parent organization, attach coples of both of the following:
8. IRS letter showing your parent organization is a nonprafit 501{¢) organization with a group ruling, and
b. the charter or letter from your parent organization recognizing your organization as a subordinate,

GAMBLING PREMISES INFORMATION

Name of premises where the gambling event will be conducted. For raffies, list the site where the drawing will take place.
Indian Hills

Address [do not use PO box] City or township Zip code County

6667 Keats Ave Grant 55082 Washington

Date[s] of activity. For raffles, indicate the date of the drawing.

Monday, June 16, 2014

Check each type of gambling activity that your organtzation will conduct,

___Bingo* X _Raffle [totat value of raffle prizes awarded for year $M um1 _..Paddiewheels* ___ Pull-tabs* ___ Tipboards*

*@ambling equipment for bingo paper, paddlewheels, pull-tabs, and tipboards must be obtained from a distributor

llcensed by the Minnesota Gambling Control Board. EXCEPTION: Bingo hard cards and bingo number selection devices
may be borrowed from another organization authorized to conduct bingo.

To find a licensed distributor, go to www.gch.state.mm.us and click on Distributors
under the WHO'S WHO? LIST OF LYCENSEES, or call 651-539-10900.




squson|§si-:qmp cansuliing, e

MINOR SUBDIVISION - Loggers Trall

TO: Mayor and City Council Date: April 24, 2014

Kim Points, City Clerk

Nick Vivian, City Attorney RE: Minor Subdivision —
From: Jennifer Haskamp Loggers Trail Lot 1 Block 2
Background

The Applicant, Dan Pohl of Loggers Trail Golf Club, has submitted an application for a minor subdivision to
divide the existing Lot 2 Block 1 of the Loggers Trail plat into two lots. The subdivision process would create
the 2™ Addition of the Loggers T'rail plat with the purpose of accommodating the golf course club house, The
proposed application will resulr in one additional lot which would be used for the construction of a new
permanent club house, and the remaining portion of Lot 1 Block 1 of the Second Addition would continue to
be used for the golf course. Per the city code, when no more than two lots are being created, a Public Hearing
is not required, and the City Council may review the request administratively. Therefore staff has prepared
the following short memo to assist with your review, and also has provided a resolution for your review and

consideration.

Project Summary

Owner: Ramseraic LLC Site Size: P1D 2403021110001~ 131.23 Acres

Applicant: Dan Pohl, Loggers Trail Golf (Existing Conditions)

Club

Zoning & Land Use: A-l Request: The Applicant is requesting a lot split to create
two separate lots described as Loggers Trail Second
Addition Lot 1 Block 1 and Lot 2 Block 1

The existing lot currently contains the Loggers Trail golf course and a temporary clubhouse which is located
on the southeastern corner of the site. The purpose of the minor subdivision is to create a separate lot for the

clubhouse so that financing can be obtained to construce a permanent clubhouse for the golf cdub.

The existing lot, which is described as Lot 2 Block 1 Loggers Trail is approximately 131.23 acres as shown on
the Certificate of Survey.

The proposed lot split would result in the following;

Lot 1 Block 1, Loggers Trail Second Addition - 126.21 Acres
Lot 2 Block 1, Loggers Trail Second Addition — 5.02 Acres
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Review Criteria

The City’s subdivision ordinance allows for minor subdivisions Section 30-9, where minor subdivisions are
described as creating no more than two (2) lots. ‘The subdivision ordinance states that provided all other
aspects of the zoning ordinance are met, that an applicant may request the minor subdivision directly from
the City Council through a minor subdivision application.

The sections of the code that related to dimensional standards and other zoning considerations are provided
for your reference:

Secs. 30-107
Secs. 32--246
Secs. 33-313

Existing Site Conditions

The existing site is located a the intersection of Manning Avenue North and 80%* Street North, The existing
site is approximately 131 acres and is oriented east to west, with primary frontage on Manning Avenue North.
The Loggers Trail Golt Club is an 18-hole golf course, which includes a driving range and temporary golf
clubhouse which is located in the southeastern corner of the site. 'The existing use has a Conditional Use
Permit for operations of both the golf course and clubhouse. The existing access to the site is from 80 Street

north, with the primary parking lot for the facility located adjacent to 80® Street N. and Manning Avenue.

Comprehensive Plan Review

The adopted comprehensive plan sets a maximum density of 1 unit per 10 acres. The proposed minor
subdivision will create an additional lot, but will meet the Jand use designation as described within the City’s

comprehensive plan and the resulting lots are not proposed to be used for residential uses.

Zoning/Site Review

Dimensional Standards

The following site and zoning requirements in the A-2 district are defined as the following for lot standards
and structural setbacks:

Dimension Standard
A R E P
Lot Width (public street) i 300
LotDepth a0 )
Side Yard Setback (Interior) - Ty
‘Rear Yard Sethack o o 50°
Lot Size and Lot Area
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The proposed minor subdivision will result in the creation of a new lot that will be approximarely 5.02 acres,

and the remaining lot of approximately 126 acres. The proposed minor subdivision will meet the Ciry’s
zoning ordinance standards for lot size within the A-1 zoning district.

Lot Width

The proposed subdivision will result in a 5-acre lot to be described as Lot 2 Block 1 Loggers Trail Second
Addition, and is proposed to be regular in shape. As shown on the submitted plat, the dimensions of the lot
will be approximately 420’ wide (Manning) by 520’ deep (80" Street). The remaining Lot 1 Block 1 Loggers

Trail Second Addition will continue to have primary frontage on Manning Avenue and will have

approximately 1077 feet of frontage. Both lots as proposed will meet the City’s Ordinance standards for ot
width for properties zoned A-1.

Setbaclks and ROW

There is an existing temporary clubhouse on Lot 2 Block 1 of the second addition which is proposed to be
removed so that a new permanent clubhouse can be constructed. However, as currently constructed the
clubhouse and parking facilities meet all setback requirements based upon the proposed lot lines of Lot 2
Block 1 Second Addition. Washington County has reviewed the submitted application due to the focation
along Manning Avenue and have not provided formal comments or recommendations with respect to the
proposed lot split. However, they have indicated to staff that they will perform a more thorough review of

the placement of the parking lot, etc,, at the time the application is made for the permanent clubhouse.

Access/Driveways

As indicated in previous sections, there is an existing temporary clubhouse and parking lot on site that
currently provides access to the golf course. The proposed subdivision will not alter the location of access
drives or parking areas at this time. However, the Applicant has indicared that they intend to apply for an
Amendment to the CUP o construct a new clubhouse on Lot 2 Block 1 Loggers T'rail Second Addition.
During that review process more thorough analysis of any proposed driveway modifications and parking lot

locations will be conducred and information provided to Washington County for their review and

recommendarions.

Wetand Delineation

The site is located within the Brown’s Creek Watershed District, and the City is the LGU for the Wetland
Conservation Act (WCA). Ac this cime due to the existing conditions of the site, a wetland delineation was
not requested from the Applicant. If, at the time of request for an Amended CUP it appears that delineation

is necessary, the Applicant will be required to submit information prior to approval of any construction or
grading permits.

Soil/Septic Tests
Because there is an existing temporary clubhouse onsite there is also a septic system and drainfield which
provides sanitary service to the facility. At the time of application for construction of a new clubhouse

(during the CUP amendment process) additional information regarding the location of the drainfield and/or
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capacity arises the Applicant shall supply the necessary information and obtain all proper permits from
Washington County.

Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of the minor subdivision with the following findings and conditions:
*  Approval of the minor subdivision is consistent with the rural residential character of the area and is

consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

The proposed minor subdivision will create two lots, and meets the requirements as stated within the

City’s Subdivision ordinance.

* The proposed resulting irregular lot line associated with Lot 1 Block 1 Loggers Trail Second Addition

is reasonable due to the existing site use as a golf course, and existing Logger Trail plat.

The access location on Manning Avenue has been reviewed by the appropriate jurisdictions.

*  Any proposed structures on the resulting parcels shall be required to meet all setback locations, sited
outside of all delineated wetland areas, and shall be subject to the adopted zoning ordinance.

" Any alteration to the clubhouse on Lot 2 Block 1 Loggers Trail Second Addition shall require an

amendment to the existing Conditional Use Permit.

Action Needed

The Resolution is attached for your consideration.
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CITY OF GRANT, MINNESOTA
RESOLUTION NO. 2014-10

RESOLUTION APPROVING A REQUEST FOR MINOR SUBDIVISION
OF PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LOGGERS TRAIL SUBDIVISON,
DESCRIBED AS LOT 2 BLOCK 1 FIRST ADDITION AND CREATING LOGGERS
TRAIL SECOND ADDITION
GRANT, MINNESOTA

WHEREAS, Dan Pohl of Loggers Trail Golf Club ( “Applicant”} has submitted an
application for a Minor Subdivision for Lot 1 Block 1 of the Loggers Trail plat, located at 11950
Manning Avenue North in the City of Grant, Minnesota; and

WHEREAS, the minor subdivision would result in the creation of one additional lot
establishing Loggers Trail Second Additions Lots 1 and 2 Block 2; and

WHEREAS, the minor subdivision process allows for no more than two lots to be
created with a five-year period utilizing this method; and

WHEREAS, the City Council for the City of Grant has considered the application at its
May 1, 2014, City Council meeting;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCTIL
OF THE CITY OF GRANT, WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA, that it does hereby
approve the request of Dan Pohl for a Minor Subdivision as described in Chapter 30, based upon
the following findings pursuant to Section 30-9 of the City’s Subdivision Ordinance. The City
Council’s Findings relating to the standards are as follows:

*  The minor subdivision will not negatively affect the physical characteristics of the lots
located within the Loggers Trail plat or surrounding neighborhood.

*  The proposed minor subdivision conforms to the city’s comprehensive plan.



Resolution No.: 2014-
Pape 2 of 2

»  The lots resulting from the minor subdivision will meet all standards and requirements for
lot dimensions, and size as described in Section 32-246.

" The resulting irregular lot line associated with Lot 1 Block 1 Loggers Trail Second

Addition is reasonable due to the existing use of the site as a golf course, and existing
Logger Trail plat,

" The existing access location on Manning Avenue has been reviewed by the appropriate
jurisdiction, and no formal comments or recommendations were provided.

® The rearrangement will not be detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety or
general welfare of the city, its residents, or the existing neighborhood.

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED, that the following conditions of approval of the Minor
Subdivision shall be met:

= Any proposed structures on the resulting parcels shall be required to meet all setback

locations, sited outside of all delineated wetland areas, and shall be subject to the adopted
zoning ordinance.

" Any alteration to the clubhouse on Lot 2 Block 1 Loggers Trail Second Addition shall
require an amendment to the existing Conditional Use Permit.

» Prior to execution of the deeds all fees and escrow amounts shall be paid in full,

= The Applicant shall submit the deeds for review and approval by the City Attorney.

Adopted by the Grant City Council this 1st day of May, 2014.

Tom Carr, Mayor
State of Minnesota )
} ss.
County of Washington )}

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and appointed Clerk of the City of Grant,
Minnesota do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing resolution adopted at a

meeting of the Grant City Council on , 2014 with the original thereof on file in my
office and the same is a full, true and complete transeript thereof,
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Witness my hand as such City Clerk and the corporate seal of the City of Grant, Washington
County, Minnesota this day of , 2014,

Kim Points
Clerk
City of Grant



KLINE BROS EXCAVATING

8996 110th St N Invoice
TER, MN 5508
STILLWATER, MN 55082 p—— —
412414 2325
BILL TO JOB ADDRESS
CITY OF GRANT ROAD GRAVEL
111 WILDWQOD RD 100-43106
WILLERNIE, MN 55090 °
DUE DATE
hlaM4
DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT COST AMOUNT
4-22-14 LNT 9000 (HAUL 2 LOADS GRAVFL FROM RALEIGH'S TO 97TH 2 75.00 150.00
S0
Total 150.00




KLINE BROS EXCAVATING

8996 110th St N Invoice
N 082
STILLWATER, MN 55 DATE Pepr— ]
4124114 2321 |
BILL TO JOB ADDRESS
CITY OF GRANT SNOWPLOWING
111 WILDWOOD RD 100-43113
WILLERNIE, MN 55090
DUE DATE
54114
DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT COST AMOUNT
4-04-14 770B 9.5 80.00 855.00
40414 T40A 10.25 90.00 922.50

AMTS PAST 30 DAYS WILL BE SUBJECT TO A 1 1/2% MONHTLY SERV

CHARGE

Total

1,777.50




KLINE BROS EXCAVATING

8996 110th St N Invoice
STILLWATER, MN 55082 DATE INVOICER .
L 4124714 2322
BILL TO JOB ADDRESS

CITY OF GRANT ROAD GRADING

111 WILDWOOD RD 100-43101

WILLERNIE, MN 55000

DUE DATE
5l4/14
DESCRIPTION Qry UNIT COST AMOUNT

3-30-14 7708 8 75.00 600.00
4-07-14 770B 8 75.00 800.00
4-07-14 740A 7 75.00 525.00
4-08-14 7708B 8 75.00 800.00
4-08-14 740A 4 75.00 300.00
4-08-14 T500 4 70.00 280.00
4-10-14 770B 2 75.00 150.00
414-14 770B 5 75.00 375.00
4-14-14 740A 35 75.00 262.50
4-18-14 '770B 85 75.00 637.50
4-18-14 T40A 75 75.00 562.50
4-19-14 770B 6 75.00 450.00
4-19-14 740A 7 75.00 525.00
4-21-14 1845C (SHAPE 97TH ST) 6 85.00 510.00
4-22-14 1845C (SHAPE 97TH ST) 6 85.00 510.00
AMTS PAST 30 DAYS WILL BE SUBJECT TO A 1 1/2% MONHTLY SERV
CHARGE Total 6,867.50




KLINE BROS EXCAVATING

8996 110th St N Invoice
T ER, MN 55082
S LLWAT 5 DATE INVOICE #
412414 2323
BILL TO JOB ADDRESS
CITY OF GRANT CULVERT WORK
111 WILDWOOD RD 100-43111
WILLERNIE, MN 55000
DUE DATE
5l4114
DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT COST AMOUNT
3-29-14 (DIG CULVERT END AT 99TH ST CTh 1 45.00 45.00
4-03-14 (DIG OUT SOUTH END OF CULVERT AT 11626 IRONWOOD) 1 45.00 45.00
4-11-14 (LOOK AT MANHOLE ON KEATS & CULVERT ON KIMBRO) 1 45.00 45.00
Total 135.00




KLINE BROS EXCAVATING

8996 110th St N Invoice
STILLWATER, MN 55082 DATE INVOIGE #
4124114 2324
BILL TO JOB ADDRESS
CITY OF GRANT DITCH WORK
111 WILDWOOD RD 10043126
WILLERNIE, MN 55080
DUE DATE
5/4/14
DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT COST AMOUNT
SHAPE 97TH ST 0.00
4-21-14 LNT 8000 6 75.00 450.00
4-21-14 SD54 5 75.00 375.00
4-22-14 LNT 9000 1 75.00 75.00
4-22-14 SD54 4 75.00 300.00
4-23-14 SEED DITCH AT 68TH ST & JASMINE 175.00
AMTS PAST 30 DAYS WILL BE SUBJECT TO A 1 1/2% MONHTLY SERV
CHARGE Total 1,375.00




& dssocidas, Juc. Infrastructure w Engineering m Planning = Gonstruction 701 Xenia Avenue South
Suite 300
Minneapolis, MN 55416
Tel: 763-541-4800
Fax: 763-541-1700

Memorandum

Te: Honorable Mayor and City Council, City of Grant
Kim Points, Administrator, City of Grant

From: Phil Olson, PE, City Engineer
WSB & Associates, Inc.

Date: April 24, 2014

Re: Roadway Patching Contract

A new roadway patching contract is recommended for pothole patching and other roadway
maintenance on paved roads. Brochman Blacktopping Company has been completing this work
for the last several years. Approval of the attached contract will lock equipment and labor
pricing until May 1, 2017.  Pricing for patching materials is proposed to be a pass through cost
from the bituminous plant since oil prices are difficult to forecast.

Below is the proposed pricing for Brochman Blacktopping Company. The original quote is also
attached for review.

o $52.00/hour: Laborer

$87.00/hour: Truck with driver

$77.00/hour: Skid loader/bucket with driver
$72.00/hour: Roller with operator

§90.00/hour: Skid loader/cold planer with operator
$85.00/hour: Skid loader/broom with operator
$30.00/hour: Tack sprayer

$3.00/gallon: Hot tack

Bituminous/asphalt: Actual cost (including tax)

0 C OO0 000

Action: Discussion. If desired, authorize contract with Brochman Blacktopping Company.

CAUsers\ddmin\dppData LocaP\Microsoft fi yorary Biernet Files\Content. Qutlook\KS COURDINAgemdd ln - Roadwy Paiching Cortract.doe
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STAFF REPORT

TO: Mayor & City Council Members Date: April 23, 2014
Kim Points, City Clerk

. . ) RE: Review of Updated information
Nick Vivian, City Attorney

requested at April 1, 2014 City

From: Jennifer Haskamp Council Meeting for a
CUP to Operate Rural Fvent
Facility at 7373 120" Street N.,
Grant, MN

Background

The following review is provided of additional information submicted by the Applicant in response to the
recommendations and discussion held ac the April 1* City Council meeting, The review which follows is
focused on the additional information received since the April meeting only, and does not attempt to repeat
the information contained within the staff report dated March 20, 2014.

A duly noticed public hearing was held on April 1, 2014 for consideration of the CUP Application made by
Mr, Jordan to operate a Rural Event Facility from an existing barn on his property. After receiving and

hearing the public’s concerns and comments with respect to the proposed operations, the Public Hearing was
closed.

The City Council discussion following the public hearing focused on the specific elements of the site plan and
proposed operations, while attempring to address some of the concerns identified by the public. The
discussion concluded with Council requesting the Applicant to provide the following additional information

for review and consideration at the May 1% Council meeting;

* Submittal of a Sound Study performed by a professional engineer or specialist and any proposed

mitigation necessary to meet the MPCA’s noise standards.
*  Revised site plan showing;
»  Expansion of main access driveway to 20-feet

»  Re-location of ADA compliant parking stalls, ro be within 50-feet of the front door and
paved and marked

» ‘Widened access apron onto 120 Streer

*  Provide additional options (fixtures) for lighting in the parking lot
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In addition to the Council requested information, the Applicant has also submitted an alternative Concept
Plan to accommodate the parking which is shown on the attached sheet A2.1. The proposed concept
addresses some of the discussion by the Council, and neighbors with respect to the size and potential sound

impact that a large single parking area may have. A review and summary of this plan is provided in the
following sections for your consideration.
Project Summary

The following summary and background is provided as a reference, and changes identified since the March
staff reporr identified in izalies.

Applicant:  Afton Architects & Planners, Lid. | Site Size: 37.14 Acres

Zoning & Land Use: A-1 Request: Conditional Use Permit (CUP)

Location (PIDs):

0503021210005 — Dellwood Wedding Barn (Rural Event Facility), parking, Informal Gathering space,
etc. (23.72 acres)

0503021210004 ~ Qutdoor Ceremony space, new drainfield for Wedding Barn facility bathrooms

Zoning/Site Review

The following zoning and site review is based upon the revised Site Plan dated 4.23.2014.

Dimensional Standards

The following site and zoning requirements in the A-1 district regulate the site and proposed project:

Dimension Standard

Lot Size 5 acres

Frontage - Per Sections 32-245 & 32-352) County/State Road and 300"

Front yard - centerline of County Road 150°

{Principal Structure)

Frant Yard Setback 65

Side Yard Setback (Per Section 32-352) 100

Rear Yard Setback 25

Height of Serucrure 35’

Fence May be on propetty line, but not
within any ROW

Driveway Setback 5

Parking Lot setbaclc 10’ from ROW

Wetland Setback Structure (Buffer) 75 (507

Impervious surface coverage 50%

Floor Area Ratio 30%

Wedding Barn Facility The following findings from the March 20, 2014 Staff report are unchanged based



{Serbacks &
Frontage):

Parking Lot

{Location):

Parking;

smmsonféame conwliing, lle

upon the updated plan set:

The existing Barn meets all sethacks as required by the City's zoning ordinance,
provided both Lot 4 and 5 are considered,

The property meets the City’s Standards for the Rural Event Facility to be located
on a County or State Road, and exceeds the required froniage.

The attached site plan shown on A2 does not change or alter the location of the

proposed parking lot. ds shown the proposed parking lot would meet all siandards
Jor sesbacks and dimensions.

In addition, at the City Council meeting in April there was some discussion by the
Council, staff and Applicant as to whether or not some parking could be located
behind the Barn in an effort to reduce the large parking area proposed and possibly
mitigate some of the potential noise and visual pollution associated with such a
large parking lot. As a result of the discussion the Applicant further explored the
option of creating two smaller lots rather than one large lot, and has demonstrated
this Concept in the attached Sheet A2.1 As proposed, the concept in A2.1 would
also meet the City’s Zoning Ordinance standards for setbacks and locations.

The City Engincer has also reviewed the parking lot design in both A2 and A2.1
and bis comments are attached for your review and consideration.

The following table summarizes the parking stalls proposed on the revised site plan
sheet identified as A2.

Patking Area Number of Stalls
Primary Parking Lot 102

Overflow Parking Stalls 15

Total Handicap 4

Total 121

The Concepr Plan in attached figured A2.1 proposes to split the parking lot into
two smaller the lots. The following table summarizes the parking stalls proposed:

Parking Area Number of Stalls
West Parking Lot 75

East Patking Lot 28

Overtlow Parking Stalls 16

Total Handicap 4

Total 123

In both designs, A2 and A2.1, the proposed parking lot(s) are designed with gravel,

3



Driveway/Circulation:

Septic System:

Lighting
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Both plans have identified 4 parking stalls for ADA compliance to be paved and
located within 50-feet of the entrance to the facility. As noted within the City
Engineer’s report, he has reviewed the design of the proposed parking lot and his
comments are attached to this report for your review and consideration, Based
upon the review of the Engincer and the City’s ordinances, the proposed gravel
parking lot does not meet the standards as specified in Section 32-373. However,
staff does belicve thas the number of stalls and parking design layout on both A2
and A2.1 would likely be adequate to serve the facility.

