
























































































































































































































































when the metal culvert was installed. The channel was at its present width by 1960, as shown on
aerial photos.

Over time, due to erosion and possibly with the assistance of users and neighbors, the channel
has grown to its current width, ranging from about 23 feet at the culvert to about 18 feet on the
north end. In addition, the channel has shifted to the east. About 4 to 6 feet of what was
originally “ditch” on the west side of the platted easement is now dry ground. On the east side of
the channel, the original pathway of 20 to 22.5 feet in width has now become a Path that is from
4 to 8 feet in width.

The existing path is now bordered on the west side by a sheer retaining wall. The wall near the
culvert is concrete, installed by the City in 2010, and the remaining wall is timber, installed by
the owner of the adjoining lot. The water depth of the channel in this location is not known for
sure, but it is deep enough to enable fishing from shore. There is no safety fence along the west
side of what remains of the path, and it is a sheer drop of about five feet from edge of path to the
surface of the water.

The present owner of Lot 12, Block 3 has encroached into what remains of the path with
numerous landscaping features (including hundreds of feet of keystone block walls) a
greenhouse and a garden. I observed the garden to completely block the path at an inspection in
August. While the path is capable of being used by pedestrians, there is less than three feet of
walking space available in some spots due to the encroachments. If there were no
encroachments, the path would be about 7 feet in width for its length along Lot 12.

This situation came to the attention of the City in that some other neighbors complained that the
path was not being made available for their use as pedestrian access to Coon Lake. The present
owner would like to retain the encroachments. It is likely that without the timber retaining wall,
the entire path by now would have eroded into the channel.

I1. Issues
A. Previous Actions of the City

The City has had numerous issues with the paths in Hiawatha Beach over the years. They were
dedicated in 1928 to give other lot owners in the plat the opportunity to obtain direct access to
Coon Lake, and were no doubt a sales gimmick. At one time the City viewed these as parkland,
but they are in fact travel routes and to be treated much like public roads. We have vacated
portions of some of these paths over the years, including a substantial vacation of a path to Little
Coon Lake to accommodate an encroaching garage. The portion of the path vacated was not
needed to provide access to the lake and reasonable access was still available via that path after
the vacation.

B. Ordinance

In 2010, the City adopted an ordinance to deal with these pathways, including the path discussed
above. The paths are limited to pedestrian, bicycle, ATV and snowmobiles.  Given the



encroachments, the path would not be suitable for anything but pedestrian access. If the
encroachments were moved, it would be a tight squeeze for snowmobiles or ATVs at the south
end, and trailered boats would not be able to use the path at all.

C. Usage

The land dedicated as a Path is now largely being used as a channel. This is not the purpose for
which the land was dedicated and could create problems, although it appears that the “path” land
has been used as a channel for well over 60 years. Nature may well have caused this widening,
and it would be difficult to prove otherwise.

D. Vacating the Path

The City could consider vacating the path, in which case the path would revert to the ownership
of the adjoining property owner. However, this would leave the City without a sufficient
drainage easement to contain the present channel. By advance agreement with the adjoining
owner, the City could vacate the path and then obtain a drainage easement over the portion
needed for the channel.

A second problem with vacating the path is the potential issue of damages to persons who claim
to have suffered property value loss due to the vacation. To vacate any public way, the City
must hold a public hearing. If in that process it appears that some property owners may claim
damages due to the fact that their lot values diminish without this access to the lake, we would
need to evaluate that possibility.

E. Enforcing the Ordinance

The City has the legal right to demand that the owner of Lot 12 remove all of the encroachments
and not interfere with the use of the path by neighbors. Today, the City has a duty to maintain
the path in a safe condition, but the wall, the narrowness of the path even with encroachments
removed, and the sheer five foot drop to the channel could present liability problems, since there
is no safety fence along the wall. None of our other paths are flanked by channels, and the risk
of falling into a channel is not present on any of the other paths. The height of the drop is a
safety hazard for all users, and the presence of water, even though shallow, could be an issue for
a toddler who tumbles into the channel. In short, unless there is a safety fence erected on the
west side, the risk of encouraging use of this path by the public may not be worth the effort.
Fencing would further narrow the width for Snowmobiles and ATVs.

III. Discusssion and Recommendation

Due to the narrow confines, I do not believe it is safe for Snowmobiles or ATVs to use this path
for access to the lake. Even a slight error in judgment by a machine operator would propel such
a vehicle over the wall, or cause the vehicle to damage or go through a fence. There are many
other accesses for those vehicles.



Vacating the path over the objections of pedestrians who do want to use the path could subject
the City to damages. In addition, vacating the path is essentially a gift of the land to the
adjoining property owner, and a reward to that owner for deliberately encroaching on the path. It
is not the message we should be sending to other such owners, and not a good legal precedent to
set.

Maintaining the path as a pubic walkway with no safety fence creates a liability situation for the
City, and the only other alternatives would be to spend the money for a sturdy fence, or to close
the path for safety reasons, which is tantamount to vacating the path.

A “hybrid” solution to this problem would be to negotiate a license agreement with the adjoining
owner as follows:

1) Grant a license for the owner to maintain some landscaping features (keystone walls)
in the path, providing for minimum widths and the construction of steps where the walls
cross the path; the greenhouse would need to be moved and the garden kept out of the
path;

2) Amend the ordinance to prohibit any access other than pedestrian on the path, and so
post it;

3) Make it a condition of the license that the owner of the adjacent path erect and
maintain a sturdy fence along the west line to minimize risk to pedestrians of falling over
the abrupt edge.

4) Tt could be a condition that the owner also reimburse the City for its costs in reviewing
this matter.

If the owner and the City could not negotiate acceptable terms, then I would recommend that the
City demand removal of all encroachments, and that we either fence the west side or that we

close the path temporarily until funds are available to erect a fence.

Sincerely,

Wilbur F. Dorn, Jr.



Denise Webster

From: Denise Webster

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 4:42 PM

To: ‘joseph.murphy@carsoncs.net'

Cc: ‘“Tom Collins (TCollins@rfcengineering.com)'
Subject: Easement to Coon Lake

Attachments: 3317 Interlachen Dr.pdf; 3325 Interlachen Dr.pdf
loe,

Attached is the information that | told you about regarding trying to acquire a 10 foot easement along 3317 Interlachen
Drive.

There are actually two items going on there.

1) Trying to acquire the easement from the vacant property at 3317 Interlachen Drive. | have attached information
regarding that.

2) Back in 2010/2011 the City discussed in length the encroachments on 3325 Interlachen Drive. | have attached
information regarding that.

This is confusing so if we need to discuss it after the council meeting that would work.

Thanks,

Denise Webster, City Administrator
City of Ham Lake

15544 Central Avenue NE

Ham Lake, MN 55304

(763) 235-1680
dwebster@ci.ham-lake.mn.us




Don Krueﬂer
E———

From: Tom Collins <TCollins@rfcengineering.com>

Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2019 10:32 AM

To: Don Krueger

Subject: Interlachen Drive Bridge/Channel

Attachments: Interlachen Bridge As-Built.pdf; Zoomed In as-built.pdf; HIAWATHA_BEACH.PDF; Portion

of Plat.pdf; Hoff- Hiawatha Channel Letter.docx

Don

The post-bridge construction as-built is attached, along with a zoomed in portion of the north side of Interlachen
Drive. Also attached are the 1928 plat and a zoomed in portion of the plat. The channel is shown as a Path,
which does not have a separate PID on the half-section map. Per the as-built, a pin was placed at the SE corner
0f 3317 and a pin was found at the NE corner. Pins were also placed at both westerly corners of 3325.

Joe was directed to try to acquire an easement on the easterly portion of the 3317 parcel at the June 19, 2017
City Council meeting. There were some issues with the County not updating the property owner

information. We last discussed this at our November 15, 2018 meeting with Joe. I do not know whether there
has been any developments since that meeting. :

Encroachents on the 3325 were directed to be removed per the attached 2011 letter. I do not know what the
status is of removal.

Tom Collins

RFC Engineering, Inc.

13635 Johnson Street

Ham Lake, Minnesota 55304
P: (763) 862-8000

F: (763) 862-8042



City Council Mtg. Minutes
June 19, 2017

4,5  Approval of Resolution No. 17-23 accepting a $10,500.00 donation from Ham Lake
Chamber of Commerce ‘

4.6  Approval of Resolution No. 17-24 accepting a $450,00 donation from Andover Football
Association

4.7  Approval of a lot line adjustment between Lot 10, Block 2 Hidden Forest North 2" Addition
and Lot 1 Block 1, Hidden Forest North

4.8  Approval of Resolution No. 17-25 for the Findings of Fact denying the request of Freedom
Auto Sales for a Conditional Use Permit to operate a used car sales lot at 14954 Aberdeen
Street NE

4.9  Approval of Liquor Licenses, subject to the approval of the City Attorney
On-Sale and Sunday On-Sale
e Maxx Bar & Grill, 17646 Highway 65 NE, Ham Lake, MN
Off-Sale
e Carey’s Liquor, 16205 Lexington Avenue NE, Ham Lake, MN

Motion by Kirkeide, seconded by Parranto, to approve the Consent Agenda. All present in

favor, motion carried.

5.0 PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Tom Kuehn requesting Commercial Site Plan approval to construct a building for Kuehn

Roof Systems located at 14815 Aberdeen Street NE
Motion by Van Kirk, seconded by Johnson, to concur with the recommendation of the

Planning Commission and approve the Commercial Site Plan te construct a building for
Kuehn Roof Systems at 14815 Aberdeen Street NE as presented by Tom Kuehn subject to
meeting all State, County and City requirements. All present in favor, motion carried.

6.0 PARK AND TREE COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS — None
70 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY — None

80 APPEARNACES —None

9.0 CITY ATTORNEY —None

10,0 CITY ENGINEER

10,1  Discussion of Lot 1, Block 4, Hiawatha Beach (3317 Interlachen Drive NE)

Engineer Collins stated that back in 2009 a'bridge was built between south Coon Lake and Coon
Lake. Engineer Collins stated that the Public Works Department is responsible for dredging the
channel, Engineer Collins stated that the Public Works Department uses the property located at
3317 Interlachen Drive NE to access the channel for dredging. Engineer Collins stated that it has
always been a verbal agreement between the property owner and Public Works to allow them to go
onto this property to do the dredging, Engineer Collins stated that this property has recently been
placed for sale for $150,000 and there are concerns that Public Works will not be able to use this
property to access the channel once sold to new owners, There was discussion of how much of an
easement is needed to access the channel. It was the consensus of the City Council to direct
Attorney Murphy fo contact the owner and negotiate a 10 foot drainage and utility easement
so Public Works can access the channel for dredging.
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Dorn Law Firwm, 1TD.

Wilbur F. Dorn, Jr., Attorney at Law 9380 Central Avenue NE
Jody L. Erickson, Certified Paralegal Blaine, MN 55434
Telephone: 763-783-7000 Fax: 763-783-5715

October 24, 2011

Mr. Robert Hoff
3325 Interlachen Drive NE
Ham Lake, MN 55304

Re: Channel Issues

Dear Mr. Hoff:

I discussed the concept of the City acquiring the parcel west of the channel that abuts your lot,
and there was a considerable level of interest, particularly if there was a possibility of acquiring
this by gift. The Council has authorized me to continue discussions in this regard, and of course
if the City were able make that acquisition, that could justify vacating the portion of the path that
now exists between the channel and your lot.

Please contact me as soon as possible to discuss this further, Ileft a message for you last week
but did not get a return call.

Sincerely,

Wilbur F. Dorn, Jr.




City Council Mtg. Minutes
September 19, 2011

50 PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS - none

6.0 PARK AND TREE COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS — none
7.0 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY — none

8.0 APPEARANCES - none

9.0 CITY ATTORNEY ‘

9.1  Discussion of Hiawatha Beach walkway adjacent to Interlachen Drive Bridge

Attorney Dom had provided the City Council with a memorandum, summarizing his research regarding
the pathway in Hiawatha Beach between Lot 1, Block 4 and Lot 12, Block 3, beginning with the filing of
the plat in 1928. The original plat dedicated a ditch and path totaling 30 feet, with an approximate size of
the pathway as 20 feet. A diagram was displayed showing the current location of the ditch and pathway
in that easement and the landscaping (including a keystone blocks, deck and greenhouse) that had been
constructed by the owner of Lot 12 which encroaches on the easement. Residents in the area have
brought to the attention of the City staff that it is difficult to use the path with the encroachments and that
the paths were dedicated to allow property owners direct access to Coon Lake. Attorney Dorn explained
that in 2010 the City adopted an ordinance to deal with the pathways in this area that limits them to
pedestrian, bicycle, ATV and snowmobiles. With the encroachments, the path is not suitable for anything
but pedestrian access. Attorney Dorn stated that if the City vacated the path, the property would revert to
the adjacent property owner and the other property owners in the area may have a basis for claims, This
path, unlike others in the area, abuts a channel, with the height of the drop a safety hazard for all users.
Therefore, unless there is a safety fence erected on the west side of the pathway, the pathway could
present liability problems. With the erection of a fence, the pathway would only allow pedestrian traffic
and would need to be excluded from the current ordinance. The City Attorney stated that given the
liability, one solution would be to grant a license for the owner of Lot 12 to maintain some landscaping
features (keystone walls) in the path, providing for minimum widths and the construction of steps where
the walls cross the path; the greenhouse and deck would need to be removed, with a condition that the
owner erect and maintain a sturdy four foot fence along the west line of the pathway to minimize the risk
to pedestrians.