The site plan has been revised to address the concerns of the City Engineer and
County with respect to the primary driveway and access into the facility, The site
plan now indicates an improved, paved, access apron on the western driveway as
well as the expansion of the driveway width to 20-feet. Additionally, the County
had asked for the north driveway access to be closed during events and indicated
that they would request a fence be placed across the driveway to prevent its use.
The site plan has been revised to include 2 gate across this access. Finally,
Washington County has indicated that the Applicant will be required to obtain a
new access permit the change in use of the property. The driveway, as located,
meets the setback requirements as identified within the City’s zoning ordinance.
The Applicant shall be required 1o obtain all necessary access permits from
Washington County prior to commencing operations. Additionally, the Applicant
shall be required to submit any additional information needed from the City

Engineer for proper construction of the driveway expansion or other access reluted
fiems,

Since the April 1* meeting, the Applicant has obtained a permit for installation of a
septic system to support the proposed improvements to the barn, including the
installation of restroom facilities. The Applicant shall be required to install the
septic system, in compliunce with Washingion County standards, prior o
commencing operations of the facility.

Section 32-321 Lighting, Light Fixtures and Glare addresses lighting standards of
off-street parking areas and indicates that no more than 1 footcandle may be
emitted on a public streer, and no more than 0.4 foorcandles on adjacent
residential property. The Applicant indicated in an email dated 4/23/2014, that
they are proposing to remove the light poles from rthe parking area and that
battery/solar powered lanterns would be affixed to the fence posts around the
parking areas during events. A specification sheet showing the lights was not
provided, nor was an updated photomeuric plan. A revised photomesric plan and
proposed specification of light fixtures should be provided for review and
approval.  The Applicant shall be aware that the standards of Section 32-321



Noise/Amplificarion
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must be met in any proposed lighting plan.

As directed by the City Council at the April 1, 2014 City Council meeting the
Applicant has submitred a Sound Study for review and consideration. At the
meeting, the Applicant was directed to hire a third-party consultant to prepare the
report. The Council requested that the report evaluate and analyze the site
conditions with music playing at a decibel level inside the barn comparable to what
would be played during an event, and then record the sound level at the property

lines under the following conditions:
» Barn Doors Open
» Barn Doors Closed

The Noise Study Report was prepared by SDA Consulting LLC, a consulting firm
that specializes in audio, video and room acoustics. The noise study was performed
on April 15, 2014 between 7 PM and 10 PM to correspond most closely to the
hours of operation which are most restrictive, and may have the most impact on
adjacent properties. The study was condncted utilizing a factory calibrated Type 11
Sound level meter and a field calibrator and measured dance music (D]) on a loop.
The report reflects that three tests were conducted at the site including the
following;

1. Determination of Sound transmission loss

2. Ambient Noise Level

3. Effective Outside Music Level
Staff interprets the findings of the report to have determined that the music level
inside the barn structure cannot be greater than 85 Decibels in order to comply
with the noise standards as set by the MPCA and City of Grant. When the music
playing on the dance floor was set to 85 decibels the following readings were

recorded (See the atcached sound report for the Figures representing receptor

locations),
Receptor | MPCA Standard | MPCA Standard | Barn Doors — Barn Doors —
Location | (7am — 10pm)* | (10pm — 7am)* Open Closed
A 60 50 51 dBA 48 dBA
B GO 50 47 dBA 46 dBA
C 60 50 45 dBA 44 dBA
D 6O 50 42 dBA 41 DBA

*Assumes Noise Area Classification 1, and duration of noise 150 or more than 30 minutes of an
bour, (City of Grant Section 32-332 regarding noise is consistent with these standards with the
exception of a 2-hour period between Spm and 10pm where it would be more restrictive.
However, afier review of the MPCA standards, the City may not be more restriciive and thus the
MPCA stundards as identified in the above table must be followed.)
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As demonstrated by the test results for D] music, alf locations are within the
guidelines as established by the MPCA with the exception of Receptor Location A
when the barn doors are open and it is past 10 pm. As stared within the report, and
demonstrated in che table, securing the barn doors would mitigate the issue and

bring the sound level within an acceptable range for DJ music.

Although DJ music can be controlled to a certain decibel Jevel on the dance floor,
it is far more difficult to control a live band because of the variables associated with
the music. For example, a classic rock band would likely perform at a different
noise level than a swring quartet. Additionally, bands generally bring their own
equipment which can be of varying quality and cannot be controlled by the facility.
However, staff has performed some research and determined that it is certainly
possible, and perhaps likely, that for example a live classic rock band would be
louder than 85 decibels and therefore the validity of the sound study, particularly
at Receptor A would be in question. Because of the variables associated with live

music, staff recommends consideration of the following conditions regarding

music:

»  All barn doors must be secured and closed no later than 10 pm daily.
»  No amplification of [ive music be permitted.
» D] and/or recorded music may not exceed 85 decibels on the dance floor.

»  Installation of egress doors shall be relocated to the south side of the barm,

and no additional accesses on the north side shall be permitted.

» A row of evergreen trees shall be planted on the north side of the barn to

offer additional sound mitigation for times when the barn doors are open.

Although the sound study did not consider noise generated by patrons mingling
outside, it should be considered particularly when paired with the additional noise
generated from the music inside the barn. The site plan shows an informal
gathering and catering tent in front (north side) of the barn. This location is
closest to Receptor A, which is the area most affecred by noise. As # resuds, staff
would recommend thas this area be removed, and thas any informal outdoor
gathering space must be relocated to the south side of the barn.

Engineering Standards

A full engineering report and analysis is attached from your review and consideration. Primary issues

ideatified within the Engineering Report include analysis of the Parking Lot design and subsequent

Stormwarter Management.

Other Agency Review
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As indicated in the March 20* staff report, the Rice Creek Watershed District must review and approve of the
stormwater management plans. If the Applicant revises the parking area as depicted in sheet A2.1, revised
stormwater calculations will be required for submittal to the watershed districe. In addition, correspondence

form Washington County Environmencal Services related to the septic permit was received and copy of the
g ptic p Py
permit issued provided.

Draft Findings and Recommendations

The attached draft permit includes proposed conditions for your review and consideration.

Attachments

Revised Site Plan Sheets A2 and A2.1

Sound Study dated 4/16/2014 and supplemencal graphic
City Engineer’s Memo, WSB, April 24, 2014

Washington County Environmental Setvices Sepric Permit (Copy)
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WSB

& Assoclans, o, Infrastructure m Engineering = Planning m Construction 701 Xenia Avenue South

Suite 300

Minneapolis, MN 55416
Tel: 763-541-4800
Fax: 763-541-1700

Memorandum

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council, City of Grant
Kim Points, Administrator, City of Grant

CC Jennifer Haskamp, City Planner

From: Phit Olson, PE, City Engincer
WSB & Associates, Inc,

Date: April 24,2014

Re: Wedding Barn: Engineering Plan Review

SUBMITTAL:

Plans were prepared by Afton Architects & Planners, Ltd. are dated February 27, 2014.
Engineering review comments were generated from the following documents included in the
submittal: '

» CUP transmittal & narrative and application
Watershed transmittal, permit application and drawings
Site plans including:
o Existing conditions
o Site plan, revised April 23, 2014
o Grading & erosion control plan
o Building plans
o Lighting plan
Pre-development and post development HydroCAD models
Alternate Parking Plan, dated April 23, 2014

SUBMITTAL COMMENTS:

Two additional site plans (dated April 23, 2014) have been submitted since the original submittal on
February 27, 2014. One plan shows ovetflow parking in an existing gravel area south of the bam,
the second plan shows an expansion of the existing gravel area behind the barn for a larger parking
area. 'These plans are shown in a plan view layout only. A revised grading plan, stormwater
management plan, and utility plan are required for the revised site plans. A complete review cannot
be completed without these submittals.

SITE PLAN COMMENTS:

1. 'The existing driveway access locations and the change in driveway use are required to be
approved by Washington County.

2. 'The existing driveway, access points, site, and buildings should be reviewed by the Fire
Marshal to ensure that the site is in compliance with fire code requirements.

3. The fence on the south side of the parking area is shown on the plan to remain in place.
The fence will need to be relocated due to the site grading and pond grading. The plan
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should be updated with a revised location for the fence.

GRADING PLAN COMMENTS (ORIGINAL SUBMITTAL):

4.

The proposed contours on the north and east sides of the parking lot appear to be incorrect
and are required to be revised.

PARKING LOoT COMMENTS:

5.

The proposed gravel parking lot does not meet the City’s requirements for an off-street
parking area with a durable and dustless surface. The applicant has stated in the CUP
narrative that the gravel surface will be treated with calcium chloride once per year. Due to
the amount of traffic anticipated with the parking lot, one treatment is not believed to be
adequate to provide a dustless surface. Listed below is the section of City Code related to
the requirement for a dustless off-street parking surface.

Sec 32-373 Surface and drainage: Off street parking arca shall be improved with a durable and dustless
sutface. Such areas shall be so graded and drained as to dispose of all surface water accumulation within the
parking area. Durable and dustless surface may include crushed rock and similar treatment for parking
accessory fo one unit residential structures; all other uses shall utilize asphali, concrete or a reasonable
substitute surface as approved by the city engineer.

'The following items are additional issues due to the proposed gravel surface in the parking lot.

6.

» A parking plan should be provided to explain how applicant will ensure that guest will
park as shown in the layout. It is assumed that the gravel surface will not be striped for
parking spaces which may change the layout of the drive lanes.

¢ 'The gravel parking lot is proposed to drain from north to south and erosion issues are
likely due to the large amount of runoff area. Permanent erosion control methods are
required to be incorporated into the plan.

'The overflow parking lots should be dimensioned to show that lot will function as proposed.

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT COMMENTS:

7.

10.

11.
12.

13.

A stormwater permit is required from the Rice Creek Watershed District (RCWD). The
applicant has submitted the original plan for review. It is unclear if the new site plans have
been forwarded to RCWD,

An erosion and sediment control plan needs to be submitted which meets the requirements
of RCWD Rule D and City Erosion Control Ordinances.

It appears that the east and west sides of the parking lot are not directed to the ponding area.
A swale or pipe with curb and gutter is required to direct the new impervious areas to the
ponding area. The swale or pipe design should include a conveyance method that prevents
erosion along the side slopes of the pond.

The plan is required to show the total amount of area included within the silt fence to verify
if an NPDES permit is required. If required, the applicant shall submit the approved permit
to the City.

High water elevations, pipe elevations, emergency overflow routes, and drainage routes are
required to be shown on the grading plan.

The outlet culvert in the stormwater model shows 6-inch CMP pipe. The minimum lateral
pipe diameter should be 12 inches,

A stormwater management plan is required that includes calculations for 2.5-inch rainfall
event to ensure stormwater pond is appropriately sized. A table summarizing pre and post
development discharge rates for the 2, 10, 100-year, 24-hour rainfall events is also required.
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14. 'The alternate parking plan shows a ponding area south of the barn. This ponding area
appears to be located within the 50 foot grading buffer for the adjacent wetland edge.

Additional information is required to verify that the pond is outside of the 50 foot grading
buffer.

Should you have any questions or comments regarding the items listed above, please contact me at
763-512-5245,
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Noise Study Report

Dellwood Barn Weddings

Dellwood, Minnesota

Consultng, LLC

SPECIALIZING IN AUDIID, VIO, AND ROOM ACOUSTICS




Consulting, Inc.

SPECIALIZING IN AUDIO, VIDED, AND ROOM ACOUSTICS

April 16, 2014

Dellwood Barn Weddings
7373 120th Street
Dellwood, Minnesota 55110
Attr: Scott Jordan

Re: Dellwood Barn Weddings Noise Study

At your request on 15 April 2014, SDA-Consulting performed a noise study at the
Dellwood Barn Weddings site in Dellwood Minnesota. The purpose of the study was to
evaluate site conditions and determine operating parameters for amplified music

program which would be consistent with City of Grant noise ordinances and MPCA
regulations.

The results are summarized in the following pages including practical recommendations
for modifications of the barn structure to improve sound isolation

SDA Consulting is an independent consulting firm specializing in room acoustics and the
design of audio and video systems. We do not sell or install any products or equipment.
We work entirely on your behalf. '

Sincerely,
Robert Oswood

Principal Consultant
SDA-Consulting, Inc.

8360 Tenth Avenue North = Golden Valley, Minnesota 55427
Phone: 612 781-0033 » Fax: 612 781-0066



Scope of testing

In order to meet the goal of compliance with City of Grant noise ordinances and MPCA
noise regulations it was necessary to undertake three specific tests.

The first test was needed to determine the sound transmission loss between the Dance
Floor Sound System location and the closest receiving location on the property line. This
included the sound isolation provided by the Barn walls and roof in combination with the
distance loss provided by air absorption. (This information would be used to determine
the level at which music can be played on the Dance Floor).

The second test measured the ambient noise blanket provided by road tfaffic and other
activities adjacent to the Dellwood Barn Weddings site.

The final test incorporated the use of a Dance Music loop played at a level of 85dBA on
the Dance Floor. Corresponding sound level readings are taken at locations A,B,C,D.

Site Conditions

Time of testing: 7PM to 10PM

Location: Dellwood Barn Weddings Site

Noise sources: Swept Sine Wave Loop, Dance Music ioop
Wind speed: 7 MPH

Temperature: 30 degrees F

Relative Humidity: 46%

Test Equipment

Type Il Sound level meter: Studio Six Digital model SD2010
Serial Number: GD10247 (Factory Calibrated 2/26/14)
Field Calibrator: Extech Model 407766

Field calibration results: 93.9 dB @ 1000Hz re: 94 dB

Test Procedures

Determination of Sound transmission foss

All barn doors were secured closed. A special repeating test signal consisting of a 20Hz
to 20KHz swept sign wave with an interval of .5 seconds was input to the DJ sound
system serving the Dance Floor. (This test signal is significantly more audible than a
music source). The Level was adjusted to 95 dBA in order to assure a signal at least
10dBA higher than ambient noise at the closest receiving location. Measurements were
taken on the dance floor and at Location (A) which is closest to the north property line.

8360 Tenth Avenue North = Golden Valley, Minnesota 55427
Phone: 612 781-0033 = Fax: 612 781-0066



Subtracting the reading at Location (A) from 95dBA on the Dance Floor yields the
effective transmission loss. In this case 37dBA.

The process above is repeated with the main bam doors open. Effective transmission
loss is 34 dBA.

Ambient Noise Leve!

The noise level of traffic on the adjacent highway (which is the dominant source of
ambient noise) varies between 60dBA and 85dBA. In order to determine the Equivalent
Continuous Noise Level (LEQ) a measurement is averaged over a fixed time period.
During a two hour peried of testing LEQ measured 52.5dBA (Slightly higher than the 50
dBA ambient noise level which is allowed in the Grant City noise ordinance). It is very
likely that the ambient noise blanket will be several dB higher in the summer due to
increased road traffic and wind noise through trees with leaves. This should provide
additional beneficial masking for activities in the barn.

Effective Outside Music Level

All Barn Doors were secured ciosed. A looped selection of dance music was repeatedly
played at a level of 85dBA on the Dance Floor. Measurements were taken at location
A,B,C\D. during periods when traffic noise did not completely mask the music. In all
cases levels were below 50dBA. (see plot on satellite photo) It was not possible to
measure Dance Music Noise at the closest southern residence.

Recommendations

1. Large Barmn Doors should be closed when amplified music is playing. Smaller egress
doors should be installed to reduce the escape of sound when patrons are entering or
leaving the building.

2. Dance music should not be played at a level which exceeds 90 dBA on the Dance
Floor. The majority of music should be played at 85 dBA or lower.

3. ATYPE Il sound level meter should be purchased to monitor ievels on the Dance
Floor and at Receiver Location A which represents a worst case noise sample.

8360 Tenth Avenue North = Golden Valley, Minnesota 55427
Phone: 612 781-0033 » Fax: 612 781-0066






‘ — INSTRUMENTS
OMPANY

Two range meter
With backlit LCD display

Fealures:

* High accuracy meets ANS! and IEC 651 Type 2 standards
* High and Low measuring ranges

* Data Hold and Max Hold functions

*+ Backlit display to view in dimly lit area

+ Complete with microphone wind screen and 9V battery

Applications:

*» Enforcing community noise ordinances

* Meeting government safety issues (OSHA)
¢ Installing audio systems

» Product noise certification and reduction

Ordering Information:

A07732.........c.ooe SCUND Lol Meter with Backlit Display
407732-NIST .......... Seund Level Meter with Backlit Digplay with ST

EXTECH

407732
Sound Level Meter

Lo=35-100d8
C€  Ri-s5-12008

T
201

| Tange Low: 35 do 10000

:Eé_s-if:iccurgg\r_ +1.50B - _ﬁ
. Wetghling (A & C) X8

__High: 85 to 130dB

Yes
05" (127me) e ]
e D282, 26210
8.10z (230q)

Jifrier

rilfuet. ARG daaitevend isendigg iy ighd of Faes i




' Washington Department of Public Health and Environment Raview Fee: 82000 |

il 14949 62nd Streat Notth PO Box 8 : f
o Ounty Stilwater MN 650820005 Pemilt Foo: $875.00 °
Oifice: 661-430-8655 TTY: 651-430-8246 Fax; 651-430-6730 T
. Talal Fea: $1,165.00 |
Community: Grant | Provious Payment $1,165.00 |
Permit Number:  2700-14-1 - . Be:gpc_e Due ' $0.00
Owner: Sooft Jordan : - é}COi nn &d L} - - f C/
7373 120th 5T N ) - .
Grant MN 65110
Applicant: Sara Kelzenberg Afton Architeats & Planners

PERMISSION IS HEREBY GRANTED

To execute the work specifiad in this parmit on the fellowiné Identifiad property upon exprass condition that satd parsons and thelr agents,
and smployees shall conform in all respecis to the provislons of Ordinance #179, Washington County Davelopment Cotle, Chapter Four,

Subsurface Sewage Troatment Systém Regulations. This parmit may be revoked at any fime upon violatlon of any of the provisions of said
ordinance. ‘
Project Address: 7373 120th ST N
Geo Code: 05-030-21-21-0005
Designer: Inspect Minniesota, Midwest Soll Tasting g
Type of syste;n: Mound Pressure Distributluq i *.‘
' . ‘ o Number Of Laterals: 5 3 o~
'Deslgp Critoria ) Mound Sizing Perforation Spacing: 3 Feat E
Percolation Rata: _7’ Rock Bed Wid[h:“ ) ’ 10 Fe_et Perloratlon Diameter: 7112 lnch
Dapth To Restriction: 24 | Rock Bed Length: 1000 _Feot Head Size; 50 Ingh ¢
Land Slope: _8.00% Absorption Width; .10 Feel Total Head: 428 -
| Flow Rate: . 1000 Dapth of Clean Sand: 12 _Inches ) Connestion: - End .‘
Number of Bedraoms: 0 | Bownslope Dike Width: 22 Fest Length of Lateraﬁs: 60 Feet A
Upslopa Dike: 10 Feet Perforations / Lateral; ) ' 17 -
Length of Dike: o 130  Fest ' Total Perforations; . 81 N
. TonkSizes . Gallons Per Minute: 4
| Tank1: 2800 Tank 2: 2500 Tank 3: 2500 Lift Statlon: 5000 Lateral Diameter: . 45 Inches

Authorized WorkiSpecial Comiitions

1. Duat Pump system, Pressure distribution design Is ofr one half of the moungd. Pumps each dose fo ane half of the system.

2. Effluent Filter with Alarm Required

3. Pressura laterals must have cleanouls to grade.

4. Subjest to annually renewable Operating Formit

6. System must s operated In accordance with the attached Managerent Plan,

8. Wagte Strength Sample provided shows a BOD of 184mg/L. and an Ammonia level of 8.12mgiL. These levels indicate that pre-

trealment is not needed at this time, Provide a wasts strength sample result to the Department once avery 12 months,
7. Waler Meter Required
\ (i Zve . .

Permit Issue Date: 412212014 Pete Qanzal
Permit Expiration Date: _ 2212015

Sanlor Environmental Speciatist



Washington

Department of Public Healtt

and Environmen
P et
zZ=County
Individual Sewage Treatment System Inspection Forn

Projoct Addrass: 7373 120th ST N ApplicationiD:  2700-14.1
Community: Grant Geo Code; 05-030-21-21-0005
Qwner: Scott Jordan Type of System: Mound
Appllcant; Sara Kelzenberg Afton Architects & Planners Designer: Inspact Minnesota, Midwast Soi) Tasti
Type of Installation: [ New Typo of [[] Site Review Inspactor: ] Pete Ganzel

] Repair Inspaction: [7] Tank L[] Chrls LeClalr

] Repracement [] Rough-Up 3 Other

L1 othr 8:{:::"‘6“{ Area Inspection Dates:
Number of Badrooms:
Instatlor: '

Site Review

. Sewage / Holding Tanks |

Mounds / At-Grade

Date: Concluslone; L1 Mound [)At-Grade  Absotption Area
g gg:: gifiﬂng B g::: ngfme Percent Slope Sand Below Bed
c ‘i)pth of Pit/Boring L1 Additional Tests Required | Upstops Width —— —  RockBelowPipe .__
b Somments Downslope Width Perf Size/Spacing __
t 2 Sidestops Widh Pipe Size/Spacing

Length
- Pump Information

Pressure Bed Dimensions: - Width . _

| H ;l;:rtm Baffle Type [ Plastic Lift Statlon Capacity, Feel of Head —
ot & 1[:]] Fiberglass | Horsepower/GPM Siza of Discharge .
Lo '
] New San-T Line:
,Tar:.k 2 Ol Existing {1 Contrete GallonsPerCyale . .

. Trenches, Bed or Gravelless Drainficld

Type/Localionor
Alarm

Gallons Per

Minule

“Setbacks

[oropBox [ Distribution Box 7] Gravity [JPumpTrench [ Pressure Bed ' Building(s) to fanks —_—
[ serial [ Parallal O chambers [ Gravelless Da 110 Ruilding(s) to drelnfield _______
Suiface Water —reeermn
Trench  T1 Trench  Ti Trench Widih Rack Below )
Depth {In) T2 Length {ft) T2 [] 24" Plpe Property Lines —_—
- [Jas s Wells O 50’ 1 100"
T8 ™ [C] other 12 _ : :
S
5 18 Tranch Spacin_g Time Tine -
: PSI ___ __  psg
Pressure Bed Dimensions:  Length Width Absorption Area
Cormments
Inspector

Government Genter - 14949 62nd Street North - PO Box 6 - Stillwater, Minnesota 55082-0006
Phone: 851-430-6655 Fax: 651-430-6730 TTY: 651-430-6246 www.cowashington.mn.us
Equal Employment Opportunity / Affirmative Actlon
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A

OSTP Design Summary Worksheet UN

Minnesot;PoIlutlon
Contral Agency

OF MINNESOTA,

IVERSITY

Mound Beslgn Summary

Absorption Area

9990  HE Bed Length 99.9 ft

Absorption Widih 10.0 it Clean Sand LIft

Bed Width

——
-

Upslops Berin Width ft Downslope Barm Width ft Endslope Berm Width]il ft
Total System Length{ 303 Jn Total System wmmn Contour Loading Rate] 0.0 Jpaisn
At-Grade Daslgn Summary
Absorption Bed wmhl_:_:lft Absorption Bed Lengthl:::ft System Height ]_:_Ju
Contour Loading R.ate[:::Igallft Upslope Berm wwm[_:_ZIft Dewnslope Benm Widlh!:]ft
Endslops Berm Wid thl:]ﬁ. System Leng_m|::|rt System WldthI:ft
Lave! & Equal Pressure Qistribution Summary
Mo, of Perforated Lateralslzz:] Perforation Spaclng[__ijt Perforation Diameterin
Lateral Dlameterfn Min, Dativered Volumeﬂal Maximury Delivered Volumeﬁﬂ
Non-Lavel and Unequal Prassure Distribution Summary
Elevation Pipe Yalume | Pipe Length | Perforation Size
(11} Pipa Size [in) {zal/ft) () {In} Spaclag (ft) | Spaciog dn)
Lateral 1 Minimum Delivered Volume
Lateral Z gal
Lateral 3
Lateral 4 Maxlmur Betivered Voluma
tataral § gal
Lateral &

5, __Additlonal Info for ‘Type WiPretreatment Dasign

A, Caloulote the organic toading using option f or 2

1. Organic Loading = Pounds of BOD X Units

[ sy x| HEN N ~|tbs BoD/aay

2. Organle Lodding to Pretreatment Unj¢ = Design Flow X Estimated BOD tn mgfLin the offluent X §.35 + 1,000,000

[:::[gpd X [::lmn_ X 8.35 + 1,000,000 » I:Iibs 80D/day

[

B. Type of Pretreatment Unit Being Instatled: 3
C. Caleulnte Solf Treatment System Organfc Loading: ¢hs, BODIday + Bottom Aceq = Ibs/daysit

L osrdaye [ Jee |  |wsrdayrre

Comemants/Spaclal Dasign Conslderations:

Time dostng with flow equalizaion will be used for this system,
relative to pressure distributlan and dosing of effiveat are only

Each pump will delivar ffluent 1o half of the meusd,
for half of the system and will be mirrored to the othe;

Therefore, the altached forms
v half,

Lrian Humpal

I hercby cartify that | have completed this work in accordance with atl applicable ordinances,

rulas and laws,

&‘5*}* Hevnpad L7896

(Deslgner)

[Slgnatuce)

{License #)

D2/19/14

{Date)
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OSTP Mound Design

e UNIVERSITY
: 0,
Minmesotapellution  Worksheet »>1% Slope OF MINNESOTA
Contiol Agency
1. SYSTEM SIZING: Project ID:
A, Design Flow: 999 GPD , TABLE IXa
. 2 |LOADING RATES FOR DETERWINING BOTTom ABSORPTION AREA
B. Soil Loading Rate: 0.60  |eP/qt? (040008 ABSORPTION mxgs,usﬁ:o PERCOEATION TESTS .,
C. Depth to Limiting Condition: 23 |ft TR ""“B"‘*A § ,-f:mf‘n“"f?f'c r;:“m"“'eve Tl
e Percolation hapa | MDD | G | Astsipiten | Mownd .
D. Percent Land Slope: 8.0 % L. AP f“nigq??‘. Abiorptan Arem;sm Assrpiion:
. ey |- 2 | iglans | e
E, Design Media Loading Rate: 1.0 |GPD/ft? [— N — — T
0.1ta 8 1,2 1 1.6 1
T ] 90 | 7 v
[ 10 15 0.78 18 1 18
ENEzRT TiT— 181030 0.6 P 0,79
{_g‘n}.;}!;?;?tﬂ:: 4 i "'j.; Mg 0.5 2.4 0.79
VAR DRSS e HETEXE 48lo €0 045 26 0.4 2.8
< 60mpl 1.0,1.3,2.0,2.4, 26} »| <12 [0 to 120 : & 0.3 s
. *»120 . a
61-120 mpi m} 5.0 oy "Systems with these values are not Type | systems,
120 mpte 50" . ot Contour Loading Rate {linear toading rate) is a

2, DISPERSAL MEDIA SIZING

recommended valye,

A. Calculate Dispersal Bed Area: Design Flow + Desigh Media Loading Rate = ft?

999

GPD

B, Enter Dispersat Bed Width:

1.0

10 ft

10

fet ¥

1.0

GPD/Tt? = 999 ft?

If a larger dispersal medin area is desired, enter size: Iﬂ;2

Can not exceed 10 feet
C. Caleulate Contour Loading Rate: Bed Width X Design Media Lvading Rate

GPD/HE = 10.0 gal/ft Con not exceed Table 1
B, Calculate Mirdenum Dispersal Bed Length: Dispersal Bed Area + Bed Width = Bed Length
999 ft* + 0.0 |t = 9.9 |t
3. ABSORPTION AREA SIZING
A. Calculate Absorption Width: Bed Width X Mound Absorption Ratie = Absorption Width
10.0 it X 2,0 = 20.0 ft
B. For slopes >1%, the Absorptfon Width s measured downhiil from the upslope edge of the Bed,
Calculate Downslope Absorption Width: Absorption Width - Bed Width
20.0 ft - 10.0 ft = 10.0 ft
4, DISTRIBUTION MEDIA! ROCK
A. Media Volume: Medfa Depth X Length X Width
100 |fe x| 99 fex [ 100 |- w _|wew-[ w7 e

T
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3. DISTRIBUTION MEDIA: REGISTERED TREATMENT PRODUCTS: CHAMBERS AND EZFLOW

A. Enter Dispersal Media: |

Enter the Component Width;
C. Number of Components per Row = Bed Length divided by Component Length {Round up)

L ft + l | ft= ]components:’ row
D, Actual Bed Length = Number of Components/row X Component Length;
components X Ift = | ft
E. Number of Rows = Bed Width divided by Component Width (Round upj)

8. Enter the Companent Length; :ft

ft

L , ft+ I ft= L rows Adijust width so this is an whote number,

F. Total Number of Components = Number of Components per Row X Number of Rows

l | X [ ] = L compenents

6,  MOUND SIZING

A. Caleufate Minimum Clean Sand Lift: 3 feet minus Bepth to Limiting Condition = Clean Sand Lift

3.0 ft - 2.3 ft = 1.0 ft Deslgn Sand Lift (optional):

ft

B. Calculate Upslope Height: Clean Sand Lift + media depth + cover {1 ft.} = Upslope Helght
1.0 ft +| 1.0 |ft + 1.0 it = 3.0 ft

C. Select Upslope Berm Multiplier {basad on land slope): 3.45

- Land SepE 8 T R T T R T TR e R

S 0% s B e

Upsfope Berm [3:4] 300 2.01 [ 2.83 | 2.75 | 2.66] 2.61 [ 2.64] 246 | 305 1 5 a T3 0s

2.26 [ 2.21

Ratio Ak 4:00 [ 3851370, 357 SA5 13331353 317 3,05 504 "2:86"

12:78]2:70

D. Calctlate Upslope Berm Width: Muttiplier X Upslope Mound Helght = Upslope Berm Width

3,45 ft X 3.0 ft = 10.4 ft
E. Calculate Drop in Elevation Under Bed: Bed Width X Land Stope + 100 = Drop {ft)

10.0 ft X 8.0 % +100= 0.80

ft

F. Calculate Downslope Mound Helght: Upslope Height. + Drop in Elevation = Downslope Haight

[30 Qe +[ 080 e <[ 33 e

G. Select Downslope Berm Multiplier (based an (and slope): 5.8

I

SR T T R Ty 0 A

RN N A P BT ) B oW e

Downslope 3:1.1 3.00 3.0I9.

3191380 | 3,41 | 3.55 | B.06 | 300 s oelasilass 4.4 ] 4.60

Berm Ratlo | 4:1 |'4.00° | ‘A.17 |:4.35 1 4.4 [4.76 |-5.00. 5.26| 5.58.'5.887 625 [.6.67 § 7.14

L[7:69

H. Calculate Downslope Beérm Width: Mullipier X ownsiope Helght = Downslope Berm Width

x [ 38 Jne <[ w3 e

I Caletfate Minimum Berm to Cover Absorption Area: Downslope Absorption Width + 4 feet

10.0 ft + 4 ft = 140 |ft

J. Design Downslope Berm = greater of 4H and 41 22.3 ft

K. Select Endslope Berm Multiplier: {usually 3.0 or 4.0)

L. Calculate Endslope Berm X Downslope Mound Hefght = Endslope Berm Width

4.00 ft X 38 ft = 15.2 ft
M. Calculate Mound Width: Upslope Berm Width + Bed Width + Downslope Berm Widih

L 104 ][ 100 Jr+[ 223 |t =

2.7 |t

N. Calculate Mouird Length: Endslape Berm Width + Bed Length + Endslope Berm Wideh

152 |t «[ 995 |t +[ 152 [t =]

1303 |t
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7.

MOUND DIMENSIONS

il Upslope (4.0) [ . o4’ .
l' ‘1
: ‘ ‘
! ]
i, frrr 1 : - ' '
§ 1 Lendslape (4.) Dispersal Bed: (2.B x 2.C) ) JEndslope (4,1)|,
=| 9| [ T [ Twy ] 4 A
L
T3 !
é’ \ o 22'3 : /
; e Downstope (4.) | I
Total Mound Length (4.04)L. 1303

L Upslope berm (4.D)

Note:

Far 0 to 1% slopes,

Comments!

Y

4" inspection pipe
18" cover on top

Downslope bé'rrh {4.1) |

L2

12" cover on sides
(6" topsoil)

Absorption Width (3.A) = e e —

Absorption Widih is measured
For slopes >1%, Absorption Widtt is measured do

n

TR

1

from the Aec’equally in both directions,
wnhill from the upslope edge of the Feg
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OSTP Mound Materials Worksheet  Univeesiry
Minnesota Pollution OF MINNESOTA
Control Agancy INY
Project iD: v 06.12.13

A, Calculate Bed (rock) Volumes Bed Length (2.C) X Bed Width (L.8) X Depth = Volme (i)
| 99.9 ]n X 10.0 ft X 1.0 s

Divide 1t* by 27 14y’ to calculate cubic yards:
599.0 it s 27 =

j

999,00 f1?

!

Add 20% for constructablify: yd* ¥ 4.3 = v
B. Calculate Clean Sand Volunte:
Voltume Under %otk bed: Average Sund Depth x Medla Wideh % Media Length = cubic feat
1.4 ex [ 100 Jex | 929 i - B
For a Mound or a sfopa from 0-1%

Yolume from Lenpth = ((Upslope Mosind Halght - 1} X Absoption Width Beyond Bed X Media Bad Length)

Volume from Width + {{Upsiope Maund Helght - 1) X Absorption Width Beyond Bed X Media Bad YWidth)
[ | -0 x| | x

Total Cleon Sand Volume: Volume from Length + Volume Jrom Width + Volume Under Medla

S, e | s S
O —

For a Mound on a slope greatar than 1%

Upstape Volume: ({Upstone Mound Helght - 1) x 3 x Bed {.ength) + 2 = cubic feat

u ft - 1) X 10 X 99.9 Je2e | 299.7 !ft‘
Downslope Yolume: {(Downstope Hoight « 1) x Dovmslops Absorption Width ¥ Media Length) + 2 = cuble feet
«~ oy x| wo  ex [ w9 |ysee [T o e
Endslope Yolume: {Dovinslope Mound Helght - f) k3 x Media Width = cubic feet
( 38 ft-1) X 3.0+t X | 0o |- I

80 |

Total Cleen Send Volume: Upslops Volume + Lownslope Volume + Exdstope Volume + Volume Under Media

[ 27 Jws [ nwms | we [ a0 | w0« [ ome  Jw- TN

Divide ft* by 27 fit'/yd® to caleulate cublc yards; 3809 .| fe + 27 = ycl"

Add 20% for constructabllity: WX 1.2 - y "
C. Calculato Sandy Berm Volume:

ot Berm Volume approx): ({Avg. Mound Hefght - 0.5 ft topsoll) x Meund Width x Mound Length) + 2 = cubic faat

( ) 0.5 wexo | a1 |ex [ 1303 ] a2 | 80664 e
Total Maund Volyma - Clean Sand volume -Rock Volume = oubic feat
[ _mes ][ ams | w. [ o o [ s e
Divide ft” by 27 ft/yd to catculate cuble yards: fe* 27 = vd*
Add 20% far constructability: yd* x 1% s il
b, Calculate Topsell Materfal Volune; Total Mound \Widih X Total Mound Length X .5 ft

| 4.7 lft X ‘ 130.3 |ft X 0,51t =

t?

Divide it by 27 ft/yd® to calculate cubic yards: 27855 A yad = yel!
Add 20% for constructability: v x 1.2 = v

-
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OSTP Pressure Distribution

IMinnesota ;r:)l!ution i UNIVERSITY B
pnesots Polu Design Worksheet OF MiNNESOT)

Project 1D: v 06,12.13
1, Media Bed Width: [0 e
2. Minimum Number of Laterals in system/zone = Rouded up number of [(Media Bed Width - 4) + 3] + 1,
q .10 -4)+1= 3 laterats Does not apply to at-grades

3. Deslgner Selected Number of Loterals:

laterals
Cannot be less than line 2 (accept In at-grades)
4. Select Perforation Spacing: 3.0 ft
3. Select Perforation Diameter Size: 732 fin e T

6. Length of Laterals = Media Bed Length - 2 Feet,

50 - 2ft = 49 ft

Perforation can not be closer then 1 foot from edge.

7. Determine the Number of Perforation Spaces.

Divide the Length of Laterals by the Perforation Spacing and round
down to the nearest whole number,

Number of Perforation Spaces = 49 it + 3 L

= 16 Spaces

Number of Perforations per Lateral is equal to 1.0
8. verify the number of perforations per lateral
with a center manifold.

plus the Number of Perforation Spaces. Check table betow to
guarantees less thah a 10% discharge variation. The value is double

Perforations Per Lateral 16 Spaces + 1= 17

. Perfs. Per Lateral
“ < Wadgiuns Buinlet of Perfofatfins Pot ateca) fo Guarintesé1D% Discharge Vadalion 22~ - iR
"!‘ inch Perforaions 742 Inch Pefforahons
. : Pipe Diathetar (Inches) Perforation Spacing Pipe Diamater (lnches)
§ H -
Perforation Spacing (Frat) I m m 3 3 (Feet) ! m ™ ) p
A NN B SN P I N R Rl A L I I e
— M . 8_ 12 h!_»_ 28 54 _ 17| _ 10 4 i0 k¥ 64
Sansac sty IO AT KT BT R R Rt T an LR A T TR
3/:5 Inch Perforahons 178 Inch Perfaratmns
, Pipe Dfameter (Inches) Parforation Spacing Pipe Diameter (inches)
Petforation Spacing (Feet) ‘ m P , F eet} p " " ; 3
DSV SN e R I e N 2 o RO Y i o G T T
4 _ _12 ' tf M A 0 . 1 20 _30 4 1] 135
L b e [ A f A g e L Lo T
% Total Number of Perforations equals the Number of Parforaﬁons per Lateral multiplied by the Number of
Perforated Laterals,
17 Perf. PerLat, X 3 Number of Perf. Lat, = 51 Total Number of Perf,
10. Select Type of Manifoid Connection (End or Center): End [:] Center
11. Select Lateral Diameter (See Table): 1.50 in
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OSTP Pressure Distribution

: UNIVERSITY
mi ta Pollut
Conge gy Design Worksheet orr fiiiia i

12, Calculate the Square Feet per Perforation, Recommended value is 4-11 f£ per perforation,
Does not apply to At-Grades

a. Bed Area = Bed Width (ft) X Bed Length (ft)

10 ft X 50 ft = 500 ft?
b. Square Fool per Perforation = Bed Area divided hy the Total Number of Perforations,

500 ft? ¥ 51 perforations = 9.8 |ft*perforations

13, Select Minimum Average Head: 2.0 ft

14. Setect Perforation Discharge (GPM) based on Tahte: 0.8¢  |GPM per Perforation

15. Determine required Flow Rate by multiplying the Toa! Number of Perfs. by the Perforation Discharge.
51 Perfs X 0.80 GPM per Perforation = 41 GPM

16. Volume of Liquid Per Foot of Distribution Piping (Tuble I1): 0.110 |Gallons/ft

17. Volume of Distribution Plping =

Tablet -
= [Number of Perforated Laterals X Length of Laterals X {Volume of Volu ma qf L!qutd in
Liquid Per Foot of Distribution Piping] CPipe .

Pip; ' Liquid
3 X 49 ft X 0,110  |gal/fr = 25.0 |Gallons Diameter Per Foot
(int:ﬁés) (Gaiiona)

8. Minfmum Delivered Volume = Volume of Distrlbution Piping X 4 1 Q. 045

1.25 0.078

25.0 gals X 4 = 100.0  {Gallons 1.5 0.110

2 0.170

3 0.380

4 0.661

manifold nipe, o thanot T

Manifold plp&\"

claant outs

hhhhhhhh

. . *Musrsate bocation
- ol pipa fiom pump

alternate locatlon

of pipe fram iy Plpe frompump

Gomments/Special Deslgn Considerations:
Mound will be served by two pumps and two pressure distribution systems, each pump and pressure distribution system o
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OSTP Basic Pump Selection Design

Minnssor molia Worksheet UNIVERSITY
nnesota Pollution
Contral Agency OF MINNESOT. N
1, PUMP CAPACITY ' Project i v06,12.13]
Pumplng to Gravity of Pressure Distribution: [ Qonvby @ rressune | Selaction required
1. if puping to gravily enter the gallon per minute of the pump; - IGPM {10- 45 gpm)
Z. If pumplag to a pressurized distribytion system: GPM
3. Enter purap description: | Tine Doztng Soll Treatmant
2, HEAD REQUIREMENTS )
A. Elevation Diffarence rt . PoAnt m.?l,.,,
between pump and point of discharge: : e
B. Distributton Head Loss: | 5 |n; B Py oz e
G, Addivdonal Head Loss: I::ﬂ. {due ta speial equipmant, ot} il g bk L LT CE TP R S
3Table T, Fricton Loss In-Blastia Blpe Ser 160f
e e SEIBUGD Head Togs ~ T | ;low ;!a-te.-. . Fipe l‘)iamet.er'i?n:ﬁgs) =
Dist i =
Gravity Distribution = Oft (GPN) 3 1.25 .8 7
Pressure DMstribution based on Mintmum Avarage Heac 10 9.1 31 1.3 0.3
Value on Pressure Distribution Waorksheet: SRR RN AT BF B .8 1 o4
T Minimium Avatage Head | DizHibution Houd Loss 14 170 | 87 | 24 | o6
1ft 5fL, . : e |y g
S T 208 1'73 | .30 { 07
éﬁt ;fg:t 18 91 | 3.8 | 09
20 1. MV 467 1,4 .
25 16.8 | 69 | 1,7
D, 1. Supply Pipe Diameter: {n 30 1 235 107 | 24
35 12,9 3.2
2 supy oo tongt: [ w75 T LI I Fes |4
E. Fricklon Loss In Plastic Bipa par 1006t from Table i: ‘5‘3 . 20,5 20
Friction Loss = -n par 100t of pipe 55 . 73
k, Determine Equivatent Pipe Length fiom pump discharge to sofl dispersal area discharge &5 ﬂ:’, '0
paint. Estimate by adding 25% to supply pipe length for fitting loss. Supply Pipe Length 70 - : e
{D.2) X 1.25 n Equivalent Pipe Length . ; 11,4,
S8 , ] 130
75 t X 125 |43 o5 20

G. Calerdate Supply Friction Lass by multiplylng Frictlon Loss Per 100ft (Line €) by the Equivalent Flpe Length (Line F) and divide by 100,
Suppiy Friction Loss =

ft per 100ft X f * 10 - 9.8 |n

H. Totat Head requirement s the sum of the Elgvation Difference (Une A), the Distribution Head Loss (Line ),
Friction Loss (Line G )

Additional Head Loss (Line G}, and the Supply

—

t « [ L [ ws fie = | 428 e

3, PUMP SELECTION

A pump must be selected to deliver at least 41 £ &M uine 1 or Line 2) with at least 42, 8  feetofiotal head.

Comments:
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QSTP Pump Tank

o University  J
Mtnnesota Pallution Dasigh Worksheet OF MINNESOTA [
Contral Agancy i :
DETERMINE TANK CAPACITY AND DIMENSIONS Praject I V06 12.13
1. A Deslgn Flow (Destgn Sum, 14y GPD
B, Miniroum required surge tank capacity: Gal €. Recommended surge tank capacity: Ga!
0. Pump tenk daseriptiom: [ Time to Pressura l
MEASURED TANK CAPACITY (oxdsting tanks), : .