Mayor Van Kirk stated he talked to the property owner and the owner has maintained the pathway and
channel since 1974 and is willing to move the greenhouse and put up a fence.

Motion by Kirkeide, seconded by Johnson, to direct the City Attorney to prepare a license
agreement for the property owner of Lot 12, Block 3, Hiawatha Beach ( 3325 Interlachen Drive
NE), allowing him to maintain some landscaping features (keystone walls) in the path, providing for
minimum widths and the construction of steps where the walls cross the path; the greenhouse and
deck would need to be removed, subject to the owner erecting and maintaining a sturdy four fuut
fence along the west line of the pathway. All in favor, motion carried.



Dorn LAw Firm, LTD.

Wilbur F. Dorn, Jr,, Attorney at Law 9380 Central Avenue NE Z )
Jody L, Erickson, Certified Paralegal Blaine, MN 55434
Telephone: 763-783-7000 ' Fax: 763-783-5715

" September 16, 2011

Doris Nivala, City Administrator
City of Ham Lake

15544 Central Avenue NE

Ham Lake, MN 554304

RE: Hoff Path Usage Issue

Dear Doris:

I have completed my research regarding the above matter and offer the following repott.
I. Background

I have reviewed the plat of Hiawatha Beach, a subdivision that was filed in 1928, At that time,
Ham Lake was a Township and plats were approved by the County. Included in the plat was the
dedication of a “ditch” and a “path”, side by side, between Lot 1, Block 4, and Lot 12, Block 3.
The total width of these two easements is 30 feet on the north end, and 34 feet on the south end.
No dimensions are called out as to the respective width of the ditch and the path — only a total
combined width, The path appears to be drawn about twice as wide as the ditch, so it should be
assumed that the ditch was dedicated to be 10 feet in width on the north end, and about 11,5 feet
wide on the south end; the path was dedicated to be 20 feet in width on the north end, and about
22.5 feet wide on the south end.

The ditch connected Coon Lake with Little Coon Lake, and now lies within the channel that
connects those two lakes. Over time, the ditch grew much wider than it appears on the plat, In
1953, a large round metal culvert was installed under Interlachen Drive, and State records show
that the culvert was 12.5 feet in width., We do not know who instailed the culvert but it was
likely the Township, possibly with financial assistance from the County or even the State. This
culvert was replaced by the City in the summer of 2010, with a concrele box culvert that is also
about 12.5 feet in width. Both the old culvert and the new culvert allow for small watercraft to
go between the lakes, :

We do not have any information as to just how wide this channel was in 1928, The fact that i
was dedicated at about 10 feet in width does not mean that it was actually that wide at the time,
The oldest aerial photograph of the area that we have been able to locate dates to 1938, and the
ditch is not visible on that aerial, It is clear that the channel was wider than dedicated by 1953,
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when the metal culvert was installed, The channel was at its present width by 1960, as shown on
aerial photos.

Over time, due to erosion and possibly with the assistance of users and neighbors, the channel
has grown to its current width, ranging from about 23 feet at the culvert to about 18 feet on the
north end. In addition, the channel has shifted to the east. About 4 to 6 feet of what was
otiginally “ditch” on the west side of the platted easement is now dry ground, On the east side of
the channel, the original pathway of 20 to 22.5 feet in width has now become a Path that is from
4 to 8 feet in width. ' :

The existing path is now bordered on the west side by a sheer retaining wall, The wall near the
culvert is concrete, installed by the City in-2010, and the remaining wall is timber, installed by
the owner of the adjoining lot. The water depth of the channel in this location is not known for
sure, but it is deep enough to enable fishing from shore. There is no safety fence along the west
side of what remains of the path, and it is a sheer drop of about five feet from edge of path to the
surface of the water,

The present owner of Lot 12, Block 3 has encroached into what remains of the path with
numerous landscaping features (including hundreds of feet of keystone block walls) a
greenhouse and a garden. I observed the garden to completely block the path at an inspection in
August.  While the path is capable of being used by pedestrians, there is less than three feet of
walking space available in some spots due to the encroachments. If there were no
encroachments, the path would be about 7 feet in width for its length along Lot 12,

This situation came to the attention of the City in that some other neighbors complained that the
path was not being made available for their use as pedestrian access to Coon Lake. The present
owner would like to retain the encroachments. It is likely that without the timber retaining wall,
the entire path by now would have eroded into the channel.

II. Issues
A. Previous Actions of the City

The City has had numerous issues with the paths in Hiawatha Beach over the years, They were
dedicated in 1928 to give other lot owners in the plat the opportunity to obtain direct access to
Coon Lake, and were no doubt a sales gimmick. At one time the City viewed these as parkland,
but they are in fact travel routes and to be treated much like public roads, We have vacated
portions of some of these paths over the years, including a substantial vacation of a path to Little
Coon Lake to accommodate an encroaching garage, The portion of the path vacated was not
needed to provide access to the lake and reasonable access was still available via that path after
the vacation.

B. Ordinance

In 2010, the City adopted an ordinance to deal with these pathways, including the path discussed
above. The paths are limited to pedestrian, bicycle, ATV and snowmobiles.  Given the




encroachments, the path would not be suitable for anything but pedestrian access. If the
encroachments were moved, it would be a tight squeeze for snowmobiles or ATVs at the south
end, and trailered boats would not be able to use the path at all,

C. Usage

The land dedicated as a Path is now largely being used as a channel. This is not the purpose for
which the land was dedicated and could create problems, although it appears that the “path” land
has been used as a channel for well over 60 years. Nature may well have caused this widening,
and it would be difficult to prove otherwise,

D. Vacating the Path

The City could consider vacating the path, in which case the path would revert to the ownership
of the adjoining property owner. However, this would leave the City without a sufficient
drainage ecasement to contain the present channel. By advance agreement with the adjoining
owner, the City could vacale the path and then obtain a drainage easement over the portion
needed for the channel,

A second problem with vacating the path is the potential issue of damages to persons who claim
to have suffered property value loss due to the vacation, To vacate any public way, the City
must hold a public hearing. If in that process it appears that some property owners may claim
damages due'to the fact that their lot values diminish without this access to the lake, we would
need to evaluate that possibility. ’

E. Enforcing the Ordinance '

The City has the legal right to demand that the owner of Lot 12 remove all of the encroachments
and not interfere with the use of the path by neighbors. Today, the City has a duty to maintain
the path in a safe condition, but the wall, the narrowness of the path even with encroachments
removed, and the sheer five foot drop to the channel could present liability problems, since there
is no safety fence along the wall. None of our other paths are flanked by channels, and the risk
of falling into a channel is not present on any of the other paths., The height of the drop is a
safety hazard for all users, and the presence of water, even though shallow, could be an issue for
a toddler who tumbles into the channel. In short, unless there is a safety fence erected on the
west side, the risk of encouraging use of this path by the public may not be worth the effort.
Fencing would further narrow the width for Snowmobiles and ATVs.