L A, Rectangle area = Length (L) X Width (w)

B, Clrele aren = 3.4 (3,44 X radlus X radius)
Length
¢+ Culeulate Gallons Per Inch, There are 7.5 Hallans per cublc fnot, Therefore, multiply the area from t.4
or 1.8, by 7.5 to determine the gallons per foot the tank hialds, Then divide that number by 12 to
caleulate the gallons per fnch, -y
Radiug
|::I 1* X 7.5 gal/f? 4 1Ziaint = I:Zﬁallons pat Inch
0. Calculate Tota! Tank Volume
Depth fron botton of Intet pipe to tapk bottom: I::lin
Total Tank Yolume » Depth from bottom of Inlat pipe {Line 4.A) X Gallons!tpch (Lne 2)
WX Gallons Per Inch = [ Jastons
MANUFACTURER'S SFECIFIED TANK CAPACITY (when avally hla):
3. A Tank Manufacturer: Wisser Concrete Note: Design calculations ars
|_ I based on this specific tank,
B.  Tank Madal: {wsoa | Substititing a different Lank
madel will change the pump
C.  Capacity froin manufacturer: _Gnllons Mloat or timer sattings,
pacily m Contact designer if changes
D, Gallons per fnch from manufactures: 70,1 Gallons per fach afe necassary,
E.  Liquid depth of taak from marfacturer: 77.0 inches
DETERMINE DOSING YOLUME

3. Caleulate Vilume to Cover Pump (The tnlet of the pump must be at least 44nches from the bottom of the pump
tank & 2 inches of water covering the pump Is recommendad)

{Pump an block helght + 2 inchas) X Gallons Per fnch (2C or 3F)

{ in + 2inches) X Gaﬂuns Per lach

4. Minlmum Delivared Volurae = 4 X Yolume of Distribution Piplng:

- Line 17 of the Pressure Blstrtbutlon or Ling 11 of Non-Tavet Gallaris {minimum dose)

5. Caleulate Maximtm Putpout Yolume (25% of Cestgn Flow)

Destgn Flows oD X 0.5 = Gal[ons {maximurn dosa)
€. Select a pumpont valime that meets both ltems above {Line 4 & B); Gnlions

¥, Calculate Doses Per Day = Dosign Flow + Dellvered Volume

0 |gpde| 10 Jgat <[ d0 Jooses tiumé of Liquidm
8. Caleulate Drafnback: o Hp@

876 Gallong

A Dlameter of Supply Ppes [Eimhes 'P‘IPE - L}qu']d -

B Length of Supply Pipe = W5 feet Diameter PQVFOOt

Volume of Liquld Per Lingal Foot of Plpe = | om0 Jaations/ e - (inchieg) |- (Gallohs)
Dralaback « Length of Supply Pipe X Volume of Liguld Per Lineal Foot of Plpe ;| 0,045
L s Juex[ ot Jeun - [_63 Joations 1.25 0.078
9. Tolal Relivered Volune = Dosing Yolume plus Dralnback 1.5 0 110
R O T * Joattons 2 0,170
10. Minfmura Alarm Yolume = Dapth of alarm (2 0r 3 tnches) X gallons per inch of tank 3 0.380
Lz Imx[ 700 TJeavin - [t Joatons a 0.661

— T ——— )
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OSTP Pump Tank

i UNIVERSITY
tlnnotata Pollution Design Worksheet OF MINNESOTA
Control Agency
TIMER or DEMAND FLOAT SETTINGS
Select Timer or Demand Destng: ® Tomer ) bemand Dose

A, ‘Timer Settings
11, Required Fiow Rate:

A, From Design (Line 12 of Pressure Distribution or Lina 10 of HoneLevel*):
B. Or calcated: GPM = Changs In Bepth [tn) % Galtons Per Inch / Time Interval in Minutes

[ n x| 700 Jutrina
12, Flow Rate from Lina 14, Aor 11,0 above, GPM
13, Calculate TIMER ON setting,

Tolal Dostng Volumel GPM

64 Jgals[ aro deen=[ a0 Jmnueson

14, Calculate TIMER OFF setting:
Mautes Fer Day (1440)/Dosas Per Day - Minutes On

41

Blstance lo set Pump Off Floot=Gations ta Cover Pump I Gallons Per Inch:

[ 8575 et 701 Jgaliine IIllnches
16, Alarm Float » Measuring from bottom of Lanl:

Distonce fo sat Alarm Floak = Tank Depthida) X %% of Tank Depth

lmin-L D

GPat

"Note: This valire is the mintmum thot
the pump MUST deltver and must b
adfusted after Installotion based on

hump calibration,

14, Puenp OFf Float - Measwing from bottom of $ank:

Bi. DEMAND DOSE FLOAT SEYTINGS

17, Caleulate Float Separatlan Distance usling Dosing Volume,
Tatal Dosing Voluma fotlons Per Inch

l | gal + L_ I gal/ln = L _—]mches
18, Measaring frora bottom of tank:
A. Distance ta sat Pimp Off Flogt = Pumyp and black haight + 2 inches

I _l h+ |_ I In = I |Int:hes

B. Distance to sed Pump On FloatwDistaics o Set Pump-Off Float + Float Separation Distonce

L j In+ L j Ih = | —|fnches

€, Distance to set Atarm Floot -~ Distance to set Pump-On Float + Alarm Dapth (2-3 inches)

I ﬁ[ fri+ I__ I ih= [:[!nches

FLOAT SETTINGS
DENAND DOSING TIMED DOSING
Inches for Dase: in [_T_i | _T_I
N
Alarm Depth m [ Alarm Depth_ 693 W |
Purp On in 3961 Gal
Pump Off n v Pump Off 12,5 | 164  Gat
B76 Gal
. 1
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UNIVERSITY

OSTP Tank Buoyancy Worksheet oF MinK s
Contral Agiency

1. Tank Speclﬁcat{ons

A, Tank Manufacturer: 1Wieser I
B, Qunside Tonk Dimensions and Specifications:

Lengih: in Width! in Height: in Diameter:l:lin
Lenglh: ri;]ft Yitdtiy ft Helght: ft RndlusofTank:I:]in

2. Outside Volume of Tank

Yank Model: |msoo'ma ]

Rectangular Tank
JA  Areaof Tank = Length {ft) X Width (fr)

Circular Tank

A Aren of Tank = 1w? (3,14 X (Radlus of Tank)¥
[ 13 Jex [ e o= [ 103 |ee aax | e~ [ e
3. Volume of Tank = Ares: of Tank (2.A) X Helght (ft) B. Volume of Tank = Arza of Tank X Height (ft)

[Tes3mn L5 Je= [ Tettd e :]ftz x | e [ e

3. Force of Tank Waelght (F.,)

Welght of Tank {provided by manufacturar) lbslﬁ."

4, Far¢e of Soil Welght Over Fank Fag)

A, Depth of Caver Over Tank: E —Iin | 3.(7]& Soll Type | welght of Soll (Ibs/it’)

|B.  Weight of Soil Per Cuble Foot: umvn! Sandy 120

(. Volume of Soll Over Tank = Depth of Cover el X Area of Tank {7t Loamy 160

[ 30 [ex | o3 Jw.f 300 o Clay %0
B. Weight of Soll Over Yank = Yolume of Soll Over Tank X Welght of Soll Per Cubie

I 3100 I ﬂ’xl 100 |lbs!lt" 31,0000 flbs Note: Assumes saturatlon to top of tonk

15, Buoyant Force (Fy)

Buoyart, Force (Fa) = Quiside Volume of Tank X Weight of Water fer Cuble Foot (62.4 Ibs/ft) X 1.2 (Safely Faclar)

X 6245 ¥ 1.2 = 45,780.8 Ibs Note: Assumes saturation to surface

6, Evaluation of Net Forcat
A, Downward Force = Force of Tank Welght (Fy) + Force of Soll Welght of Soil {Fq)

| 505 s 4|_ M000 b = | ao,2080 |ibs

bt foan 12 %Ky
B. Met Difference = Dovmward Force - Buoyant Forca Including Safety Factor ot voidoey ezt
6208 s - [ am1 Jus o[ 4wz |ios oD R0

Af the Me Difference is negative,

tountermeasures will need to ba taken to prevent the Yank from ftoating eut of the ground.
Comments/Solution:
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UNLVBRSITY

Minhesor: pofiutian OSTP Tank Buoyancy Worksheet OF MiSmtoma
Contvol Agency

1. fank Spacifications

A, Tank Manufacturar; |wieser |

Tank Modet: Msooa

|8, Quside Tank Dimenslons and Specifications:

Length: in Width: in Hefght: in Dlameter:|:]m
Length: ft Width: ft Height: ft Radilus of 'lank:lzlin

2, Qutslde Volume of Tank

Reckangular Tank Circufar Tank

Av Area of Tank = Length {ft) X Widus (ft) Ac Area of Tank = e (314 X (Radius of Tank)!

‘::Eftx L83 o= [ fea e awex [T e [

Irt*

B.  Volume of Tank = Area of Tank {2,A) X Helght (ft) B. Volume of Tank = Area of Tank X Haight (ft)

u x {78 o« [ s |re e x| e - mﬂ;

3, Forca of Tank Welght (Fr}

e ]

Welght of Tank (provided by manufacturer) 28700 Ibs e

4, Force of Soll Waelght Over Tank Faw)

A Depth of Cover Over Tank: 4 in I 2.8 |ft SollType | walght of Soll (Ibs/it’)

|B. Welght of Soil Per Cubic Foot: lbs.f’ft" Sandy 120

C. Voluma of Soil Gver Tank = Depth of Cover (ft) X Area of Tank {ft%) Loamy 100

[ 28 e x | “12sa 1 - R Clay
0. Weight of Sofl Over Tank = Yolume of Soll Over Tank X Weight of Soll Per Cubte

l 158.1 ‘n’x[ 120 |\hsst? 42,9722 (s Note: Assumes saturation to top of tonk

9%0

8. Budyant Force (Fy)

Buoyant Force [Fy) = Outside Volunie of Tank X Welght of Water Per Cubic Foot (62.4 s/t X 1,2 (Safety Factor)

448 X 62458 ¥ 12 = 70,980.0 Lbs Note: Assumes sehizratlon Lo surface

&, Evaluation of Net Forces

A, Downward Force = Force of Tank Weight (Fw} + Force of Soil Welght of Soll (Few)

[0 Jus o om Jus - rema Jivs
B. Het Difference = Downward Foree - Buoyant Force cluding Safety Factor

| 71672 |lbs . Lvoaao s = | e s

If the Met Difference Is negative,

countenmaasures will need to be taken to prevent the tank from floating out of the ground,

== Fhagzey ] -
Fov b P> LIt Ry
Fio = Yseak B0 bsind

Fooe = Welghl of taek

Cemments/Solution:

Fa2xTota] lank voluone x 62.4 Bl
.35 Fhs;
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Flow Estimation & Flow Equalization

Sunday 100 743 2869

Monday 0 743 2126

Tuesday 0 743 1383

Wednesday 0 743 640

Thursday 100 743 0 |

Fricay 2499 743 1756

Saturday 2499 743 3512

Total Weekly Flow {Gal) 5198 Minimum Surge Volunte {Gal) 3512

Peak Dally Flow (Gal) 2439 X 20% Peaking Factor 4214
Average Dally Flow {Gal) 743

Peak to Average Flow (Gal)l 3.4:1
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154"
RN
4" CAST-A—SEAL 4" CAST—A-SEAL /
. 7 0
W.v. { / :
FILTER OR BAFFLE \ /
1 r.a
TOE VIEW
wl 8
=L
[+
ta
bﬂﬁ. _ _ —Hb— QUTLET
s 3 vz 5 = 78]
~ ~ % m w — % % i o
fa T N 3
2|2 S|= @ Sle | £
A : ¥
o
| VIEW

W2500—-MR
TANK SPECIFICATIONS

DIMENSIONS:

WaLl: 2 1/27

BOTTOM: SEPTIC 37
HEAYY DUTY 5" (ADD 2,300 LBS.)

COVER: 5"

MANHOLE: 24” |.D. PREGAST CONCRETE RISER

HEIGHT: 717 O.D.

LENGTH: 159 1/2" O.D.

WIDTH: 93" O.D.

BELOW INLET: 57" O.D.

LQuID LEVEL: 517

IPOST—POUR:

VLA Rl IPRE—-POUR:

SCALE: |
1 Fev.
BATE

WEIGHT: 15,205 LBS. SEPTIC e
17,505 1LBS. HOLDING g
INLET AND OUTLET: H oz
4" CAST=A--SEAL BOOT OR FQUAL A = %
GASKET, CAST—A-SEAL BOOT OR EQUAL =] % =
INLET AND OUTLET BAFFLE AND FILTER: g | *
WISCONSIN, SEE DETAIL #0 = -
{OTHER STATES SEE CHART) = =
LIQUID CAPACITY: 49.46 GAL/N mm
- T)
LOADING DESIGN: &' 0" UNSATURATED SOIL % =
HOLDING TANK: [T )
OUTLET HOLE PLUGGED — 5
ACTUAL CAPACITY: 2,671 GALLONS Mm %
MN TANKS: 2.
WILL HAVE ONE VENT OVER QUTLET | — —
AND WILL HAVE TWO VENTS IN COVER OVER INLET [g el o Jq
TANK CAN BE USED AS: Ef: S
SEPTIC/ HOLDING/ PUMP OR SIPHON Rl .
NER. -
COVER: MIX DESIGN #8 (NO FIBER) m @
TANK: MIX DESIGN #5 (SMALL FISER) g
CUSTOMIZED TANKS:
FOR CUSTOM TANKS CONTACT WIESER CONCRETE r o
= 8
o = .
T Z oz
o = =<
= ]
JOB INFORMATION: m m 2
CUSTOMER h 2
v
JOB NAME: o
DATE NEEDED! —=
APPROVED BY: 1 \
APDROVAL DATE: OF
.
L
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1528
4" CAST—A—SEAL 4" CAST-A—SEAL

Ges
<
=4

FILTER CR

BAFFLE

e - -
TOP VIEW

RE | o _
28
=
I ||rq.... YR e i - @1]]
MNLET — _ . — QUTLET
H [ a o
@ -+
I M mS
R f= = o |=
K =+ o Sl= .
2 = o -
g - " ~
o
P~
3 kS =T St % » oo e * a0 .”\
)
SIDE VIEW

TANKS ARE MANUFACTURED 7O MEET OR EXCEED ASTM C—1227 REQUIREMENTS

W5000
TANK SPECIFICATIONS

DIMENSIONS:
WALL: 3"
BOTIOM: 5

CCOVER: 57
MANHOLE: 24" |.D. PRECAST CONCRETE RISER

HEIGHT: 86" 0.D.
LENGTH: 182-5/8 ™ OD.

WDTH: 100=5/8 " O.D.

BELOW INLET: 79 " Q.D.

LiQuiD LEVEL: 72"

WEIGHT: 14,350 1BS PER SECTION

INLET AND QUTLET:
4”7 CAST—A=SEAL EOOT CR EQUAL

'POSTHPOU R:

SCALE! 1/4"=1'—{" IPRE—POUR:

REV.
DATE: .

INLET AND OUTLET BAFFLE AND FILTER:
WISCONSIN, SEE DETAIL 10
{OTHER STATES SEE CHART)

DRAWN BY: SHE
FILE: WS000

UQUID CAPACITY: 70.08 GAL/IN

HOLDING TANK:
QUTLET HOLE PLUGGED
ACTUAL CAPACITY: 5,184 GALLONS

LOADING DESIGN: 8'—0" UNSATURATED SOIL

MAIBEN ROCK, W 54750 |ATE: JANUARY 2010

B800-325-8456

TANK CAN BE USED AS:
SEPTIC/ HOLDING/ PUMP OR SIPHON

TANK: MIX DESIGN #9 (SMALL FIBER)

CUSTOMIZED TANKS:
FOR CUSTOM TANKS CONTACT WIESER CONCRETE

WRESER concrere

w3716 US HWY 10

JOB TNFORMATION:

CUSTOMER:
JOB NAME:

W5000
SEPTIC MANUAL

DATE NZEDED:
APPROVED BY:
APPROVAL DATE: A

2] REVISED JAN. 2010
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HYDROMATIC® i ANCE DATA
S H E F5 O / 1 O 0 ' Wholesale Pra;unts JPage= 6370-1
SUBMERSIBLE HIGH HEAD EFFLUENT  mou, agso o J2nuery 2001

SHEF100
30+ 100
24+ 80—t
o L
g | \\ SHEF100l
7Y 181 g' 40 M\.., \ v
2 e o
: SHEFS0
2121 T 40 N J
3o N \
= \ \
6f 7 20 ‘
N
oL D
Capacity-U.S. G.P.M. 0 200 40 60 80 100
Liters/Second 0 - 2 4 6

The curves reflect maximum performance characteristics without exceeding full load (Nameplate] horsepower, All pumps
have a service factor of 1.2, Operation is recommended in the bounded area with operational point within the curve limit.
Performance curves are based on actual tests with clear waler at 70° F, and 1280 feet site elevation,

Conditions of Service:
W PENTAIR | GPM._. __ TOM;
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HYDROMATIC® e
S H E F5 0/1 O O Wholesale Products Page: 6370-2
SUBMERSIBLE HIGH HEAD EFFLUENT

P38 (137 !

DISCHARGE 2 NIF

—

( MSCHARQE PIPE
HOTINCLYDEG

16-5/14"
[4t4)
FLOAT

IR
SWITEH (356

-

w it - 41162)
__M X ‘fil i !al
SHEF50 SHEF100

All dimensions in inches, Metrlc for International use. Companent dimensions may vary + 1/8 Inch, Dimensional data not for

construction purpose uniess cerlified. Dimensions and welghts are appraxinate. On/Of lavel adjustable. We reserve the right
to make revistons to our product [s] and the product (s) speclfications without notice,

B PENTAIR
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HYDROMATIC® - i TRICAL DATA
S H E F5 0 Wholesale Pn:)dt:c:ls JPage: 6370-3
SUBMERSIBLE HIGH HEAD EFFLUENT o Jandary 2001

MODEL: SHEF50 .
R.P.M, 3450
MOTOR TYPE THERMAL OVERLOAD WITH AUTOMATIC RESET
MOTOR PROTECTION AUTOMATIC RESET / THERMAL OVERLOAD
HPp VOLTAGE PHASE NECCODE  SERVICE FACTOR  FULL LOAD AMPS
115 : 14.5
200 7.6
1/2 230 1 3.1
440 o3 1.6
575 1.2

# PENTAIR
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Sub-Surface Sewage Treatment System Design
Notes & Calculations
7373 120" Street N, Grant, MN

Verify all drawing dimensions, elevations, property lines, and setbacks to neighboring
wells,

This design is subject to approval by Washington County.
This design is for a facility that will be hosting wedding receptions. The design flow
has been established using estimated design flows for a dining hall vnder MPCA Rule
7081.0130, It is assumed that the peak wastewater flows will oceur on Fridays and
Saturdays, with a marginal amount of water uge on Thursdays and Sundays, Peak
flow is based on 294 guests at 8.5 gallons per guest, Therefore, the flows could peak
at 2499 gallons per event, with an average dai ly flow of 743 gallons per day over the
course of a week, Flow equalization has been utilized in this design to average the
wastewater flow ovet the course of @ seven day week, and allowing for a significantly
smaller and lowor cost system.
It is my understanding that a1l food prepatation will be performed off site and that the
majority of the wastewater will be from lavatory use. Waste sireng(h testing must be
petformed annually to insure that efffuent waste strengths do not exceed the
requirements of MPCA Rule 7080.4030 treatment level C. Leovel C i sewage with
the strength of a typical residential source.
If it ig found that effluent waste strongth exceeds that of treatment level C moasures
will need to be taken to reduce the efflyent wasto strongth, These measures could
involve changing practices within the building or adding pre-treatment components to
reduce the waste strength,
Please be advised that all costs agsociated with monitoriag flow and wasto strength, as
well as any costs associated with any mitigation required if flows/waste strengths
exceed the limits, ate the propetty owners respongibility.

Tanks
Install three 2,500 gallon septic tanks in geries, with an effluent filtor and alarm on the
outlet of the last septic tank.
Install one 5,000 galion surge tank with duplex pumps and time dosing. Each pump
should be set to deliver 100 gallons every 6 howrs/4 times a day. Therefore, with both
punps, there will be a total of up to § pump eycles per day. The pumps should be set
to dose at the middle of the other pumps off oyole, which will allow for a pump cycle
every 3 hours. Please note that this is delivered volume and not the total dose

volume, The exact doso volume will need to be caleulated at the time the pump

discharge lines are instalied, There will be drainback of 0,1743 gallons per foot of 2
dosing pipe. Estimated drainback and dose volumes are attached.

All tanks must be installod to provide a minimut of three feet of cover over the top
of the tanks to prevent the tanks from becoming buoyant, Maximum tank depth is
four feet.

Tank locations shown on the attached drawing are approximate and can be field
located to fit site.
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The location and elevation of the main building drainline will need to be coordinated
with the building plumber and septic contractor,

10’ set-back to property lines, 10’ to buildings, 50’ from adjacent wells, and 10” from
drainage easements,
Mound

Mound shalf be installed in the location shown on the attached drawing, with the
upslope edge of the rock bed centered on borings B-2 and B-4,
Cleanouts must be installed at the end of the mound distribution taterals,
Drainage must be diverted around/away from the system,
Set-backs from rock bed and absorption area: 20° fo buildings, 30° to propesty lines,
and 50’ to water wells, '

Special Conditions
Hotse traffic and equipment must be kept off of the mound and the tanks.
recommend fencing off these areas to prevent accidental traffic,

Contractor shall coordinate entry to property and type of restoration with the owner.
This design is subject to the attached management plan,
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Minnesota Pollutlon
Lontral Agency

OSTP Design Summary Worksheet

UNIVERSITY
OF MINNESOTA

Proparty Owner{cllent:]

1 projectin: ¥ 06.12.13

Site Address: {7373 120th Street N, Grant, AN {Wedding Barm)

1, _DESIGN FLOW AND TANKS

A. Deslgn Flow:

[9%  Jaattons rer bay (cpp)

B, Seplic Tanks:
Minfmum Code Required Septic Tank Capacity: 7500 Galons, in
Recornmended Septic Tank Capacity: Gallons, tn

C. Hotldling Tanks Orly:

Minimum Cade Required Capacity: Gallong, in

Dresigner Recommended Capacity: Galtons, tn

Effluant Scraen: il Alarin:

Note! The estimated design flow I3 consldered a Peak flow rate Including
a safety factor, For long tern performante, the average dafly flow Is
racommended ko ba < 0% of this value.