III. Discusssion and Recommendation

Due to the narrow confines, I do not believe it is safe for Snowmoabiles or ATVs to use this path
for access to the lake. Even a slight error in judgment by a machine operator would propel such
a vehicle over the wall, or cause the vehicle to damage or go through a fence. There are many
other accesses for those vehicles,




Vacating the path over the objections of pedestrians who do want to use the path could subject
the City to damages. In addition, vacating the path is essentially a gift of the land to the
adjoining property owner, and a reward to that owner for deliberately encroaching on the path, It
is not the message we should be sending to other such owners, and not a good legal precedent to
set.,

Maintaining the path as a pubic walkway with no safety fence creates a liability situation for the
City, and the only other alternatives would be to spend the money for a sturdy fence, or to close
the path for safety reasons, which is tantamount to vacating the path,

A “hybrid” solution to this problem would be to negotiate a license agreement with the adjoining
owner as follows:

1) Grant a license for the owner to maintain some landscaping features (keystone walls)
in the path, providing for minimum widths and the construction of steps where the walls
cross the path; the greenhouse would need to be moved and the garden kept out of the
path;

2) Amend the ordinance to prohibit any access other than pedestrian on the path, and so
post it; '

3) Make it a condition of the license that the owner of the adjacent path erect and
maintain a sturdy fence along the west line to minimize risk to pedestrians of falling over

the abrupt edge,

4) It could be a condition that the owner also reimburse the City for its costs in reviewing
this matter.

If the owner and the City could not negotiate acceptable terms, then I would recommend that the
City demand removal of all encroachments, and that we either fence the west side or that we

close the path temporarily until funds are available to erect a fence.

Sincerely,

Wilbur F. Dorn, Jr.




Dorjs Nivala

From: . Jason Rud <jrud@egrud.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 7:24 AM

To: Tom Collins; Doris Nivala

Subject: RE: Interlachen Channel Boundary Staking

Good morning Tom and Doris,

Our field crew monumented the corners for the east side of the channel yesterday. In addition to
verifying the front and rear corner, we also set points along the line so that it was clearly identified.

Pleasc let me know if you have any additional questions or needs pertaining to this work.

Jason Rud
E.G. Rud and Sons

From: Tom Collins [mallto: TCollins@rfcengineering.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 20, 2011 1:48 PM

To: Jason Rud

Subject: RE: Interlachen As-built Drawing

Hi Jason,

The City sent a letter to Bob Hoff at 3325 Interlachen Drive in the spring of this year. The letter informed him
of the encroachments into the channel easement, and gave him until July 15% to remove the

encroachments. Doris called Bob this morning, and he was not sure that the City was serious about him
removing his property. She told Bob that he will have 30 days to remove the property, after his westetly
property corners are clearly identified. Per the as-builts, you had to set pipe at both of these corners. Ineed
you to verify that the pipes are as placed and then flag the location of both corners. It ‘would be helpful if
stakes/flagging were placed at both corners so that they were visible from each other. I am not sure how high
the stakes would have to be to see over the encroachments.

Tom

From: Jason Rud [mailto:jrud@egrud.com]
Sent: Monday, November 22, 2010 9:32 AM
To: Tom Collins

Subject: Interlachen As-bullt Drawing

Good morning Tom,
Attached is the requested as-built survey for your Interlachen Bridge project.
In summary, we are showing the following:
e Lxisting retaining walls, greenhouse, fence, and oﬂ1er improvements within the public right of

way.
o As-built elevations on the storm sewer, culvert, street, and other improvements.

1
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o Dxisting field monuwmentation. All points are in place for the city’s viewing.

Please let me know if you need any additional information from our office, or if you have any
additional questions,

Jason




CITY OF HAM LAKE

16544 Central Avenue NE
Ham Lake, Minnesota 55304
(763) 434-9555
Fax: (763) 434-9599

Tuly 25,2011

Robert and Patricia Hoff
3325 Interlachen Drive NE
Ham Lake, MN 55304

Dear Mr. and Mrs, Hoff:

On February 9, 2011, I sent a letter to you stating that the Ham Lake City Council
directed that the encroachments you have placed on the walking trail adjacent to your
property must be removed by July 15, 2011. Tom Reiner and I met with you and
discussed the necessary actions to satisfy this directive. To date, these encroachments are
still in place. '

E. G. Rud Surveying will be placing survey stakes at either end of the walking trail and at
intermittent locations along the path so that it will be clearly marked. The portions of
your deck, green house, and retaining wall blocks located within this area must be
removed within 30 days or the City will move them off of the public trail. The timber
wall in the channel can remain in place.

If you have any questions, please feel fiee to call.
Sincerely,

Doris A, Nivala

Administrator
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Easement encroachments at 3325 Interlachen Drive (Bob Hoff parcel)

Engineer Collins showed the as-built survey for the Interlachen Drive Bridge project which
showed encroachments within the channel easement between South Coon Lake and Coon Lake
by Bob Hoff. Administrator Nivala told the Committee that she and Superintendent Reiner met
with Bob Hoff to discuss required action to comply with the February letter that required the
encroachments to be removed from the easement, and that directed removal of the
encroachments by July 15", Superintendent Reiner said that the encroachments still remain in .
the easement, Councilmember Doyle recommended that Mr. Hoff be notified that the City will
be identifying the easement line and that he will have 30 days to remove the encroachments after
the survey is completed. Administrator Nivala recommended that after the encroachments are
removed that the easement location be marked in the field with fence and/or cable.

Tom Collins
City Engineer
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CITY OF HAM LAKE

15644 Central Avenue NE
Ham Lake, Minnesota 55304
e (763) 434-9555
AT ' Fax: (763) 434-9599
February 9, 2011
"
4/b49
4%

Robert and Patricia Hoff
3325 Interlachen Drive NE
Ham Lake, MN 55304

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Hoff:

During the construction of the bridge last summer, it came to our aftention that portions
of your deck, retaining walls, and other landscaping may encroach on the pathway
adjacent to your property. Enclosed is a copy of a survey that was completed showing
that portions of your deck, green house, and other landscaping does, in fact, encroach on
the public pathway.

The Ham Lake City Council reviewed the site survey and discussed these encroachments
at their meeting on Monday, February 7, 2011. It was the consensus of the City Council
that these items be removed from the public pathway. These items must be removed by
July 15,2011,

If you have any questions, feel free to call.

Sincerely,

Doris A, Nivala

Administrator

Enc.




City Council Mtg. Minutes
February 7, 2011

explained that the County is requiring removal of a secondary driveway at 13414 Bunker Lake Boulevard
NE. Councilmember Braastad requested an explanation of making a U-turn at Bunker Lake Blvd, NE,
Engineer Collins reviewed the possible realignment of the Elwell/Lennes private access and the inability
to make a U-tum at Bunker Lake Boulevard NE (with a semaphore) with a semi-truck, but it will be
possible with a car, Councilmember Johnson questioned the funding of the bike path and the Engineer
explained the future reimbursement for 50% of trail cost for the ten foot trail on west side.
Councilmember Johnson explained he was not sure of the concept of paying for a regional trail system
and wanted to make sure that it would be connected. Councilmember Kirkeide stated the trail would be
funded through Parkland Dedication fees. Motion by Kirkeide, seconded by Doyle, to concur with
the recommendations of the Road Committee and approve the Joint Powers agreement with Anoka
County for the improvement of CSAH 17 (Lexington Ave. NE). All in favor, motion carried.

B.) Ordering the plans and specifications for the improvement of 153" Avenue NE

Engineer Collins explained the turn-back of 153 Avenue NE, from the County to the City and that
Anoka County is giving the City 1,275 million dollars to help the cost of improving the road. Engineer
Collins explained that the Road Committee is recommending that the plans be ordered now, but the
project will not be completed until 2012, in conjunction with the Frontage Road, north of 153™ Avenue
NE. Motion by Doyle, seconded by Kirkeide, to concur with the recommendations of the Road
Committee and order the plans and specifications for the improvement of 153" Avenue NE, east of
Truank Highway 65. All in favor, motion carried.

C.) Directing the removal of encroachments on a pathway in Hiawatha Beach

Engineer Collins had provided the City Council with diagrams and pictures of improvements made by the
owner of the property at 3325 Interlachen Drive NE that encroach on the easement. The easement abuts
the Interlachen Bridge and includes a channel and walking pathway to the lake. Due to the
improvements, there is not a walking pathway and the neighbors are angry that they cannot access the
lake through this public pathway. The improvements include keystone, greenhouse, deck, etc. Also, the
property owner has deposited brush, etc. on the property on the opposite side of the pathway, which is
unimproved. Engineer Collins explained that we have required other property owners in the area to
remove encroachments from the pathways so it is the same policy as before. Motion by Johnson,
seconded by Braastad, to concur with the recommendations of the Road Committee directing the

- City Administrator to contact the property owner of 3325 Interlachen Drive, requiring the removal

of improvements encroaching on the public pathway and removing the brush, etc. on the abutting
property. All in favor, motion carried.

D.) Designating the speed limit on 153" Avenue NE

Engineer Collins explained, based on OSHA requirements, that in order to maintain this road (due to the
55 mph) an additional trailer (Traffix TL-2 Trailer TMA, complete attenuator) would need to be
purchased for safety purposes. The City currently does not maintain any roads posted at this speed limit,
The cost for this trailer is $17,678. In addition, Engineer Collins explained that the MnDOT Bikeway
Facility Design Manual recommends that on roads with speed limits up to 45 mph, bike lanes can be 6
feet wide, but over 45 mph, bike lanes must be 8 feet wide. Discussion followed on whether to post a
new limit now or wait until the improvement is completed, Superintendent Reiner was present and
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Road Committee Notes
January 31, 2011

Boulevard (with a semaphore) with a semi truck, Administrator Nivala noted that the City is
responsible for lamping the semaphore and discussion followed regarding alternatives, The cost
estimate to the City for the project is $169,040.56, which is based on the 30% Plans, Engineer
Collins explained that this cost is subject to change with development of the Plans by the
County. It was the consensus of the Committee to recommend to the City Council to
approve the Joint Powers Agreement with Anoka County for the improvement of CSAH 17
from the southern border of the City to 2,303 fect north of Bunker Lake Boulevard, subject
to review of the JPA by the City Attorney.

Interlachen Drive encroachments — 3325 Interlachen Drive

Engineer Collins displayed diagrams and pictures of improvements made by the owner of the
property at 3325 Interlachen Drive thal encroach on the easement. The easement abuts the

- Interlachen Bridge and includes a channel and walking pathway to the lake, Due to the
improvements, there is not a walking pathway and the neighbors are angry that they cannot
access the lake through this public pathway. The improvements include keystone, greenhouse,
deck, etc. Also, the property owner has deposited brush, etc. on the property on the opposite side
of the pathway, which is unimproved. It was the consensus of the Committee to recommend
to the City Council that the City contact the property owner of 3325 Interlachen Drive,
directing the removal of improvements encroaching on the public pathway and removing
the brush, etc. on the abutting property.

Discussion of east frontage road, north of 153" Avenue and 153" Avenue

Engineer Collins reviewed the proposed improvement, stating that the Access Management
funds (1.3 million dollars) are set aside for project award in 2012, Engineer Collins reviewed the
need to replace that portion of Ham Lake Park land used for the project with land abutting the
park. Federal appraisals are being completed to show value of land and the City has nol received
the Environmental Assessment, The City is receiving 1.275 million dollars from Anoka County
for the improvement of 153™ Avenue. Discussion followed regarding the value of doing both
projects together. It was the consensus of the Committee to recommend to the City Council
that the plans and specifications be ordered for the 153" Avenue Improvement Project so
that geotechnical and survey work can be started in 2011 for reconstruction in 2012,

Potential for east frontage road connection to Aberdeen Street S of 153”’ Avenue

Engincer Collins presented an alignment that connects Aberdeen Street (south of 153" Avenue)
to 153" Avenue. Engineer Collins explained that the project would not qualify for state grant
funding unless 153" Avenue access to TH 65 was closed, which would have an impact on the
businesses. Discussion followed and the Committee stated that due to cost (wetland mitigation)
the proposal should be delayed until driven by a developer or the sale of the property previously
owned by Majestic RV.