Tanks or Compartenents
3 Tanks or Compartments

Yes

Tanks

Tanks

Type of High Level Afarm:

JUlRs
1 el

D, Surge Tank 1 Capacily {Code Minfmum): Gallons
Surge Tank 1 Capacity (Designer Rec): Galluns
Pump 1 410 JoPM  Total Head [ 25 |n Puenp 2

Supply Pipe Bia. 'ﬂ Dose Yolumet gnl

Pump Tank 2 Capacity {Code Minlmum):
Pump Tank 2 Capacity (Designer Rec):

Supply Pipa Dia.ln Dose Yoluma:

Gallons

Gallons

il

GPM Total Head

gal

-—J?mz' 5 mmmﬁwmﬁ.w

o Dlstrition

Omrn Qe (@) touna

I- O vty dsttusion (8 eressurs Distidion Level

O Pressure Déstritetion-tfntevel ‘I

Oty Oromingronk O AvGraga * Sefuction Required

Systam Type

ClType | Eltypell  ITpeidl  “Typetv [Type v

Benchmark £levation: | 0.0 Il‘l

Benchmurk Location; | Sea Level |
Type of Distributton Medin:
() oramtiens rocc {_| Registered Troatmont Sodia:

3, S{TE EVALUATION:

A Degpth to Limiting Layer:in @“_ B.

Measured Land Stope %:95

Soll Texture:| Fine Sandy Loam [

Soit Hyd, Loading Rate:aﬁwnl

C Elevatton of Limiting Layars| 982,47 | o

£ Loc. of Restricive Elevalions) B-3 bR

G minimum Required Separation:f" f t H.
I, Code Maximum Depth of Sysl.em'.fn Commen ts:l_

A._ DESIGN SUNMARY

Trench Deslgn Summary

Disparsal Area[::-:jrt‘
Totai Lineal Feet[:]n
Conlowr Loading Rater-_-_—::]ﬂ

tumber of Treaches)

Sidevall oepth[:]m

Trench Width l:::]in
Code Maximum Trench Depth::in
Destgnar's Max Trench DepthI::::]fn

Bed Besign Surmary

Absorption Areal:::Iﬂ’
Bed Wldthl Ift

Medta Below Pipe

T

Code Haxfinum bed Depth] o
Deslgners Max Bed Depth[:]m
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UNIVERSITY
OF MINNESOTA

Septic System Management Plan
for Below Grade Systems

The goal of a septic system is to protect human health and the environment by

properly treating
wastewater before retucning it fo the environment, Your septic system is designed to kill harmful
organisms and remove. pollatants before the water is recycled back into oyr lakes, streams and
groundwater,

This management plan will identify the operation and maintsnance activities
long-term porformance of your septic System, Some of these activities must be performed by you, the
homeowner. Other tasks must be performed by a licensed septic maintainer or setvico provider,
However, it is YOUR. tesponsibility to make surs all tasks got accomplished in a timely manner,

The University of Minnesota’s Septic System Owner's Guide containg additional tips and
recommendations designed to extend the effective life of your system and save you money over time,

Proper septic system design, installation, operation and maintenance means safe and clean water!

nacessary to ensure

Property Owner

Property Address 7373 120th Street, Grant, MN  Property I

System Designer Midwest Soil Testing Phone 651-492-7550
Systein Installer Phone

Service Provider/Maintaimer Phone

Permitting Authority Waishington County Phone 651-430-6676
Permit # Date Inspected

Keep this Management Plan with your Septic System Owner's Guide. The
Owner’s Guide includes a folder to hold maintenanoe records ineluding pumping,
ovaluation reports. Ask your septic professional to also;

Septic System
inspection and

* Attach permit information, designer drawings and as-builts of your system, if they are available,

* Keep copies of all pumping records and other maintenance and repair invoices with this document,

* Review this docutment with your maintenanoe professional

at each visit, discuss any changes in product
use, activities, or water-use appliances.

¥or a copy of the Septic System Owner’s Guide, call 1-800-876-8636 or go to htep:/shop.extension.um. e/

http://septic.umn.edu
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UNIVERSITY
QF MINNESOTA

Your Septic System

Sepiic System Management Plon
Jor Below Grade Sysiems

L » Sound snface
’ Sofl realmeat iranch

2y

Septic System Specifics

System Type:@IC)II {')IIIOIV* Ov*

(Based on MN Rules Chapter 7080.2200 - 24 00)

[ System is subject to operating permit®
[[] System uses UV disinfection unit*
Type of advanced treatment unit
*Additional Management Plan required

Dwelling Type

Well Coustruction

Number of bedrooms:
System capacity/ design flow (gpd): 999

Comiments

Anticipated average daily flow (gpd): <600

Business? What type? Wedding Receptions

Well depth (ft); >50'

Cased well Casing depth; >50'

. Other (specify);
Distance from septic (ft); >50°

Is the well on the design drawing?l:—_lY IZ' N

Septic Tank

One tank  Tank velume: 32500  galions
Does tank have two compar[mants?[:l\' [N

D Two tanks  Tank vohune: gallons
0 Tank is constructed of Concrete

a Effluent Screen fype:

_/:l Pump Tank (ffone) 5000 gallons
ZI Effluent Pump make/inodel:

Pump capacity L GPM

TDH 43 Feet of head
O Alam location

Seil Treatment Area (STA)

Trenches: total tinea) feet

Number of tronches: ___at feet each
STA size (width x lengthy: 43 p x 130 g
Location of additional ST A; Miscent To Proposad ysiam

Gravity distribution |/ | Pressure
distribution

Inspection ports Cleanouts

I:I Additional STA not available

-2
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UN-IVERS[TY Septic System Management Plon
OF MI NNESOTA Jor Below Grade Systems

Homeowner Management Tasks

These operation and maintenance activities are your responsibility. Use the chart on page 6 to
track your activities.

‘ Identify the service intervals recommended by your system. designer and your local government,
; The tank assessment for your system will be the shortest interval of these three intervals. Your
‘ pumper/maintainer will determine if your tank needs to be pumped,

! System Designer: ¢heck every 12 months
| g # Y = My tank needs to be checked
Local Ga verninent.  check every months 12 h
. State Requirement:  check overy __ 36 __months overy 2 months

: Seasonally ox several times per year

»  Leaks. Check (listen, look) for leaks in toilets and dripping fancets. Repair leaks promptly,

»  Surfacing sewage. Regularly check for wet or spongy soil around your soil treatment area, If
surfaced sewage or strong odors are ot corrected by pumping the tank o fixing broken caps and
leaks, call your service professional. Untreated sewage way make hunans and animals sick,

v Alarms. Alarms signal when there is a problem; contact your maintainer any tiwme the alarm
signals,

v Lint filier. Xf you have a lint filter, check for fint buildup and clean when necessary. Consider
adding one after washing machine.

»  Efffuent screen. If you do not have one, consider having one installed the next time the tank is
cleanad.

Annually

»  Waier usage rate, A water meter can be used to monitor your average daily water use. Compare
your water usage rate to the desipn flow of your aystem (listed on the next page). Contact your

| septic professional if your average daily flow over the course of a manth exceeds 70% of the
i design flow for your system.

»  Caps. Make sure that all caps and lids are intact and in place. Inspect for damaged caps at least
every fall. Fix or replace damaged caps bofore winter to help prevent freezing issues.

+  Water conditioning devices, See Page 5 for a list of devices, When possible, program the recharge
frequency based on water demand {gallons) rather than fime (days). Recharging too frequently
may negatively impact your septic system,

»  Review your waiter usage rafe. Review the Water Use Appliance chart on Page 5. Discuss any
magjor changes with your pumper/maintainer.

During each visit by a pumper/maintainer
«  Askif your pumper/maintainer is licensed in Minnesota.

»  Make sure that your pumper/maintainer services the tank through the manhole. (NO'T thougl a 4”
or 6” diameter inspection port,)

+  Ask your pumper/maintainer o accomplish the tasks listed on the Professional Tasks on Page 4,
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UN IVERSITY Septic System Management Plan
Or MINNESOTA Jor Below Grade Systems

Professional Management Tasks

These are the operation and maintenance activities that o pumper/maintainer performs to help ensure
long-termr performance of your system. Professionals should refer to the QM Mannal Jor detailed
checklists for tanks, pumps, alarins and other components. Call 800-322-8642 for more details.

+  Written record provided to homeowner after each visit,
Plumbing/Source of Wastewater
» Review the Water Use Appliance Chart on Page 5 with homeowner, Discuss any changes in
water use and the impact those changes may have on the septic system,
«  Review water usage rates (if available) with homeowner.

Septic Tank/Pump Tanks

»  Manhole lid. A riser is recommended if the lid is not accossible from the ground surface. Insylate
the riser cover for frost protestion. .

= Liguid level. Check to make sure the tank is not loaking. The liquid level should be lovel with the
bottom of the outlet pipe. (If the water level is below the bottom of the outlst pipe, the tank may
not be watertight. If the water level is higher than the bottom of the outlet pipe of the tank, the
effluent screen may need cleaning, or there may be ponding in the drainfield,)

» Inspection pipes. Replace damaged caps.

» Baffles. Check fo make sure they are in place and attached, and that inlet/outlet baffles are clear
of buildup ot obstructions.

v Effftuent screen. Check to make sure it is in place; clean per manufacturer recommendation.
Recormmend retrofitted installation if one is not present
» dlarm, Verify that the alarm works.

«  Scum and sludge. Measure scum and sludge in each compartment of each seplic and pump tank,
pump if needed,

s Pump and controls. Check to make sure the pump and controls are opesating correctly,

v Pumnp vault, Check to make sure it is in place; clean per manufacturer recommendations.
v Alarm. Verify that the alarm works.

»  Drainback. Check fo make sure it is operating properly,

v Kvent counter or rin thne, Cheek to see if there is an event couniter of run time log for the pump,

If there is one, calewlate the water usage rate and compare to the anticipated average daily flow
listed on Page 2,

Soil Treatment Area

s Inspection pipes. Check to make sure they ave properly capped, Replace caps that are damaged.
~  Sutfacing of efffuent. Cheok for surfaced offluent or other signs of problems.

»  Gravily trenches and beds. Check the number of gravity trenches with pended effiuent, Identify
the percentage of the syster in use, Determine if action is neoded,

v Pressure trenches and beds -~ Lateral Jlushing. Check lateral distribution; if cleanouts exist, flush
and clean as needed,

All other components - inspect as lisied here:
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UNIVERSITY .
Or MINNESOTA

Water-Use Appliances and

Sepiic System Management Plan
Jor Below Grade Systems

Equipment in the Home
Appliance Impacts on System Management Tips
s Uses addifional water, + Uss of a parbage disposal is not recommended,
) + Adds solids to 1he tank. » Minimize garbage disposal use, Compost instead.
Garbage dispogal

Finoly-ground solids may net seitle.
Unsettled solids can exit the tank
and enter the scil treatment area,

To prevent solids from exiting the tank, have your
tank pumiped more frequently,

Add an efffuent screen to your tank,

Washing machine

Washing several loads on one day
uses a lot of water and may overload
your system.

Overloading your system may
prevent solids from settling out in
the tank. Unsettled solids can exit
the fank and enter the soil treatment
aren.

L J

»

Chaose a front-loader or water-saving top-loader,
these units use less water than older models,
Limit the addition of extra solids to your tank by
using liquid or easily biodegradable detergents.

Instalt a lint fitter after the washer and an efflgent
streen to your tank

Wash only ful loads.
Limit uss of bleach-baged detergenis,

Think even - spread your laundry loads throughont
the week,

2" floor taundry

The rapid speed of water entering
the tank may reduce performance.

Install an efffuent soreen in the septic tank to prevent
the release of excessive solids to the =0il treatment
area,

Be surs that you have adequate tank capacity.

Dishwasher

Powdered and/or higli-phosphorus
detergents can negatively impact the
performance of your tank and sojl
treatiment area,

New models promote “no scraping®,
They have a garbage disposal inside,

Use gel detergents. Powdered defergonts may add
solids fo the tank.

Use detergents that are low or tio-phosphorus,
Wash only full loads.

Scrape your dishes anyways to keep wndigested
solids out of your septic system,

Grinder pump (in
home)

Finely-ground solids may not settle.
Unsottled solids can exit the Tank
and enter the soil treatment area,

Expand septic tank capacity by a factor of 1,5,
Include pump monitoring in YOUur maintenance
schedule to ensure that it is working properly.
Add an effluent screen.

Large bathiub
(whirlpool)

Large volume of water may
overload your system,

Heavy use of bath oils and scaps can
impact biological activity in your
tank and soil treatment area.

— ]
Avoid using other water-use appliances at the same
time. For example, don’t wash clothes and take a

bath &t the same time,

Use oils, soaps, and cleaners in the bath or shower
spatingly.

Clean Water Uses

Impacts on System

Minagement Tips

High-efficiency » Drip may result in frozen pipes * Re-route water into a sump pump or directly out of
furnnce during cold weather, the house. Do not route furnace recharge to your
80plic systom,
Water softener ¢ Saltin recharge water mzy affect » These sources produce water that is not sewagre and
Iron filter systemn performance. should not ga into your seplic systom,
Reverse osmosis * Recharge water may hydraulicatly * Reroute water from these sources to another outtel,
overload the system. such as a dry well, draintile or old drainfield.

« Water from these sources will likely |+ When replacing, consider using a demand-based

Surface drainage averload the system. recharge vs, a time-based recharge,

Pooting drains

Check valves to ensure proper operation; have uait
serviced per manufacturer directions

S
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UNIVERSITY Septic System Managetment Pian
OF MINNES OTA Jor Below Grade Systems

Maintenance Log

Track maintenance activities heve for easy reference. See list of management lasks on pages 3and 4,

Activity Date accomplished

Check frequently:

Leaks: check for plumbing leaks

Soil treatment area check for swrfacing

Lint filter; check, clean if needed

Effluent screen: if owner-maingained

Check annually:

Water usage zate (monitor frequency v )

Caps: inspest, replace if needed

Water use appliances — reviow use

Other: Monitor Waste Strength

Notes:

Mitigationfoorreotive action pIEm: Add pretreatment and/or Increnss systarm slze,

“Ap the owner of this 8§18, 1 understand 16 is my responsibility to properly operate and maintain
the sewage treatment system an this preperty, wkilizing the Managsment Plan, If reguirements in
this Management Plan are not met, ¥ will promptly natify the pormitting authority and take

necgagary porrective actlons, If I have a new system, I agrea to adequately protect Lhe reserve
area for future wse as a soil treatment sysiem,”

Property Owner Sighature; Date

Management Plan Prepared By:  Brian Humpal Certification # 1209

Permitting Authority:

©2010 Regonts of thie Universtiy of Minnesola, All rights ressrved. Fhe Univorsily of Minnesota is an squsl epporlunity cducatar and employer.
This materiat is available in altsmative fonnats upon request. Contact he Water Resources Center, 612-624-9282. The Onsile Sowsgo

Treatment Program is delivered by te Universily of Minncsota Exlenslon Service and the University of Minnesola Water Resources Center,
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i TR Washington County Department of Public Health & Eavironment
== ounty

Was]:ﬁngton SEPTIC PERMIT APPLICATION
C

14949-62nd St N, P.0, Box 6, Stiltwater MN 55082-0006
651.430.6655 FAX: 651.430.6730

R ~ PROPERTY. f APPLICANT INFORMATION
PROPERTY ADDRESS: «{ Z,] 2, 2 5T

2. N Ot MNGID Jowocon 05 030 91 91 oo
USE OF BUILDING: 01 SINGLE FAMHY HOME W NON-SINGLE FAVILY AppLicATION TYPE: B NEW 1 REPLACEMENT
" APPLICANT

PR, VEA 2o Do ADDRESS |24 ZZ 0G4 PHONE NUMBER(S)

MRS Ao kmh?ﬂ;_d@@ oy Aldon WW e 4500 Usl- &2 - 299
T OWNER (iF DIFFERENT FROM APPLICANT) _

Loty EhA ADDRESS “TZ7%, [ZgTa <y 1. PRONE NUMBER(S) (/5 T-205-0250
L Dol Barn Wedduvdery  Gyared ] ) e ssyup )y 74700
R R ' SYSTEM TYPE

e SYSTEM (Trenches, Pressure Bed, Mound, AuGrade) [ TYPEIl SYSTEM (Floodplain, Holding Tanks, Pelvwy) D TYPE Il SYSTEM
(1 TYPE IV SYSTEM {System uslng Reglstered Products) £1 TYPE Y SYSTEM OO WSTS (5,000 GFD) 0 LorseuT
L1 _DRAINFIELD {1 PRESSURE BED O MOUND £ AT-GRADE 0 TANK REPLACEMENT L1 SUBDIVISIOR REVIEW
v ' ' FEE SCHEDULE--'-2014 ’ '
INSTALLATION PERWTS

 SOIL/SITE REVIEW APPLICATION FEE® 790

= Aal

“Thts fae does not apply to Retssuance of Expired Permits, Tank Replacement, Lot avpLCATION FeE: 24000
Spiit or Subdivision Approval, or System Abandonment Permits

T PERMIT FEE - PRIVY OR FIOLDING TANK $120

{3 PERMIT FEE - DRAINFIELD OR PRESSURE BED 5305

O PERMIT FEE - MOUND QR AT-GRADE $485 .

" PERMIT FEE-NON SIFGLE FAMILY

[ 1-500 GALLONS PER DAY ﬁﬁﬁ&gﬁﬁﬁ perarr Fez: 875 .40
W 501-1000 GALLONS PER DAY $875 S
E1 1001-5000 GALLONS PER DAY FEB 2 4 2014 51,100
L 5001-999 GALLONS PER DAY $1,300 T
310,000 GALLONS PER DAY OR GREATER 5 FRED e

[1  PERMIT FEE - HOLDING TANK REPLACEMENT (NO SOI TEST/SITERE fyn 4

[1  PERMIT FEE - SYSTEM REPAIR §120

[ PERMIT FEE - SYSTEM ABANDONMENT $120

Li_ PERMIT FEE - REISSUANCE OF EXPIRED PERMIT

50% of permil fee (does not tciude initial soft/site review fea)
TOTAL PERMIT FEE = APPLICATION FEE + PERMIT FEE;

Make Checks Payable to WASHINGTON COUNTY

# (g 00
= F m Y RN I O R P EEMTE
u A LS et et 0 bttt i MR LA apditba o L IR
1 SUBDHWISION SOIL/SITE REVIEW-APPLICATION FEE $205 + $85 PERLOT ~ SUBDIVISION REVIEW BASE FEE:
0O LOT SPLIT APPROVAL - $20% + 585 PERLOT +
LOTS: X 585 PER LOT
—————aa
Make Checks Payable to WASHINGTON COUNTY

TOTAL SUBDIVISION REVIEW OR LOT SPLIT AFPROVAL FER

ha following exhibils ace required as part of the upplication and shait be attached herslo; Parcolatlon Test Reporls; Soll Baring Logs; Site Plan drawn to scale showing location of bulldings, Lot ines,
reotation test holas, soll berlng hotes, proposed Locstion of system and location of well(s); ene (1) copy of the System Design; and one {1} copy of the Final Bulidiag Ptan. The house and dralnfisld
reas muslt ba staked, {raccurate or incomplete tnfomation wikl result in delays fa processing,

——————— i o as

REEMENT! Tha undersigned herehy makes Apphication for Pemmit to Install or Extend the Sewaua Treatment System hereln specilied, agrecing tiat all work shall be done In strict accordance with
rdinances and regulations of the County of Washingtan, Minnesota, Applicant agrees that the Site Plan, Sketches, and Design subimitted herewith, and which are revieyyed by Washington County,
Logether with ay requirements andJar restiictions iade necessary by conditlons pecullar to a particular lacation, shall becorne part of the panit. Applicant further agrees to provide access, at
reasonable times, Lo Washinglon Counly for the purpase of performing Inspections coquired and that io part of the system shalt be covered unti It hag been Inspected aud accepted. APPMLICATIGN IS
FOR AN INSTALLATION AT A SPECIFIC LOCATION; ANY DEVIATION FROM YHE APPROYVED LOCATION WILL YOID THE

PERAIT, It shall e the responstbitity of the applicant for the permlk to notify the
fiice of the Washington County Depariment of Public Health & Enviconmant that the Installatlon 15 ready for snspection,

he fnabitiey to conduct soll eaviews unlass srrangements are made Ny
robe, o any ethor device that can penetrate the frozen solt o allow Washington C

THE APPLICAHT to pravide a hackhoa, geo-
ounly to conduct a soll revlew. Innecordance with Minaesota Statu
to SIXTY (50) DAYS to raview and approve or deny tha permit spplication,

e 15.99, Subdivision 2, Washington County has up

| heveby certlly the shove lo b tene and correct, | hetreby give the Washington Coumty Department of Public Health & Environment hetmitelon ke anter upon my property durtng normal
uslng a5 durs For the purposs of daterqiintng the suitabliity of the location, dustgn, and constructlon, which may Include minor excavations or solt borings by tho Department.

“ Y %&(ZMW ___2[e4]20 14

Signature of Applicant (Owner i, G
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. dﬁﬂm@ﬁ% Onsite Sewage Treatment Program Soil OcmmEmme_Mz Log
OF MINNESOTA . i ,
Chent/ Address: .M w M |v \Mxv ﬂ»\@l@&r Legal Description/GPS: % Date: w,m.\\ \ W._ k n*

" sofl Parent Materiak{s): TP %fﬁ.ﬁ tacustrine  Afluvium \oess  Organic Matter || Bedrock

{circle all that apply} e e ool
tandscape Position: Summit Shoulder BackgSide Slope FootSiope  ToeSlope ~Slope Shape:
{circie one) - . . i
Yegetation: Soil Survey Map Unit{s}): \wﬁ*nh 5 mw 5 I slépe {%)
. ¢ Lo
Weather conditions/Time of Day: P ales L& Observation #/ _.Onmmnn\. Method: : Elevation:
. . Do
wm.Eqmﬁmnw Soit
Depth {in) Texture Rock Matrix Maottie Redox Enmm_ﬁx& i Structure  Structure Consistences
Frag % Color(s} Color(s) Kind{s) {see back] : Shape Grade
) ) " ma_”_nr: W Loase
[ ~ M.Q‘.aﬁ.w\ \.\Oﬁn..ra ) o ns £ \w\ b4 Concentrations @.\4 mﬂrﬂﬁm M@W
- ‘ Depietions 1| prsmatic rong m ]
) - i 1 single Gromn Lowse mmq.mamrﬁ Firm
Gleyed L5 Massive Rigid
. : . | Grentiar EIS LODSE
2k & mN\.\w \Q T ﬂ & W.\X Concentrations Eo S Mwmwmwﬂm MW.HH%
{ Depletions L | prismatic o )
5T Gleyed R bl P
[ =] . ) \v\ |- | | Gramdlr Yo Eam.
““\JJA\ & <o mr 273 Concentrations _ mmmum M%%_Mﬁ F 1“3
- H - . N ’
mxa\ﬁﬁ“h QLT .\WW\T Depletions i M._.n”ann : Loose Extremely Firm
Gleyed . E | e Rigid
i : Granulaz weak Loose
L0730 1 ey foer w s 20 Tk
. N Wl w\ m\ ; = o Frizbla
: . %,“AV . ] se T i ww.wmﬂm mwa@mqae Firm
. Gleyed # iy gl e Rigid
.~y Gramular Wealk Logse
Concentrations : il w\_oaoaa Wazm
Depletions M.muau."._n , . r.MNmMm mH“,mBmZ Firm
. Gleyed i Rigid
. . Granular Weak Loose
unl Am\ 1\\ . ¢ Platy Moderate fFriable
0\.% &,ﬁnﬁ Concentrations :
{ L — : . Blocky .
m..w.. Depletions ‘ . M._.WﬂmMn . MM”«MN MH..“»BWE Eirmn g
: Gleyed S Bt Rigid
Comments: ~ - c P
N\V\W Je %%Em%@*\wﬂa P
Cerdfied Statement: | hereby certify that b have completad this ,m ~ I m (\
. - - e it -
work in accordance with ali applicable ordinances, rutes and laws. _ \m _ _ i
{Designer} {Signature] Pl [License ¥) [Caze]
E







X0pay 8/4 YAS Moy
8 $pad (105 ug sbupieo) s

SUCN {1V JUSSAIY 151ep DUIpURIS SN 13 UBS3Id JO1BM BujpURlg
88 'y 1UB5aI1] XOpaY KA TV 10558.4 Xopoy
99 11V BUNOE JO pug WO Hy Bupog JO pud

HHM Weo ABID 4/ WADT 99-64
5pad |10 uQ sbupeo) s X0pY B/S UAS
UAIM wieot Ae|D 2/ WADT 6S-L UM WeOT IS b/ YADT Ob-87
Wieoy £/¢ WAOT P08 [BARID @ pURS BU)4 AWROT /% YADT 82-01
weat Apues suld £/¢ HAOT QE-0 weo] Apues suly £/5'z 01-0
T EEIVRIV | seyau]
d1@juhooug sjio aiunooug sio
pata) 3 §]l05 u1 yadeq pala} 3 s|105 uy yadag
B‘U;J:ol"g ) bujlog
04586 30 UopRARIY 08°v86 JO uofjeas|3
BaRung Q0RLING
b wequunN Buysog € - usquuiny Bupog
BUON 1V juasadd .aam'm Bugpue;s—' e oN . :':;'v Bsald Jelem'Eu'lpue_qs |
1€ 13V 1Uosald Xopay «I¥ '}y JUasDId Xopay
W07 1Y BUlIOg JO pug wlt 13y bupleg Jo pug

w0 1Y esnjay
X0y 9/ YAS B 8/G HAS
PUY |9ARID JO Dkl

wL¥ WY |@5NjaY
X0poy JO avell

UliM weo Apues suy AIBA #/% YAOT Ot-1E UHM Weo JIS 9/2 JAOT Lb-Th
{BARID ' PUBS UL AWIRDT $/€ WAOT 1€-0T weot £/6°7 YAG'L T¥-5€
[sARID JO S0B| Weo 7/9'z WAG'L - GE-GT
Ui wieo Apues auld £/ BAOT 01-0 pues aufi Aweod £/¢ YAOT §52-D
Sayour sayou]
s1uUno; s|t0
pa.IuNodua siios ur yydag peiunoouy sjius uI tdag
Buog buyog
09'586 40 UoheAs {0786 JO uoIeAZ|g
dwung paRLINg
z LRquInN Bujog T Wequiny Bupog
Yasn TWRISAS Uolled|jIsseD 8014085/ Aong /puer { 1 pas() Jabny
YI/ET/Z R $1/C1/2 [ 193ed | BUPSL {108 155Mpiin| ‘AG BPEl sBuiog]

01155 NW "obny "N 39818 Y10eT £/6/7

'100[0J4 JO UORE30

Sbujiog (168 JO B4




D s R e T T J T T4 s emem s e o e - - o e - TSR - . -
. N =~y .
. 2 _ By e " w
oo :. Tt . C e Tee
- A ; - . . - T
- B T - ! T
. L. ’ = T -
e L L i ' .
- . S T ) - - .
B PR - -
: . .o - T. B
: : —y - N . ..
. - - = N . w jres
. = - - . S —
. L. . ] = w =" T
~ = P - o e . - e - - - -
-~ - - - - -.- —_— - : ) o ’ : )
= P - - :
- " oy - - - - - . P
- . R - - TN KTt T e el - _— * TS i Mk T, e UL A RS ooy, et BTN el b b T e . - ta e e
: ) . .-
R )
L e e T e - ERR UL A
- s ol —_ . .
PN - ol . e -
. . . T o~
1 = - - - - -




1Y U504 JOYRM BUIpUBIS

13V 3035344 J536M BUIpURS

UV UBSEId XOpaYy

Y D504 Xopoy

13V Bujiog Jo pug

13V Bliog JO pug

ETR CEVRIA
PaISIUNOdUL s)j0% o1 yydag poJsiunoaug siog o] uide
Buiiog Ujiog
JO UO[IRAS(T JO uopeAs)g
poRNg 2OLUNG

waguiny Bupog

Haguiny Buplog

1Y JUISAUd IPIEN BupURS T SUoN 11 AUSSOId ID)2M DUIBUEIS
1Y Jussdlg xopoy 0% 1V JUasald Xopoy
3y bupog JO pu3

w09

“W BUiog JO pUF

XOpoY 8/G HAS pHy

S2INPON WO.L B Spad 108 up sbujpeon s

UNM wieoT Ae[d Apues p/p WAOT 08-0§
SeINPON U0JL B Spad jlog uQ sBupeol) IS
UMM wleoT AelD Apues b/t BAQT 05-e¢
[PARAD 3§ pues AWeo’ BUlY AISA O/E YAOT| BE-¥Z
UIreo’ /92 YAS /. Fe-0
sSaljou] CEITRIT
paiunoous s|105 ur yadag potziunooug s|ios ur yadag
buitog BULIOH
JO uopEAR|A T°£86 40 UGRRADIZ
2oRyING DEING
aquuny Buplog G Maquiny Bunog
YIS HLUDISAL oD ISSRLD jedang/pueylipasn Jabhy
vI/ET/Z 8)eq i BURSSL. 1105 18SMPIN| A9 SPEW Sbulog

0TISS NW "OBAH "N 19045 W02 T £Z6Z] alold §0 LoReso

sBuLIog 105 JO 6o



. - . PN B C b e e . B T T =
. —
- - R
| e =
5 - L. B
] - s =
—_ ~
- e a . . - .
PR - - - = - -
- - R . . . oo R S, . - - )
. C o - —-— T e . .
3 - e et e e e i e e e n R . o mam o e amte wes e O - -
R . - - -
. . . - s
- . " -
— v . - o
. - - - - -
. . i = T =
— ~ - . : o
- - - e _— T
a




IdX Y9 =31VY J¥3d IDVHIAY

18U10 UIED J0 85| J0 %40} Ui 8 38N Sejel toeoaied sagnacsUd ¢ ,

SOUN g 155) Bapmp woneq oloy eavqe yidonp mwkey
Wy 00l Je Bunreig VeI poynpued sbuiseer ored ajeq)
[EEY SINOY fr Joj SO W] Licla J618M §0 7| U[BIUIEUL 0} H38N POLIOIY
(00 3{oY dAOqE 7l By 2otem |2pur o yidag
el 08°2 18 Bupiong Yz peirss yeosod dec
sélr:m! ? Wwonoq 1e e jo yidag BaLoU) {0 9|0y jo Wopo o) yidag
82U L) plkog WBMepts Bureos Jo powpay
SovoU| ) 8i0y Jo S bd HolH 12aL
N1%eng @0z} g2l ssalppy
DWIEBN JAUAOSWWDN
fiupsay, pog 16MPTN Aq pouuops 1sa) vopel0otey
26621 SN 83Ul

DuSaL 1168 Teampiiy sueN Aveduon

ol 13THS YAV LS NONY 10043




K - - .
; R - .- .. - B
i g - - . .
R - - . T
. . - -7 - 0




PERCOLATION TEST DATA SHEET

Company Name

Midwest Soil Tosting

License Number L2896
Percolation Test Performed by Midwst Soll Tasling
Homeewmer Name
Address 7373 120th Streal N
Tost Hola # p-2 Dlametet of hole 6 inches
Method of seratching sidewall Board with nalls
Dapth to boltom of hote 12 Inches Depth of gravel at hotlom 2 Inches
Date presoak started 2112114 Starting at 2:30 PM
Depth of initlsl water fitfing 12 above hole bottom
Mathod used to raintaln 12" of weater depth in hola for 4 hours Re-Fill
Date pere readings conducted 1314 Stating af 10:08 AM
Maximum depih above hole batiom duting test [ inches

Diroctions: Enler elepsed timo and drop In waler loval and the rest will be coleutated

Taae
v 1y \

0.0

......

--------

* 3 consecutive percolation rates must ba within 10% or lass of each other

AVERAGE PERC RATE =

6.7 MPI
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CITY OF GRANT, MINNESOTA
RESOLUTION NO. 2014-11

RESOLUTION APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR
7373 120" STREET NORTH
(DELLWOOD BARN WEDDINGS)

WHEREAS, Scott Jordan on behalf of Dellwood Barn Weddings (“Applicant”) has
submitted an application for a Conditional Use Permit to renovate an existing barn on the subject
property for purposes of running a seasonal Rural Event Facility to be located at 7373 120"
Street North in the City of Grant, Minnesota; and

WHEREAS, the site has an existing historic barn on the property which is an accessory
building to the Applicant’s principal use of the property for residential uses; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the Applicant’s request at a duly noticed

Public Hearing which took place on April 1, 2014 and subsequently considered the application
on May 1, 2014.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESCLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF GRANT, WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA, that it does hereby
approve the request of Scott Jordan of Dellwood Barn Weddings for a Conditional Use Permit,
based upon the following findings pursuant to Section 32-147 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance
which provides that a Conditional Use Permit may be granted “if the applicant has proven to a
reasonable degree of certainty” that specific standards are met. The City Council’s Findings
relating to the standards are as follows:

» The use is designated in Section 32-245, table of uses, as a conditional use for the
Agricultural Al zoning district.

» The use conforms to the city’s comprehensive plan, and maintains large lot sizes in
compliance with the guided land used designation.

*  The use will not be detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety or general welfare
of the city, its residents, or the existing neighborhood if conditions of the permit are met.
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The use meets conditions or standards adopted by the city (through resolutions or other
ordinances).

The use will not create additional requirements for facilities and services at public cost
beyond the city’s normal low density residential and agricultural uses.

The use will not result in the destruction, loss or damage of natural, scenic, or historic
features of importance.

The use will not increase flood potential or create additional water runoff onto
surrounding properties.

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED, that the following conditions of approval of the

Conditional Use Permit shall be met:

10.

il

The Dellwood Wedding Barn shall be permitted to operate seasonally from May 1* through October 31% of
each vear.

The Business shall be permitted to conduct no more than three (3) events per week from the Barn.

The maximum occupancy of the facility shall be limiied to 253 petsons, to include all event staff, caterers,
musicians, etc., or anyone onsite for the duration of an event,

The Hours of Operation, defined as actual event time, shall be limited to the following:
a. Monday through Thursday: 11 AM to 2 PM

b. Friday and Saturday: 1:00 PM to 11:00 PM, where the site shall be fully vacated and dark by 11:00
PM.

¢.  No events shall be permitted on Sundays

d. Staff, caterers, deliveries, musician setup and other support activities shall not be subject to the
hours of operations, but may not begin prior to 9:00 AM, and must cease by 12:00 AM daily.

All recorded music (i.e. DJ, iPod mix, etc.) shall only be permitted within the barn and may not exceed 85
decibels,

The barn doors on the north fagade shall be secured and closed no later than 10 pm during any event.
No amplification of live music shall be permitted.

Installation of egress doors shall be relocated to the south side of the barn, and no additional accesses on the

north side shall be permitted. A revised elevation of the north and south sicle shall be submitted for review
and approval,

A row of evergreen trees shall be planted on the north side of the barn to offer additional sound mitigation
for times when the barn doors are open.

The site plan shall be updated to remove the Informal Gathering Space and Tent area from the north side of
the Barn,

A sign shall be posted at each door of the facility indicating patrons should be considerate of the neighbors
and to go to their cars expeditiousty and quietly.
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12. An updated lighting plan including specification sheet of proposed fixture, locations, and photometric plan
shall be submitted for review and approval.

13. Revisions to the parking lot design must be completed and submitted to the City Engineer for review and
approval prior to any construction occurring.

14, A dust control plan shall be established and submitted to the City Engineer for review and approval.

15. The City Engineer’s recommendations and conditions shall be addressed, and updated plans reflecting
necessary changes submitted for review and approval prior to any site grading or improvements.

16. A parking attendant shall be required to be present beginning an hour prior to any events and must remain
on the premise throughout the event.

17. All access and driveway permits shall be obtained from Washington County prior to commencing
operations.

18. All necessary permits and approvals from RCWD shall be obtained prior to issuance of a grading or
building permit for construction of the parking lot.

19, Installation of the septic system shall be completed in compliance Washington County standards and the
permif dated 4/14/2014 prior to hosting any events.

20. The Parking lot, including installation of the ADA parking stalls shall be constructed prior to hosting any
events,

21. Any future signage onsite may not be illuminated and shall meet the City’s ordinances and regulations in
place at time of proposal.

22, A building permit shall be obtained prior to commencing any renovations on the proposed facility
{(Wedding Barn).

23. All proposed renovations, as depicted in the submitted plan set and any revisions stated within these
conditions, shall be completed prior to hosting any events at the facility.

24. All vendors, including food and beverage, shall be licensed within Washington County prior to serving at
any event,

25. An off-duty officer shall be onsite during all events from § PM until 12 AM

26. All work shall be done in compliance with the directions of the RCWD, the MPCA, Department of Health
or any governmental or regulatory agency having jurisdiction over the site.

27. No structures or improvements shall be constructed in areas identified with an easement.

28. All escrow amounts shall be brought up to date and kept current.

29. This permit shall be reviewed on an annual basis.

30. Any violation of the conditions of this permit shall result in the revocation of said permit.

31. Any change in use, building, outdoor gathering areas, lighting, parking, storage, screening, traffic
circulation shall require an amendment to the Conditional Use Permit,

32. All work shall be done in compliance with the directions of the RCWD, the MPCA,

Department of Health or any governmental or regulatory agency having jurisdiction over
the site,



Resolution No.: 2014-
Page 4 of 4

33. No structures or improvements shall be constructed in areas identified with an easement,
34. All escrow amounts shall be brought up to date and kept current.

35. This permit shall be reviewed on an annual basis,

36. Any violation of the conditions of this permit shall result in the revocation of said permit.

37. Any change in use, building, outdoor gathering areas, lighting, parking, storage,
screening, fraffic circulation shall require an amendment to the Conditional Use Permit.

Adopted by the Grant City Council this 1st day of May, 2014.

Tom Carr, Mayor

State of Minnesota )
) ss.
County of Washington )

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and appointed Clerk of the City of Grant,
Minnesota do hereby certify that T have carefully compared the foregoing resolution adopted at a
meeting of the Grant City Council on , 2014 with the original thereof on file in my
office and the same is a full, true and complete transcript thereof.

Witness my hand as such City Clerk and the corporate seal of the City of Grant, Washington
County, Minnesota this day of , 2014,

Kim Points
Clerk
City of Grant



DELLWOOD BARN WEDDINGS
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
CITY OF GRANT

#

PROPERTY OWNER/APPLICANT:  Scott Jordan

GENERAL LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  See Attached Site Plan

ADDRESS:

PID 0503021210005
PID 0503021210004

7373 120™ Street North
Grant, MN 55110

This is a Conditional Use Permit to allow for the development of a Rural Event Facility hereafter
named “Dellwood Wedding Barn.” The Dellwood Wedding Barn will operate from an existing barn on
the subject site that will be renovated for compliance with commercial building code standards. Any
additional product lines or expansions of the business shall require an amendment to this Conditional Use

Permit.

All uses shall be subject to the following conditions and/or restrictions imposed by the City

Council, City of Grant, Washington County, Minnesota, in addition to all previous permits and applicable
ordinances, statutes or other laws in force within the City:

. The Dellwood Wedding Barn shall be permitted to operate seagonally from May 1% through
October 31* of each year.

2. The Business shall be permitted to conduct no more than three (3) events per week from the Barn.

3. The maximum occupancy of the facility shall be limited to 253 persons, to include all event staff,
caterers, musicians, etc., or anyone onsite for the duration of an event,

4. The Hours of Operation, defined as actual event time, shall be limited to the following:

a.

b.

Monday through Thursday: 11 AM to 2 PM

Friday and Saturday: 1:00 PM to 11:00 PM, where the site shall be fully vacated and dark
by 11:00 PM.

No events shall be permitted on Sundays

Staff, caterers, deliveries, musician setup and other support activities shall not be subject

to the hours of operations, but may not begin prior to 9:00 AM, and must cease by 12:00
AM daily,

5. All recorded music (i.e. DJ, iPod mix, etc.) shall only be permitted within the barn and may not
exceed 85 decibels.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

The barn doors on the north fagade shall be secured and closed no later than 10 pm during any
event,

No amplification of live music shall be permitted.

Installation of egress doors shall be relocated to the south side of the barn, and no additional
accesses on the north side shall be permitted. A revised elevation of the north and south side
shall be submitted for review and approval.

A row of evergreen trecs shall be planted on the north side of the barn to offer additional sound
mitigation for times when the barn doors are open.

The site plan shall be updated to remove the Informal Gathering Space and Tent area from the
north side of the Barn.

A sign shall be posted at cach door of the facility indicating patrons should be considerate of the
neighbors and to go to their cars expeditiously and quietly.

An updated lighting plan including specification sheet of proposed fixture, locations, and
photometric plan shall be submitted for review and approval.

Revisions to the parking lot design must be completed and submitted to the City Engineer for
review and approval prior to any construction occurring,

A dust control plan shall be established and submitted to the City Engincer for review and
approval.

The City Engineer’s recommendations and conditions shall be addressed, and updated plans

reflecting necessary changes submitted for review and approval prior to any site grading or
improvements,

A parking attendant shall be required to be present beginning an hour prior to any events and
must remain on the premise throughout the event.

All access and driveway permits shall be obtained from Washington County prior to commencing
operations.

All necessary permits and approvals from RCWD shall be obtained prior to issuance of a grading
ot building permit for construction of the parking lot.

Installation of the septic system shall be completed in compliance Washington County standards
and the permit dated 4/14/2014 prior to hosting any events.

The Parking lot, including installation of the ADA parking stalls shall be constructed prior to
hosting any evenis.

Any future sighage onsite may not be illuminated and shall meet the City’s ordinances and
regulations in place at time of proposal.

A building permit shall be obtained prior to commencing any renovations on the proposed facility
(Wedding Barn).

All proposed renovations, as depicted in the submitted plan set and any revisions stated within
these conditions, shall be completed prior to hosting any events at the Facility.



24. All vendors, including food and beverage, shall be licensed within Washington County prior to
serving at any event.

25. An off-duty officer shall be onsite during all events from 8 PM until 12 AM

26. All work shall be done in compliance with the directions of the RCWD, the MPCA, Department
of Health or any governmental or regulatory agency having jurisdiction over the site.

27. No structures or improvements shall be constructed in areas identified with an easement.
28. All escrow amounts shall be brought up to date and kept current.

29. This permit shall be reviewed on an annual basis,

30. Any violation of the conditions of this permit shall result in the revocation of said permit.

31. Any change in use, building, outdoor gathering areas, lighting, parking, storage, screening, traffic
circulation shall require an amendment to the Conditional Use Permit.

IN WITNESS WHEROF, the parties have executed this agreement and acknowledge their acceptance
of the above conditions.

CITY OF GRANT:
Date:

Tom Carr, Mayor
Date:

Kim Points, City Clerk
State of Minnesota )

County of Washington )

On this day of , 2014, before me, a Notary Public, personally appeared
Tom Carr and Kim Points, of the City of Grant, a Minnesota municipal corporation within the State of
Minnesota, and that said instrument was signed on behalf of the City of Grant by the authority of the
city council and Tom Carr and Kim Points acknowledge said instrument to the be the free act and deed
of said City of Grant.

Notary Public



APPLICANT/OWNER:
DELLWOOD WEDDING BARN/ SCOTT
JORDAN

Date: By:
Its:

Date;:

Kim Points, City Clerk

State of Minnesota )
)ss.
County of Washington )

On this day of , 2014, before me, a Notary Public, personally appeared _
the of Dellwood Wedding Barn who acknowledged

that said instrument was authorized and executed on behalf of said Company.