Speed limit on 153" Avenue — cost implications to Public Works and bike lane width
recommendations

Engineer Collins reported Public Works Superintendent Reiner’s recommendation to lower the
speed limit from 55 mph to 40 mph on 153" Avenue, east of Highway 65. Superintendent
Reiner’s reasoning is based on OSHA requirements, that in order to maintain this road (due to
the 55 mph) an additional trailer (Traffix TL-2 Trailer TMA, complete attenuator) would need to
be purchased for safety purposes, The cost for this trailer is $17,678. In addition, Engineer
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City Council Mtg, Minutes
February 7, 2011

explained that the County is requiring removal of a secondary driveway at 13414 Bunker Lake Boulevard
NE. Councilmember Braastad requested an explanation of making a U-turn at Bunker Lake Blvd. NE,
Engineer Collins reviewed the possible realignment of the Elwell/Lennes private access and the inability
to make a U-tum at Bunker Lake Boulevard NE (with a semaphore) with a semi-truck, but it will be
possible with a car, Councilmember Johnson questioned the funding of the bike path and the Engineer
explained the future reimbursement for 50% of trail cost for the: ten foot trail on west side.
Councilmember Johnson explained he was not sure of the concept of paying for a regional trail system
and wanted to make sure that it would be connected. Councilmember Kirkeide stated the trail would be
funded through Parkland Dedication fees, Motion by Kirkeide, seconded by Doyle, to concur with
the recommendations of the Road Committee and approve the Joint Powers agreement with Anoka
County for the improvement of CSAH 17 (Lexington Ave. NE). All in favor, motion carried.

B.) Ordering the plans and specifications for the imsgrovement of 153" Avenue NE

Engineer Collins explained the turn-back of 153" Avenue NE, from the County to the City and that
Anoka County is giving the City 1.275 million dollars to help the cost of improving the road. Engineer
Collins explained that the Road Committee is recommending that the plans be ordered now, but the
project will not be completed until 2012, in conjunction with the Frontage Road, north of 153"} Avenue
NE. Motion by Doyle, seconded by IKirkeide, to concur with the recommendations of the Road
Committee and order the plans and specifications for the improvement of 153™ Avenue NE, east of

Trunk Highway 65. All in favor, motion carried.

C.) Directing the removal of encroachments on a pathway in Hiawatha Beach

Engineer Collins had provided the City Council with diagrams and pictures of improvements made by the
owner of the property at 3325 Interlachen Drive NE that encroach on the easement. The easement abuts
the Interlachen Bridge and includes a channel and walking pathway to the lake. Due to the
improvements, there is not a walking pathway and the neighbors are angry that they cannot access the
lake through this public pathway. The improvements include keystone, greenhouse, deck, etc. Also, the
property owner has deposited brush, etc, on the property on the opposite side of the pathway, which is
unimproved, Engineer Collins explained that we have required other property owners in the area to
remove encroachments from the pathways so it is the same policy as before. Motion by Johnson,
seconded by Braastad, to concur with the recommendations of the Road Committee directing the
City Administrator to contact the property owner of 3325 Interlachen Drive, requiring the removal
of improvements encroaching on the public pathway and removing the brush, etc, on the abutting
property, All in favor, motion carried.

D.) Designating the speed limit on 153" Avenue NE

Engineer Collins explained, based on OSHA requirements, that in order to maintain this road (due to the
55 mph) an additional trailer (Traffix TL-2 Trailer TMA, complete attenuator) would need to be
purchased for safety purposes. The City currently does not maintain any roads posted at this speed limit.
The cost for this trailer is $17,678. In addition, Engineer Collins explained that the MnDOT Bikeway
Facility Design Manual recommends that on roads with speed limits up to 45 mph, bike lanes can be 6
feet wide, but over 45 mph, bike lanes must be 8 feet wide. Discussion followed on whether to post a
new limit now or wait until the improvement is completed. Superintendent Reiner was present and
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City Council Mtg. Minutes
February 16,2010

expenditures to the original budget. Resolution No. 07-75 states that the year-end General Fund balance
be maintained at a level of 35 to 50 percent of the next year's budgeted fund revenues. The preliminary
General Fund balance as of December 31, 2009 is 53.3% of the 2010 budgeted revenues. Finance
Director Kutzke showed a comparison of the previous four years regarding the General Fund balances at
year-end. Finance Director Kutzke reviewed and explained the fund balance for the Ham Laker, the Debt
Service Fund for the 2000 Street Improvements, the Fire Station 2 Debt Service Fund, the Lawful
Gambling Fund, the MSA Street Fund, Revolving Street Fund, and Equipment Funds. Finance Director
Kutzke presented a summary of the City’s cash and investments in the beginning of 2009 compared to the
end of 2009, Finance Director Kutzke noted the publicity regarding unallotment being proposed at the
state level for 2010, explaining that the City does not receive LGA and allowances had already been made
in the 2010 budget for 100% unallotment of MVHC, Therefore, the City’s 2010 budget will not be
affected,

3.2 6:30 p.m.— Informational meeting regarding the use of the paths in the plat of Hiawatha Bea
Mayor Meunier explained that many discussions of the paths in the Hiawatha Beach area have taken place
by City Councils, past and present. The discussions have included that these paths were intended to grant
lake access to residents who do not abut the lake. The City adopted an ordinance (Ordinance No, 09-11)
regarding motorized vehicles in parks. Signs were then placed in the parks and on the paths stating that
motorized vehicles could be seized. A resident contacted the City regarding his use of a four-wheeler to
pull an ice fishing house onto the lake and his desire to be able to legally continue doing it. Since that
time, the City Attorney has informed the staff that these paths are not parkland and the signs were
removed regarding seizuie of motorized vehicles. But, there are still signs stating motorized vehicles are
not allowed, which have been in place for a number of years. Because of the resident’s request, the City
Council discussed the use of the paths and physically viewed all of them. The meeting this evening was
an opportunity for residents in that area to give the City Council feedback. Councilmember Theodorski
stated that they want to hear from both sides, so they can try and make the best decision.

Gilbert Watson, 3366 Interlachen Drive NE, stated he has lived in the Hiawatha Beach area for 45 years,
has been told that the paths were there so that everyone has lake acoess and would like them to continue to
be there so that people can have lake access and maybe even launch a boat.

Dan Gressman, 3516 Interlachen Dr. NE, stated he has lived in the area 35 years and uses his four-
wheeler three or four times a week to access his icehouse. Mr. Gressman stated in the summer he uses the
path to launch his fishing boat, but doesn’t drive a full size vehicle on the path. Mr. Gressman stated that
the channel gets heavy snowmobile usage, but it is riot local residents. Mr. Gressman pointed out which
paths he uses, on the displayed map, stating that he does not abuse the path but is retired and wants to
continue to use it in the same way he uses it now.,

Kelly Melgren, 3450 Interlachen Dr, NE, stated that it is nice to be able to use a motorized vehicle, such
as a four-wheeler, to access the lake. Therefore, she is in favor of allowing it.