Notary Public
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STAFF REPORT

TO: Mayor & City Council Members Date: April 24, 2014 (Revised)
Kim Points, City Clerk March 21, 2014

Nick Vivian, City Attorney

CUP to Construct a

From: RE:

Jennifer Haskamp Telecommunications Monopole at

9254 Manning Ave. N., Grant,
MN

Summary of Aprii 1, 2014 City Council Meeting

The subject application was first considered at the regular April 1, 2014 City Council meeting, A public
hearing was held and public testimony taken regarding the proposed Cell Tower construction. Afier

discussing the proposed CUP, the City Council requested the applicant provide additional information with
respect to the following items:

»  Clarification regarding the RF maps and more detail regarding why the proposed tower cannot be

located within one of the Preferred Locations as defined by the City’s ordinance; and

*  Further explanation regarding coordination with Brown’s Creek Watershed District and what, if any,
requirements might be necessary; as well as identification of any constraints on the tower or its

supporting infrastructure that affect the proposed site as a result of the creek crossing,

The following staff report was prepared for the April 1% meeting and changes are identified in wnderlined
italics, and any deletions with a strikethrough.

Background

The Applicant, Faulk & Foster Real Estate has made an application on behalf of Verizon Wireless to
construct a new wireless communications cell tower at 9254 Manning Avenue North, Grant, MN, A few
months ago the City was contacted with respect to an historical/environmental review with respect to the site.
It was communicated during that process that there were no known historical resources (from the City’s
perspective) on site, but that appropriate permits and applications from the city would be required prior to
construction of the cell tower. This application for a CUP is the follow-up to the initial contact,

Project Summary

Applicant: Faulk & Foster Real Estate Site Size: 20.01 Acres

Blake Conklin

On behalf of Verizon Wireless
Zoning & Land Use: A-2 Request: Conditonal Use Permit (CUP)
Location (PTDs):
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1303021440003 — Generally located northwest of the Highway 96 and Manning Avenue North
intersection,

The Applicant has submitted a package to construct a new telecomumunications monopole and associated

equipment for Verizon Witeless. 'The follow summary of the application is provided:

Meonopole: The proposed monopole is 150-feet tall with a 9-foot lightening rod for a total height of 159-feet
tall. The monopole has a base approximately 6-feet in diameter which tapers as the elevation increases. The
design allows for various ‘ters’ of antennas to be placed on the monopole with the tip of the antennas not
exceeding the height of the monopole, or in 150-feet. The design is similar to those already located in the
community along Highway 36 and Manning Avenue North,

Antennas & Cables: The applicant has proposed to install 12 antennas to the proposed monopole as a part of
the initial project. The proposed monopole is designed to accommodate future antenna installations based
upon differing carrier’s needs, but the applicant has stated that any additions beyond those in the plan set
would be evaluated ac a future date. The maximum proposed antenna length is 96.47, or approximately 8’
tall with the antenna tip elevation at 150°. Based upon the installation of the antennas there are carious coax

cables including a top and bottom distribution box which would then be connected to the coax and hybrid

cable which is installed inside of the monopole (tower).

Ground Equipment Shelter/Site Plan: The proposed site plan includes the construction of a prefabricated
equipment shelter which would include an equipment room and generator room. The structure would be
approximately 340 square feet in area and would be secured with an efectric entry. The monopole would be

fenced in and secured with a gate which is located north of the equipment shelter on the site.

Utiliey/ROW Easements: The sice plan depicts utility and right-of-way easement to ensure functioning and
access to the monopole and ground equipment. The overall site plan depicts that an easement running along
the south property line would include the instalfation of underground fiber run from the Manning Avenue
right-of-way to the shelter pull box. There would also be an easement area running to the south of the
existing home which would include installation of underground electrical which would run from the existing

power pole transformer to the shelter mounted meter. (See City Engineer’s comments for more detail),

Review Criteria

According to the City Code the proposed uses require a Conditional Use Permit. The City Code states the
following for consideration when reviewing a Conditional Use Permit (32-141):;

“(d) In determining whether or not a conditional use may be allowed, the City will consider the nature of the
nearby lands or buildings, the effect upon waffic into and from the premises and on adjoining roads, and all
other relevant factors as the City shall deem reasonable prerequisite of consideration in determining the effect

of the use on the general welfare, public health and safery.”
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{¢) Ifa useis deemed suitable, reasonable conditions may be applied to issuance of a conditional use permit,
and a periodic review of said permit may be required.”

Division 4 Antenna Regulations Sections 32-443 through 32-454 relate specifically to installation of
telecommunications towers within the City. Specifically 32-449(a) and (c) relate to those items needed for

review upon initial application.

In order to determine the appropriateness of the proposed CUP, the proposal will be reviewed for compliance

and consistency with adjacent uses, the zoning district regulations, and the regulations identified within
Division 4 of the city’s ordinances.

Existing Site Conditions

The existing is primarily in residential use with associated accessory structures. The parcel is oriented with the
primary frontage along the eastern edge of the site which is bordered by Manning Avenue North, The site is
a regular rectangular shape oriented on its long edge cast-west. There is a substantial wetland located on the
western half of the property, which is located to the back of the existing home. Connected with the wetland,
Browns Creek crosses the property from the northwest to the southeast and runs east of the existing home.
The existing home and accessory structures are accessed from a single driveway which is connects to Manning
Ave. N. near the northern property line. The driveway crosses Browns Creek and has existing culverts
installed to allow the creek to Aow. The existing home is approximately 485-feet from the centerline
Manning Avenue, 280-feet from the north (side-yard) property line, 334-feet from the south (side-yard)
property line, and 718-feet from the east (rear yard) line. There is an approximately 1,600 square foot
accessory building located south of the home, and an approximately 5,000 square foot accessory building
located to the south and west of the home on the other side of the driveway.

Comprehensive Plan Review
The site is guided A-2 Small Scale Agricultural which calls for large lot single-family residential and low
density uses. The proposed monopole does not alter the primary use of the subject site which is currently

used for rural residential, nor does it propose any addidonal density of further subdivision.

Zoning/Site Review

The following zoning and site plan review is provided to assist in your analysis and consideration of the
¥ ¥
proposed CUP for construction of a new monopole on the subject site. For your reference, Division 4

Antenna Regulations in the City’s Ordinance was primasily wtilized for purposes of the following review.

Dimensional Standards

The following site and zoning requirements in the A-2 district regulate the site and proposed project:

Dimension Ord. Section Standard
Lot Size (Per Sec. 32-451) 32-451 {b) 10 acres
Max. Antenna Support Structure Heighe 32-451 {b) 195°
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(A2)

Front yard - centerline of County Road 32-246 1507

(Structure)*

All property lines (Per Sec. 32-451) 32-451 (d) Equal to height of antenna
suppott structure

Structural Setbacls {Cell tower from 32-451 {e)(3) Equal to height of monopole +

residential structure) 15’

Base of any tower 32-452 500 square feet

Lot Size

Antenna Support
Steucture Hleighte

Setbaclks

Location/Visual [mpact

"The proposed site for the monopole is approximately 20.01 Acres. Based upon
the ordinance standards, the proposed site is lurger than 10-acres, and meets
the ordinance requirements for minimum lot size.

The proposed monopole is 150-feet tall with a 9-foot lightening rod. The
ordinance states that towers should be designed to only the maximum height
needed to help reduce visual impact. The proposed height of the tower meets
the Ordinance standards for maximum height.

The proposed monopole is located approximately 650-feet from the centerline
of Manning Avenue N, 155-feet from the south side-yard lot line, 545-feet
from the north side-yard lot line, and 643-feet from the rear property line,
Section 32-451 (d) states, “...all antenna support structures shall be set back
from the nearest property line at least a distance equal to the height of the
antenna suppore structure.” The proposed monopole is 150-feet tall and meets
the ordinance standards for setbacks from all property lines. The ordinance
further states in Section 32-451 (e}(3) that, “...if an antenna support structure
is located on the same parcel of land as a residential structure, the setback to
that residential structure may be equal to the height of the antenna support
structure plus 15 feet.” The proposed monopole is located approximately 170-
feet from the existing residential home on the property. Based upon the
ordinance, the monopole is required to be setback a minimum of 165’
(150°+15°) from the residential structure, and as proposed, meets the setbuck
requirement.

Section 32-444 (8) states in the purpose, “Place telecommunication facilities in
suitable locations, with residential locations being a last resort” and it is further
stated in Section 32-452(13) “Antennas and antenna support structures must
be designed to blend into the surrounding environment through use of color
and camouflaging architectural treatment...” The applicant has stated in the
attached Ordinance Compliance Statement that Verizon “has gone to

considerable time and expense in order to find the lowest impact site that will



Location/RE Coverage

Driveway/Access

sw»::nsm%stmp consulfing, lie

still meet these objectives” where their objectives include ‘providing essencial
modern infrastructure  to  residents and  business; support critical
communications and fast emergency response to accident health emergencies,
crimes, fires, storms and other events impacting public health and safety.” The
application has also provided a coverage analysis is Exhibit C to support the
proposed location and need for the tower. The Applicant’s Ordinance
Compliance Statement further describes the search process, and states that in
order for Verizon to make its network function adequately there was a
relatively small search area available. And if you review the available sites
within that search area they are all zoned similarly to the proposed site, with

similar uses and there are no preferred support structures within the search area
(per Section 32-450 (2),

With respect to the design of the tower, the Applicant has stated that “the site
will be designed using the latest technology in order to reduce visual impact.”
However, it is unclear what elements of the design achieve a reduced visual
impact and from what vantage point. Section 32-452(9) states that the city
may request a visual impacy demonstration to more accurately reflect he

“visual impact”. If desired, this information can be requested from the
Applicant.

The Applicant submitied a_Supplemental Statement on April 24, 2014 _for
consideration which includes further detail regarding the selection of the locasion
and RE Maps which_are attached as Fxchibjr 1. With respect to the location
selection, the Applicant states that, “Verizons RE Engineer has examined the closes
tower {(at the town hall) and the trapsmission line locations and determined that

those locaiions do not meet objectives.” The statement furiber explains that Verizon

then looked for sites outside of the preferved locaiions, and attempted to select & site

that would have the least impact on residential areas. (Please review Applicant’s
Supplemental Starenens, Fxhibits | and 2 and the City Engineer’s Comments for
further detail reearding this item).

The Applicant has proposed to utilize the existing driveway to access the
proposed monopole and ground equipment. The driveway would be placed
into an access and utility easement 20-feet wide per the site plan. The existing
driveway currently meets all standards for setbacks, etc. Since the driveway is
accessed from Manning, and is a County Road, sealf contacted the county to
ensure no additional permits were required. A formal response had not been
received at the time of this staff report, bur any comments will be forwarded to
Council upon receipt. Staff does nor anticipate any additional reguired
permitting for the proposed use, and utilizing the existing driveway meets the
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Citys Ordinances.

Noted on A-1 of the plan set, during construction the Applicant will install
“Bridge Jumpers” or something equivalent, to ensure protection of the culverts
currently installed ro protect Browns Creek, and will be removed upon
completion of the installation, The plan for protection of the culverts should
be presenied to Browns Greek Watershed Disirvict to ensure compliance with
their standards for construction and proteciion of the creek andfor culverts.

Finally, Section 32-452 (b){6) states that that “an address sign shall be installed
in conformance with fire department requirements at the entrance of the
public way to provide direction along the access road to the facility itself.”
Based upon the plan set, there is no sign indicated meeting this requirement.
The Applicant should update the plan set to indicate the location and
installation of a sign to meet this requirement.

The proposed site plan is identified on sheet A-1 of the attached plan set. As
demonstrated on the site plan, the proposed monopole and ground equipment
is identified in the area labeled “Land Space” which is proposed to be accessed
from the existing driveway. The proposed Land Space is approximately 1,100
square feet, and contains the monopole (which is approximately 113 square
feet at the base) and the equipment cabinet which is approximately 360 square
feet, both which will placed on a concrete slab. The area exclusive is a pad that
is proposed to be covered with 3”deep %” to 1 42" clean rock. The monopole
is proposed to be fenced in and with fencing that is proposed to be galvanized
steel G6-feet high. The fence top will have three strands of barbed wired to an
elevation of 7-feet rall to ensure the structure is secure. (See sheet A-5 in the
attached plan set).

The proposed site plan identifies existing trees that will be removed and/or
retained as a result of the proposed project. Near the proposed location of the
equipment shelter there is an existing 18” and 8” Boxelder, and a 77 Elm
which will remain. There is a 7” Boxelder that will be removed as a part of this
project.  Beyend—these—existing—trees—idendfied-there—is—no-—proposed
landseaping-addressed-as-a-part-ofthis-plan. Section 32-452 (13) and (14)
refer to screening, protecting existing vegetation, and preparing a landscape
plan that “provide the maximum amount of screening from off-site views as is

feasible.” The Applicant bas submitted_a_vevised site_plan which _indicates an

arborvitae vegetative screen glong the west, south and_eqst_perimeter of the land
area. The-Applicant-shonld-address—off-site—viess—from-adincent—propertios,
and-prepare-a-landseape-plan-that-prevides-serceningto-provect-thoseviews.
The revised landscape plan adequately addresses the screening requirement as
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stated within the City’s Ordinances.

Mﬁ%&ﬁ@&w&@mﬁmpﬁm@w&%@m
corveshondence received from their represemasive. As. indicated in the attached

correspondence, the work as proposed_and demo ted_in n_sch. does not
Lorresp
triveer BOCWD permitting,

Additionally. .siaff spoke_with BCWD represenmtatives reparding the diesel fuel

¢ for the generator. As of dlarification, the BCWD docs nor have
any specific standards or rules related to the type of fuel storase on site and expressed
satisfaction with the information recarding the generator that was supplied by the
Applicant. Staff. alone with the Watershed District, wonld recommend that
an_emergency response plan be on file with the permit to ensure thar all
proper_regulatory authorities (including, but pot limited to, City, BCWD,
MPCA) be notificd immediately in the cvent. of a spill at the site or by a
vehicle entering the site.

Antennas & Cables

The proposed monopole would be constructed to accommodate several users in the future, However, as
submitted, the proposed plan includes the installation of 12 antennas which are mounted with a color mount
at an elevation of approximately 140°. The antennas will be pounded on three separate T-Frames as depicred
in detail 6 on sheet A-3, The highest elevation of the antenna tip is proposed at 150°, see detail 1 sheet A-3.
The proposed antenna will serve Verizon Wireless, with the potential to co-locate other users in the furure.
Per Section 32-452 (9), © the tower must be designed structurally and electrically to accommodate both the
applicant’s antennas and comparable antennas for at least two additional users..” However, the applicant has
stated that it is unknown what additional users will co-locate and as such it is difficult to determine what
types of antennas they may desire to install. However, it would be veasonable to seek additional clarification

Jrom the Applicant regarding the potential number of antennas and service providers that could be
accommodated based upon the design of the monopole, if desired.

Ground Equipment/Shelter
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The proposed site plan indicates construction of a prefabricated shelter (hereafter referred to as “equipment
shelter” to house equipment and a generator for the proposed monopole. Per the submitted plan, the
equipment shelter is proposed to be approximately 360-square feet with secured primary access located on the
eastern facade of the building. Access to the equipment shelter is gained from “stoop” which is proposed to
be constructed of a solid composite decking (see Sheet A-4 in the attached plan set). The equipment shelter is
approximately 10-feet tall, and the materials are proposed to be finished with exposed aggregate concrete.
Section 32-452 (14) states “Buildings which are constructed or used in conjunction with the antenna support
structure shall be designed to be architecturally compatible with other existing structures on the site.” The
proposed equipment sheleer design and material do not appear to meet this requirement. Further
clarification from the Applicant should be provided as to how the structure will blend with existing
architecture.

As stated in the site plan review, there is a proposed fence which would enclose and secure the proposed
monopole. Sheet A-5 in the attached plan set identifies the gate detail in details 3 through 5. Based upon the
plans there does not appear to be any affixed signage proposed to the fence or to the Equipment Shelter
{elevations on sheer A-4. Per Section 32-452 (b) (6) the following is required, “The base of all antenna
support structures shall be posted with signs stating ‘Keep Off on all sides... a permanent, weatherproof,
approximately 16 inch by 32 inch facility identification sign shall be placed on the gate in the fence around
the equipment building...Said sign shall identify the facility operator, provide his address, and specify a 24-
hour telephone number at which he can be reached.” The applicant should address this requirement, and
update the plan set to reflect how such condition is met.

Engineering Standards

The City Engineer’s comments and recommendations are attached to this staff report for your review and
consideration.

Draft Conditions/Recommendations
- I-desired-by-the-Gity-Gouncil-a-visual-impact-demenstration-may-be-requested-from-the Applicant
te-more-cleatly-deseribe-how-the-monopeole-and-ground-equipment-inrelation-to-adjacent-properties:
» The Equipment Shelter should be designed to be architecturally compatible with other existing
structures on the site. Based upon the design, it appears that some additional detail and/or alternate
materials and colors should be considered for compatibility with existing struceures.
The plan set shall be updated to indicate placement of the signage on the gate, driveway and
equipment sheleer.
An updated plan set reflecting the City Engineer’s recommendations and requirements shall be
submitted prior to issnance of any building permit.
AeAedandscape-plan-shall-be-developed-to-more-adequately-sereen-the-Equipment-Shelerand-fenced
area—Ihe-plan-shall-be-submitted forseview—and-approval-of-the Gity-Engineer-and-Cig-Planner
prerto-a-building-permicbeing-issued:
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All ground equipment, including the Equipment Shelter, fencing and vegetation shall be kepe in

good repair and shall be maintained in compliance with the standards set forth in this permi.

All antennas shall be construction in compliance with city building and electrical codes. A buildin
Ly g g
permit must be obtained prior to construction

No advertising, of any type, shall be affixed to the monopole or any components within the Land
Area.

*  Antennas shall not be artificially lit and may not display any strobe lights.

The Applicant must obtain all necessary, applicable, federal state and local agency permits prior to
construction of the monopole and installation of the antennas,

v The Applicant shall work with the Browns Creek Watershed District (BCWD) during the construction

process o cnsure_the culvert gver the creek is protected, and copies of such corvespondence provided to_the

City for record keeping,

»  Written statement from the Fire Department shall be submitted as indicated in Section 32-449(8)

prior to a building permit being issued.

All antennas shall be shall be subject to state and federal regulations pertaining to nonionizing

radiation and other health hazards related to such facility. If new, more restrictive standards are

adopted, antennas shall be brought into compliance with the new standards by the owner and

operator. The cost of verification of compliance shall be borne by the owner and operation of the

antenna.

Any furure antenna installation shall be subject to the regulations and standards as set forth in

Section 32-446 Permit Requirements, ot corresponding section, of the Ciry’s adopred ordinances.

*  Any proposed changes, modifications, or expansions, including the co-location of anather user for which the
land areq is alrered will reguire the amendment of this permi,

‘The Owner/Operator of the tower shall be required to submit yearly proof of insurance and
compliance of operations.

Every five years the applicant shall submit a report consistent with those requirements stated within

Section 32-449(c), or corresponding section, of the City’s adopted ordinance,

Action requested:

Staff has atrached a Resolution of Approval and Draft Conditional Use Permirt for review and consideration.
If the Council determines that the CUP should denied, the Council should direct staff to prepare a resolution

of denial with findings to be brought forward to the June meering.

Attachments:

City Engineers Comments, WSB, dated April 24, 2014
Applicant’s Supplemental Statement

Exhibins 1. 2 3, 4 and 5
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Lie following attachements were previously submitted for ing
City Engincer's Comments, WSB, dared March 22, 2014
Applicant’s Ordinance Compliance Statement
Applicant’s Exhibit A: Verizon Wireless Plan Sec
Applicant’s Exhibit B: LOI

Applicant’s Exhibit C: RF Coverage Maps

Applicant’s Exhibit D: Search Area Map

Applicant’s Exhibit E: Properties within 1000 Radius of Proposed Tower

10
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SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT

Application: Conditional Use Permit for Proposed Verizon Wireless Communication
Tower Site

Verizon Site Name: MIN Kit Kat

Project Description: Verizon Wireless proposes to place a 150' monopole tower
with 9' lightning rod and associated 12' x 30’ equipment shelter within a fenced
compound on a 55' x 20" lease area. See enclosed drawings for details

Parcel Address: Manning Avenue North Grant , MN (located in Sec 13, Township
30, Range 21 West, Washington County PIN: 13.030.21.44.0003 Containing 20
Acres)

Property Owner: Robert & Denise Grogan

Zoning: A-2 Agricultural Small Scale

This statement is provided to supplement the previously filed materials pertaining to this
application and address areas where additional details may help provide a better
understanding of the project.

RF MAPS

Updated RF maps explaining the need for the proposed location as well as the why the

existing town hall tower or utility line locations are not feasible were provided previously but
are enclosed again as Exhibit 1.

LOCATION SELECTION/LACK OF ALTERNATIVES

The nearest General Business zoned property is over 3 miles to the south. Please see the
zoning map attached as Exhibit 2. There is also a lack of alternative structures in the
vicinity. As noted above, Verizon's RF Engineer has examined the closest tower (at the
town hall} and the transmission line locations and determined that those locations do not
meet objectives. In finding a location for a new monopole, our guiding principal was to find
a suitable location with minimal residential impact consistent with the purpose statement in
Section 32-444(8) and the other preferences in the ordinance. The zoning map enclosed as
Exhibit 2 shows zoning in the City of Grant and adjacent Stillwater Township. The heaviest
residential development is to the east in Stillwater Township and the City of Stillwater.
Within the City of Grant there pockets of residential development which are zoned R1 -
Single Family Residential {yellow) but there are also areas of more concentrated residential
development within the agricultural districts. Verizon Wireless has chosen a spot within the
A2 - Agricultural Small Scale zoning district (blue) that avoids the R1 Single Family
Residential districts (yellow) but also avoids the areas within the agricultural districts that
have a higher intensity of residential development. Mr. Grogan has spoken with his
neighbors and up to this point there has been no evidence of wide scale neighborhood
concern. We think this Is the location that is the best fit and has the least Impact with
respect to residential development.

WATERSHED DISTRICT

The entire vicinlty under conslderation Is within one watershed district or another and
subject to the same types of standards. There is no place to which this location could be
moved that would shift it outside of a watershed district. Those areas not within the

Brown's Creek Watershed District are within the Carnelian-Marine-St. Croix Watershed
District to the east.

The project as proposed does not negatively affect the Brown's Creek Watershed. National
Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) review did not disclose any significant impacts.