Mike Bury, 3431 Interlachen Drive NE, displayed a copy of the 1928 plat map of Hiawatha Beach,
reading the dedication of the paths. Mr. Bury stated his father-in-law purchased this property in 1960.
Mr, Bury explained he lives adjacent to one of the paths, that the path is currently posted as no motorized
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City Council Mtg. Minutes
February 16,2010

vehicles, he has seen cars and trucks use the path and erosion occurs. Mr. Bury read portions of the City
Code regarding the use of snowmobiles and four-wheelers, stating the Code would need to be amended if
the Council allows that use. Mr. Bury stated that there have been snowmobilers as late as 1:30 am. on
the path and explained that if the Council is going to amend the ordmance they should also find a way to
enforce the ordinance.

Bruce Christensen, 3415 Interlachen Drive NE, asked why the new signs were put up and then taken
down,

Public Works Superintendent, Tom Reiner, explained that the signs with language about confiscating
vehicles were placed after the Council adopted the new ordinance and they were put in all the parks and
on all the paths. Subsequently, the City Attorney informed staff that the paths in the Hiawatha Beach area
were not actually parkland, and the signs were then removed.

Sonya Griffith, 3460 Interlachen Drive NE, stated that her home is next to one of the paths, agrees that
sometimes snowmobiles have come through it between 1:00 to 2:00 a.m., but understands how difficult it
is to enforce, Ms. Griffith stated that most residents respect their neighbors, and therefore, she does not
think all residents in the area should be punished just because a few do not obey the law. Mr. Griffith
stated that she does not think the lake is deep enough in that area to launch big boats, but can certainly
understand using motorized vehicles to access icehouses.

Councilmember Theodorski explained that when speed signs are put into neighborhoods, it is usually the
residents of the neighborhood who are ticketed for speeding.

Mayor Meunier stated that there are some people abusing rights in all neighborhoods and you cannot
legislate respect.

Gilbert Watson stated that he is required to buy a license from the state for his four-wheeler. In his
opinion, it doesn’t seem right that he has to buy a license, but then is not allowed to use it on the roadway.

Councilmember Kirkeide stated his opinion that the paths should be kept open for public use forever.
Councilmember Kirkeide stated he agrees with Mr. Bury, that if the Council is going to allow the four-
wheelers on the paths (or on the road to access the path) the ordinance will need to be amended.
Councilmember Kirkeide suggested that the City Staff research and develop an ordinance that allows
motorized vehicles defining them as four-wheelers and snowmobﬂes, not cars and trucks, and allow the
usage year around.

Discussion took place regarding the narrow roads in the area and the problems that could occur with

parking.

The City Attorney stated that Hiawatha Beach is a unique situation with the original plat filed in 1928,
and that it would not be allowed today. Ordinances were not written at the time with these paths in mind,
but an ordinance could be crafied that would apply only to these paths, Councilmember Johnson stated
that clearly these paths were dedicated for public use and he agrees that snowmobiles or four-wheelers

4 .
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February 16, 2010

should be allowed, but not large vehicles (cars and trucks). Mayor Meunier stated that a new ordinance
would need to be written and the paths may have to be maintained differently. It was the consensus of
the Council to direct the City Staff/City Attorney to draft an ordinance allowing the use of
snowmobiles and four-wheelers on these paths, and allowing four-wheelers access to the paths from
City streets,

Bruce Christensen, 3415 Interlachen Drive NE, requested that signage remain on the paths with the same
hours of use.

Jerome Hansen, 3571 Interlachen Drive NE, asked the Council to consider allowing different usages on
different paths, Mr. Hansen suggested allowing snowmobiles on some paths, ATVs on others, and take
into consideration the grade or slope of the path or the fact that some are more shielded from neighbors
than others,

. Discussion took place regarding whether there were paths dedicated in Comfort Resort and the City

Attorney explained that Comfort Resort was an Auditor’s Subdivision, and since the auditor dld not own
the property, the auditor conld not dedicate roads or paths,

9.0 CITY ATTORNEY :

9.1  Approval of the first reading of an Ordinance relating to Temporary Seasonal Land Uses

Attomay Dorn summarized the proposed ordinance that would allow a Seasonal Temporary Conditional
Use in R-A districts, listing the types of activities that would be allowed, stating the requirement that the
application must be reviewed by the Planning Commission and noting that the City Council would have
the ability to place any conditions it so wishes on the permit. Councilmember Theodorski questioned why
the proposed ordinance was not more specific and did not address public safety issues such as the number

of attendees, parking requirements, etc. Discussion took place regarding the types of activities that could-

be permitted under this ordinance and that each application would be reviewed, with conditions placed on
it. Councilmember Kirkeide stated that since the Planning Commission would be reviewing the
application, the site would be visited and recommendations would come from them. - Councilmember
Johnson stated that it was important to accommodate this type of family orientated activity. This is the
First Reading of an Ordinance relating to Temporary Seasonal Land Uses and it was the consensus
of the Council to refer this item to the Planning Commission for the scheduling of a public hearing
as it is an amendment to Article 9, the zoning code.

9.2  Approval of the first reading of an Ordinance relating to delinquent real estate taxes and municipal
sanctions

Attorney Dorn reviewed the ordinance which relates to delinquent real estate taxes and municipal
sanctions. Attorney Dorn explained that the criteria is stated in the ordinance for the Council to use when
ruling on extensions of licenses/permits due to the non-payment of real estate taxes. This is the first
reading of an Ordinance relating to delinquent real estate taxes and municipal sanctions.

-Attomey Dorn reported that the appraisals for the land condemnation for the Service Road, north of

Crosstown Blvd, NE, have been completed and the Council will receive a written report for its next
meeting,
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ORDINANCE NO. 10-10

An Ordinance relating to the usage of certain dedicated public roads and pathways
in the plat of Hiawatha Beach in the City of Ham Lake, Minnesota.

Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Ham Lake, Anoka County,
Minnesota, as follows:

L. There is hereby added to the Ham Lake City Code an Article 6-800, to read as

follows:

6-800 Usages in the Plat of Hinwatha Beach

The following conditions apply exclusively to dedicated roads and paths in the plat of
Hiawatha Beach.

6-810 Definitions
A. All-Terrain Vehicles (“*ATVs”) shall be as defined in Ham Lake City Code
Article 6-410.
B. “Paths” mean those facilities illustrated in the original plat of Hiawatha Beach
as providing access between public roads and the shorelines of Coon Lake or
Little Coon Lake, whether or not so labeled, which exist between:

Lot 1, Block 2 and Lot 6, Block 1, Hiawatha Beach

Lot 19, Block 2 and Lot 1, Block 3, Hiawatha Beach
Lot 13, Block 9 and Lot 1, Block 13, Hiawatha Beach
Lot 11, Block 13, and Lot 1, Block 14, Hiawatha Beach

i Lot 1, Block 4 and Lot 12 Block 3; Hiawatha Beach = 2335 vt 110 (e a br

(\&C\ Lot 1, Block 7 and Lot 16, Block 8, Hiawatha Beach

»\w“\.{ And which exist easterly and southerly of Lots 1 and 2, Block 8 and westerly of

Lots 11 and 12, Block 9, Hiawatha Beach;

And which exist southerly of Lot 13, Block 14, and westerly of Lots 8, 9, 10, 11,
12 and 13, Block 14, Hiawatha Beach.

6-810 Parking of Trailers
No trailers may be parked or stored on any dedicated path in the plat of Hiawatha Beach,
nor may any such item be parked or stored within the right-of-way of any public street in

“the plat of Hiawatha Beach.

6-820 Vehicle Parking in Connection with Path Usage

No motor vehicle (including ATV’s) may be parked or stored within the nght«oflway of
any dedicated path or dedicated public road in the plat of Hiawatha Beach in commection
with the concurrent usage of any path in the plat of Hiawatha Beach. This prohibition
includes, without limitation, vehicles that have been used to pull or push trailers bearing




watercraft, snowmobiles, fish houses or other deviceés to the shore of Coon Lake or Little
Coon Lake,

6-830 Travel on Paths

Paths in the plat of Hiawatha Beach may be used by pedestrians, bicycles, snowmobiles
or all terrain vehicles, Paths may also be used to convey watercraft or fish houses to the
shore of Coon Lake or Little Coon Lake if pulled or pushed by an ATV. No travel on
any path is permitted at a speed in excess of 15 miles per hour,

6-840 ATV Travel on Public Roads
ATV’s may travel on public roads outside of paths in the plat of Hiawatha Beach under
the following conditions:

A. The travel must be for the sole purpose of accessing one of the paths in the
Plat of Hiawatha Beach.

B. The ATV shall not exceed a speed of 15 miles per hour,

C. The origin of the trip must be from a point within the plat of Hiawatha Beach,
and return trips from paths must be to a point within the plat of Hiawatha Beach.
D. The course of travel must be the shortest route on dedicated public roads
between the point of origin and the path that is used or intended to be used, and
the course of travel may not extend beyond the boundaries of the plat of Hiawatha
Beach.

E. Travel io conformance with Article 6-400 is permitted,

6-850 Towing or Removal of Illegally Stored or Parked Objects

The City may cause the towing or other removal of any vehicle, trailer, ATV,
snowmobile or other object found to be stored or parked in violation of this ordinance,
and may post signage on or near all paths in the plat of Hiawatha Beach advising of the
prohibition on parking and storage, and further advising of the possibility of removal of
any illegally stored or parked object without notice to the owner thereof,

II. There is hereby added to the beginning of Article 4-450 of the Ham Lake City
Code the following sentence:

Usage of ATV’s within the plat of Hiawatha Beach shall be as outlined in Article 6-800
of the Ham Lake City Code.

Presented to the Ham Lake City Council on April 5, 2010 and adopted by a
unanimous vote this 19th day of April, 2010,

%M_,../ ]

Paul Meunier, Mayor

M/@ Novats

Daris Nivala, Administrator




City Council Mtg, Minutes
January 3, 2022

5.0 PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS - None
6.0 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - None

7.0 APPEARANCES - None

8.0 CITY ATTORNEY - None

9.0 CITY ENGINEER - None

10.0 CITY ADMINISTRATOR — None

11.0 COUNCIL BUSINESS
11.1  Committee Reports — None

11.2  Consideration of appointment of Acting Mayor, Committee liaisons and liaisons with other

organizations: _Acting Mayor, Personnel (2), Economic Development, Met Council (2), Law
Enforcement (2), Fire Department Liaisons (2), North Central Suburban Cable Communications
Commission (and alternate), Ham Lake Chamber of Commerce (2)., Road Committee (2), Ham
Laker Task Force (2), Audit (2), Building/Energy Committee (2), Park and Tree Liaison (2), Fire

Relief Association Board of Trustees (3), Code Review Committee (2) (and alternate), Metropolitan

Council reform effort Committee. Building Department Committee (2)
Motion by Kirkeide, seconded by Van Kirk, to approve the following appointments for 2022:

Acting Mayor (1)......... DRI baRTI RSN onY Councilmember Kirkham

EDA President (1)...ievversrisnnensens tessenssarasnnswVMayor Van Kirk

EDA Vice President (1)......c...cvuvieansees «++s0se.Councilmember Kirkham

Personnel (2)............... NPT NSO Mayor Van Kirk & Councilmember Doyle

Economic Development (2)....cvveerneensernnsieeeies Mayor Van Kirk & Councilmember Kirkham

Met Council & Metropolitan Council reform

effort Committee (2)............ AGRA PR SAB IR «.wCouncilmembers Kirkeide & Kirkham

Law Enforcement (2)................ crsssssensannnnnMayor Van Kirk & Councilmember Wilken

Fire Department Liaisons (2).......0000re00es ' .......Mayor Van Kirk & Councilmember Kirkham

North Metro Telecommumcations sserseensnCouncilmember Wilken (alternate: Mayor

Commission (1) Van Kirk)

Chamber of Commerce (2).....ceveernrunnnicnnnnnnns Councilmember Kirkham & Administrator
Webster

Road Committee (2).......eeervninsiirinesiinnsnnsnnrCouncilmembers Kirkeide & Doyle

Ham Laker Task Force (2) ......... Waduanaab b L v Emy Mayor Van Kirk & Councilmember Wilken

Audit (2).......... T Y TR i +esensnCouncilmembers Doyle & Kirkham

Building/Energy Committee (2)........... ....Mayor Van Kirk and Councilmember Kirkeide

Park Committee (2).... e «.Councilmembers Kirkham & Wilken

Fire Relief Association Board of Trustees (3) . Councilmember Kirkham, Fire Mike Raczkowski
& Administrator Webster

Code Review Committee (2).......c0verenvenreneennn Mayor Van Kirk & Councilmember Kirkeide
(alternate: Councilmember Kirkham)

Building Department Committee (2) ............ ««Mayor Van Kirk & Councilmember Kirkeide

CERT Committee. ...uuiearmsscrsrennesinsrennrresasnan Mayor Van Kirk, Councilmember Wilken, Fire

Mike Raczkowski, Al Parranto and a Liaison from
the Sheriff’s Department
All present in favor, motion carried.
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