1



Although the watershed permitting process generally does not occur until after the city's
zoning process, we have reached out to the BCWD and provided them with the most recent
set of drawings for preliminary review. An e-mail exchange with Karen Kill of the BCWD is
enclosed as Exhibit 3. Karen indicated the BCWD may have additional comments upon
further review but her preliminary thoughts were limited to protecting the integrity of the
culvert when cressing Brown's Creek.

With ordinary maintenance visits by a techniclan in a car, pickup or SUV this is not an Issue,
but bridge jumpers will be used to protect the integrity of the culvert for heavier
construction traffic (discussed below). The concern was also raised with respect to co-
location if an another shelter were to be added to accommodate an additional wireless
provider In the future. I indicated that type of change would need to go back through the
City of Grant for approval and would trigger another review. Any crane or truck traffic
relative to transporting an equipment shelter would again need to use bridge jumpers or
similar to protect the integrity of the creek crossing. Verizon would have no objection to the

city including a condition regarding this in its approva! as well as requiring Verizon Wireless
to obtain all necessary BCWD permits.

BRIDGE JUMPERS

In order to protect the integrity of the culvert when construction traffic crosses Brown's
Creek bridge jumpers will be used. These are noted in the drawings in the site pian shown
on Sheet A-1 and example photos are included on Sheet A-5, Detail 10, These have
successfully been used on other sites. Verizon Wireless asked Vic's Crane & Heavy Haul, Inc
to vislt the site to assess what was needed and provide a drawing with calculations. This Is

attached as Exhibit 4. The maximum loading Is 59,000 |bs per axle. Verizon Wireless will
not exceed this.

DIESEL GENERATOR

The site Is proposed with a diesel generator located within the equipment shelter for
emergency power backup. This is the preferred design to maintain the critical
cemmunication structure in the event of an emergency involving an extended power outage.

Diesel fuel is the most readily available and easily transportable fuel in the event of an
emergency.

The presence of diesel fuel does not propose a hazard to the watershed, Al storage is
double walled. The generator has a 210 gallon sub-base fuel tank with a secondary
containment tank holding 125% of liquid volume. As an additional safety measure the
generator room floor is designed as a catch basin and lined with a rubber membrane.

This was not an issue raised by the Brown's Creek Watershed District as part of our initial
contact but Verizon Wireless will obtain all necessary permits and stands ready to meet all
concerns and requirements with additional information as necessary.

UPDATED DRAWINGS TO REFLECT ADDITIONAL SCREENING

Also enclosed as Exhibit 5 is an updated set of drawings depicting an 8' cedar fence
surrounded by a vegetative screen. The screen Is shown on Sheet A-1 and fence and plant
details are on Sheet A-7,



Verizon Wireless has worked to provide a project consistent with the letter and spirit of your
ordinance that provides the wireless communications infrastructure necessary for the
health, safety and welfare of the public in a location that minimizes residential impact.
Based on the information submitted in this supplemental statement as well as previous

information provided we respectfully request your approval of Verizon's application for a
Conditional Use Permit for this project.

Respectfully submitted this 24th day of April, 2014:

P mitpall Iyt T

Faulk & Féster, by Ralph4vyndarden, on behalf of Verizon Wireless
588 Three Mile Rd NW, Sulte 102

Grand Rapids, MI 49544

Cell: (616) 490-9804
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FIBREBOND

1300 Davenport Drlv
Minden, Loulslana 7105

Off

April 24, 2014
RE: MIN Kit Kat

To Whom It May Concern:

Fibrebond shelters, and namely the generator room design, comply with Verizon
Wireless's specification requirements as called out in technical specifications
Section 1357100 Prefab Concrete Shelter. Iltem 17.c, Sub-Floor System,
Generator Room, details a requirement for “leak proof containment” to
approximately 36 gallons. (See attached specification page and Fibrebond
drawing page.)

Fibrebond installs Marseal®600 floor liner for containment, installing this system
2" above floor. (See attached Marseal specification sheet.)

Also, the generator itself provides a 210 gallon double-walled UL Listed sub-base
fuet tank with 126% containment. (See attached Generator cutsheet.)

Sincerely
FIBREBOND CORPORATION

‘\\) ﬁh‘h‘—v\'ﬂ \b NS

Nelwyn Warren
Director Customer Service

fica (800) B24-261
Fax {318) 377575
www. fibrebond, cor




VERIZON WIRELESS SECTION 135100 PAGE 19
CELL SITE SHELTER PREFABRICATED CONCRETE AND LIGHT WEIGHT SHELTER
NATIONAL

iv. All metal floor deck to be galvanized deck selected to meet the load
requirements and applicable spans,

v. Vitoe/Virodeck cement bonded particle board floor systems by Allied
Building Products vsing a minimum 1® thick tongue and groove
decking over metal joist not exceeding 16" o.c. spacing w/ #8 Graber
cement board screws at 12” o.c lap and field and with liquid nail bond.
Use | ¥ decking under high loading areas such as batteries with metal
Joist supports not to exceed 12" o.c.  System shall be propetly
angineex ed for lequhed floor loading with L/360 deflection min,

ey Y Wood sub-floor is not allowed.

aaaaa = By
A e,

2 oy ey TR e
¢ Genelatm Room S e i it R .

1) Generator room floors are to be desngned 0 plovude a leak proof
containment. Generator room door threshold to be elevated 2” above finish
floor to create a recess area for containment. Seal base of walls. The

ey SONtaimnent volume would be approximately 36 gallons.

.

ey e T
et T AT s S N aeece T

18. Cable Entry Ports: One (1), Connect-It or Microflect 24 port hatch plate, or equal, will
be installed per shelter., Copper entry portals are not allowed, The cable port locations
will be one of three locations, as shown in Suppliet’s drawings, (Supplier to provide two
additional knock-outs for future use). Cable port location with Mieroflect hatch plate
shall be site specific.

a. Future Poit Knock Out: Knockout Ports to be devoid of steel or reinforcement.
Reinforce surrounding area similar to other cable port openings, Knockout area to

———, be constructed with reduced concrefe thickness to allow for simplified future

remnoval. Exterior surface to maintain continuous wall appearance.
19, Teleo Board: Provide one (1) optional 4> x 8’ x 3/4”, CDX telco board when ordered by

VzW. Paint to be fire-resistant black, Location shown on drawings provided, Sherman
Williams min. 500-degree model #7.06A or equal.

a. End Wall shelter configurations shall be 3> x 8° x %’
20. Through-wall Sleeves:

a. Rigid conduit sleeves are to be provided for both power and teleo. The power
sleeve is to be 3 inches in diameter and connected to the Integrated Load Center.
The telco sleeve is to be 4 inches in diameter and extend no more than 2” from the
exterior shelter wall, both sleeves are to have a plastic cap on the outside end.

b. Schedule 40 PVC sleeves are to be installed for grounding leads. The sleeves are
to be 3/4 inch in diameter, installed at 45 degree angle downward from the inside
of the shelter out, and flush with the inside and outside of the shelter wall.

c. The location of the required sleeves will be fixed based upon drawing detail
provided,

21. Miscellaneous Materials: The following items must be provided as standard with each
shelter:

a. Two (2) Shock Watch Container Damage Indicators: One (1) each 4G and one (1)
each 6G.

1) Manufacturer: Shock Watch
2) Type: Mag2000
b. One (1) sinoke detector
1} 120 VAC with backup 9 volt battery

22. Miscellaneous Materials: The following items are optional with each shelter:

19
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MARSEAL® 600

Floor Liner

» Marseal 800 is a sheet lining incorporating DuPont Elvaloy® resin,
reinforced with dispersed polyester fibers. It is recommended as a
containment liner for protection against a wide range of chemicals;
hydrocarbon-based derivatives such as diesel, fuel oil, gasoline, kerosene,
and jet fuel; and organic and inorganic acids, caustics, and hazardous
waste. It protects structures against leakage as it has a very low water
vapor fransmission rate.

+ Marseal 800 is a 60-mil system (45-imil membrane/15-mil adhesive) that Is
fully adhered to concrete with its rubberized adhesive backing. The seams
are then hot-air welded and tested, Rolls are 38 inches wide x 400 feet
long, covering 1,267 square feet per roll.

PHYSICAL PROPERTIES
Property - Test Method | Result
Hardness Shore A 85A+/-5
Elongation ASTM D-412 170%

Tensile Strength at Yield ASTM D-412 1500 Ihs/in®
Tear Strength ASTM D-624 330 ppi
l.ow Temperature ASTN D-2137 Pass
Flexibility
Water Absorption ASTM D-471 <0.1%
Wafer Vapor ASTM E-96 0.065
Transmission grains/heft*

‘MRCG, Inc, 5020 Panther Parkway Seville, Ohlo 44273 Phone: 888-276-1400 Fax: 330.769-4163
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From: Ralph Wyngarden

TO: "]Sﬂ :gn !S ! t

Cc: ffleming@®eoring.com; seorrell@eoring.com,

Subject: RE: Verizon Cell Tower Proposal « NW of Intersection of Maning & Dellwood
Date: Thursday, Aprli 17, 2014 10:27:27 AM

Karen

Technician/maintenance visits would be with an ordinary pickup truck, van or SUV and would be no
more than once or twice a month. No unusual weight loads.

However, if co-tocation were to occur in the future and another shelter were to be added to
accommodate an additional wireless provider, that type of change would need to go back through
the City of Grant for approval and would trigger another review. Any crane or truck traffic relative to
transporting an equipment shelter would again need to use bridge jumpers or similar to protect the

integrity of the creek crossing. Verizon would have no objection to the city including a condition
regarding this in its site approval.

Thanks for your initial thoughts on this. If there are additional questions we'll do our best to provide
prompt information,

Ralph
Ralph Wyngarden, Sr. Zoning Specialist

Faulk & Foster
Cell: 616-490-9804

From: Karen Kill [mailto:KKill@mnwcd.org]

Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 10:14 AM

To: Ralph Wyngarden

Cc: rfleming@eorinc.com; ccorrell@eorinc.com

Subject: RE: Verizon Cell Tower Proposal - NW of Intersection of Maning & Dellwood

Initial thoughts just based on your email text (| haven’t reviewed the plans yet), what maintenance
needs will you have? What size trucks will be accessing for maintenance/frequency and how will
you protect the crossing at that time?

Thanks for sending over,

Karen Kill

Administrator

Brown’s Creek Watershed District
455 Hayward Ave N

Oakdale, MN 55128
651-275-1136 x26

Karen kill®@mnwed.org




From: Ralph Wyngarden [mailto:ralph.wyngarden@faulkandfoster.com)

Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 10:10 AM

To: Karen Kill

Subject: Verizon Cell Tower Proposal - NW of Intersection of Maning & Dellwood

Hi Karen

As a follow-up to my voice message, |'ve attached a copy of the plans for Verizon's proposed site.
I've also attached an aerial photo.

The overall site plan on page 2 illustrates the site location in relation to Brown's Creek. Please note
the existing house, barn and drive as well as a septic drain field are located all closer to the creek
than the proposed tower location. The areaimmediately arcund the tower and equipment building
will be surfaced with crushed rock. Based on surface and distance from the creek we don't
anticipate any significant runoff impact. At the time of construction bridge jumpers or equivalent
will be used to avoid weight on the existing culvert when crossing over the creek.

I'd like to see if there are any preliminary concerns with this project on the part of the Brown's Creek
Watershed District. Please contact me with any questions, concerns or comments. Thanks.

Ralph

Ralph Wyngarden, Sr. Zoning Specialist
Faulk & Foster

588 Three Mile Rd NW, Suite 102
Grand Rapids, M| 49544

Office: 616-647-3720, ext. 115

Fax: 616-647-8614

Cell: 616-490-9804

Disclaimer:

Faulk & Foster
www faufkandfoster com

Please note that I have no autherity to bind my client. The result of our negotiations, including any terms and conditions, is
not an offer and neither party is legally bound until a final document, subject to review by my client's counsel and
management, has been executed by and delivered to all patties. Negotiations may be discontinued at any time. Faulk &
Foster Real Estate, Inc,, its employees and agents do not represent you and assume no obligation to continue negotiations or
to present any proposal to our client’s management for approval. Any expenses you incur in the review or evaluation of any
proposal (including any fees charged by a Tegal, tax, insurance or other professional) are your responsibility.

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are the property of Faulk & Foster Real Estate, Inc., are confidential,
and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to which this email is addressed. If you are not one of
the named recipient(s} or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message in error, please
notify the sender and delete this message immediately from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination,
forwarding, printing, modification or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited.
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CITY OF GRANT, MINNESOTA
RESOLUTION NO. 2014-12

RESOLUTION APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR
9254 MANNING AVENUE
(VERIZON WIRELESS)

WHEREAS, Faulk and Foster Real Estate on behalf of Verizon Wireless(“Applicant”)
has submitted an application for a Conditional Use Permit construct a telecommunications
monopole to be located at 9254 Manning Avenue in the City of Grant, Minnesota; and

WHEREAS, the existing site is currently used a principal residence by Robert Grogran
(“Owner™) and is approximately 20 acres in size; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the Applicant’s request at a duly noticed
Public Hearing which took place on April 1, 2014 and subsequently considered the application
on May 1, 2014.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE 1T HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF GRANT, WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA, that it does hereby
approve the request of Faulk and Foster Real Estate on behalf of Verizon Wireless for a
Conditional Use Permit, based upon the following findings pursuant to Section 32-147 of the
City’s Zoning Ordinance which provides that a Conditional Use Permit may be granted “if the

applicant has proven to a reasonable degree of certainty” that specific standards are met. The City
Council’s Findings relating to the standards are as follows:

»  The use is designated in Section 32-245, table of uses, as a conditional use for the
Agricultural A2 zoning district.

The use conforms to the city’s comprehensive plan, and maintains large lot sizes in
compliance with the guided land used designation.

»  The Applicant successfully demonstrated through the submitted materials that there are
no preferred locations or support structures available within the City.



l

Resolution No.: 2014~
Page 2 of 2

The Applicant supplied a statement that the National Environmental Protection Act

(NEPA) review did not disclose any significant environmental impacts that could not be
mitigated.

The use will not be detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety or general welfare
of the city, its residents, or the existing neighborhood if conditions of the permit are met,

The use meets conditions or standards adopted by the city (through resolutions or other
ordinances).

The use will not create additional requirements for facilities and services at public cost
beyond the city’s normal low density residential and agricultural uses.

The use will not result in the destruction, loss or damage of natural, scenic, or historic
features of importance.

'The use will not increase flood potential or create additional water runoff onto
surrounding propetties.

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED, that the following conditions of approval of the

Conditional Use Permit shall be met:

1.

The Equipment Shelter should be designed to be architecturally compatible with other
existing structures on the site. Based upon the design, it appears that some additional
detail and/or alternate materials and colors should be considered for compatibility with
existing structures.

The plan set shall be updated to indicate placement of the signage on the gate, driveway
and equipment shelter.

. An updated plan set reflecting the City Engineer’s recommendations and requirements

shall be submitted prior to issuance of any building permit,

The landscape plan as depicted on Figure A-1 shall be planted upon completion of
construction of the tower, and shall be required to be maintained.

All ground equipment, including the Equipment Shelter, fencing and vegetation shall be

kept in good repair and shall be maintained in compliance with the standards set forth in
this permit.

All antennas shall be construction in compliance with city building and electrical codes.
A building permit must be obtained prior to construction

No advertising, of any type, shall be affixed to the monopole or any components within
the Land Area.

Antennas shall not be artificially lit and may not display any strobe lights.
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9.

10.

11,

12.

13.

14.

15

16.

17.

18.
19.
20,
21.

The Applicant must obtain all necessary, applicable, federal state and local agency
permits prior to construction of the monopole and installation of the antennas.

The Applicant shall work with the Browns Creek Watetshed District (BCWD) during the
construction process to ensure the culvert over the creek is protected, and copies of such
correspondence provided to the City for record keeping,

Written statement from the Fire Department shall be submitted as indicated in Section 32-
449(8) prior to a building permit being issued.

All antennas shall be shall be subject to state and federal regulations pertaining to
nonionizing radiation and other health hazards related to such facility. If new, more
restrictive standards are adopted, antennas shall be brought into compliance with the new
standards by the owner and operator. The cost of verification of compliance shall be
borne by the owner and operation of the antenna.

Any future antenna installation shall be subject to the regulations and standards as set
forth in Section 32-446 Permit Requirements, or corresponding section, of the City’s
adopted ordinances.

Any proposed changes, modifications, or expansions, including the co-location of another
user for which the land area is altered will require the amendment of this permit.

. The Owner/Operator of the tower shall be required to submit yearly proof of insurance

and compliance of operations,

Bvery five years the applicant shall submit a report consistent with those requirements
stated within Section 32-449(c), or corresponding section, of the City’s adopted
ordinance.

Any modifications to the ground equipment, expansion of the ground area, or other
ground alteration activities shall require an amendment to this permit.

All escrow amounts shall be brought up to date and kept current.
This permit shall be reviewed on an annual basis.
Any violation of the conditions of this permit shall result in the revocation of said permit.

Any modifications to the ground equipment, expansion of the ground area, or other
ground alteration activities shall require an amendment to this permit.

Adopted by the Grant City Council this 1st day of May, 2014.



Resolution No.; 2014-
Page 4 of 4

Tom Carr, Mayor

State of Minnesota )
) ss,
County of Washington )

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and appointed Clerk of the City of Grant,
Minnesota do hereby certify that T have carefully compared the foregoing resolution adopted at a
meeting of the Grant City Council on , 2014 with the original thereof on file in my
office and the same is a full, true and complete transcript thercof.

Witness my hand as such City Clerk and the corporate seal of the City of Grant, Washington
County, Minnesota this day of , 2014,

Kim Points
Clerk
City of Grant



VERIZON MONOPOLE - TELECOMMUNICATIONS TOWER
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
CITY OF GRANT

APPLICANT; Faulk and Foster Real Estate on behalf of Verizon Wireless
588 3 Mile Road, Suite 102
Grand Rapids, MI 49544

PROPERTY OWNER: Robert Grogan
9254 Manning Avenue
Grant, MN 55082

GENERAL LEGAL DESCRIPTION: See Attached Site Plan
PID 1303021440003

ZONING: A2

ADDRESS: 9254 Manning Avenue
Grant, MN 55082

This is a Conditional Use Permit to allow for the construction of a monopole, telecommunications
pole, for Verizon Wireless per the revised plan set dated April 9, 2014. Any additional co-location or
expansion of the land area, and specifically ground equipment, shall require an amendment to this
Conditional Use Permit.

All uses shall be subject to the following conditions and/or restrictions imposed by the City
Council, City of Grant, Washington County, Minnesota, in addition to all previous permits and applicable
ordinances, statutes or other laws in force within the City:

1. 'The Equipment Shelter should be designed to be architecturally compatible with other existing
structures on the site. Based upon the design, it appears that some additional detail and/or
alternate materials and colors should be considered for compatibility with existing structures.

2. The plan set shall be updated to indicate placement of the signage on the gate, driveway and
equipment shelter,

3. Anupdated plan set reflecting the City Engineer’s recommendations and requirements shall be
submitted prior to issuance of any building permit.

4. The landscape plan as depicted on Figure A-1 shall be planted upon completion of construction of
the tower, and shall be required to be maintained.

5. All ground equipment, including the Equipment Shelter, fencing and vegetation shall be kept in
good repair and shall be maintained in compliance with the standards set forth in this permit.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.
19,
20.
21,

All antennas shall be construction in compliance with city building and electrical codes. A
building permit must be obtained prior to construction

No advertising, of any type, shall be affixed to the monopole or any components within the Land
Area,

Antennas shall not be artificially lit and may not display any strobe lights.

The Applicant must obtain all necessary, applicable, fedetal state and local agency permits prior
to construction of the monopole and installation of the antennas.

The Applicant shall work with the Browns Creek Watershed District (BCWD) during the
construction process to ensure the culvert over the creek is protected, and copies of such
correspondence provided to the City for record keeping.

Written statement from the Fire Department shall be submitted as indicated in Section 32-449(8)
prior to a building permit being issued.

All antennas shall be shall be subject to state and federal regulations pertaining to nonionizing
radiation and other health hazards related to such facility. If new, more restrictive standards are
adopted, antennas shall be brought into compliance with the new standards by the owner and

operator. The cost of verification of compliance shall be borne by the owner and operation of the
antenna.

Any future antenna installation shall be subject to the regulations and standards as set forth in
Section 32-446 Permit Requirements, or corresponding section, of the City’s adopted ordinances.

Any proposed changes, modifications, or expansions, including the co-location of another user
for which the land area is altered will require the amendment of this permit.

The Owner/Operator of the tower shall be required to submit yearly proof of insurance and
compliance of operations.

Bvery five years the applicant shall submit a report consistent with those requirements stated
within Section 32-449(c), or corresponding section, of the City’s adopted ordinance.

Any modifications to the ground equipment, expansion of the ground area, or other ground
alteration activities shall require an amendment to this permit.

All escrow amounts shall be brought up to date and kept current.
This permit shall be reviewed on an annual basis.
Any violation of the conditions of this permit shall result in the revocation of said permit.

Any modifications to the ground equipment, expansion of the ground area, or other ground
alteration activities shall require an amendment to this permit.



IN WITNESS WHEROF, the parties have executed this agreement and acknowledge their acceptance
of the above conditions,

CITY OF GRANT:
Date:

Tom Carr, Mayor
Date:

Kim Points, City Clerk
State of Minnesota )

County of Washington )

On this day of » 2014, before me, a Notary Public, personally appeared
Tom Carr and Kim Points, of the City of Grant, a Minnesota municipal corporation within the State of
Minnesota, and that said instrument was signed on behalf of the City of Grant by the authority of the

city council and Tom Carr and Kim Points acknowledge said instrument to the be the free act and deed
of said City of Grant.

Notary Public



OWNER:
ROBERT GROGAN

Date: By:
Its:

APPLICANT:
FAULK & FOSTER on behalf of VERIZON
WIRELESS

Date: By:
Its:

Date:

Kim Points, City Clerk

State of Minnesota )

t )ss.
County of Washington )

On this day of » 2014, before me, a Notary Public, personally appeared _

the of Dellwood Wedding Barn who acknowledged
that said instrument was authorized and executed on behalf of said Company.

Notary Public

| S



