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City of Columbus
Regular City Council Meeting
Hybrid Interactive Technology Format

MN Statute, Section 13D.021
05.08.2024

The 05.08.2014 meeting of the City of Columbus City Council was called to order at 6:01 p.m. by Mayor
Jesse Preiner at City Hall. Present were Councilmembers Rob Busch, Ron Hanegraaf, Janet Hegland and
Sue Wagamon; Interim City Administrator Jack Davis, City Attorney Bill Griffith, Finance Director Cheryl
Jenkins, Public Works Director Jim Windingstad and City Engineer Kevin Bittner

Also in attendance: Kyle Anderson and Ellen Hinrichs.
Not in attendance: None.

A. CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
1. Callto Order Regular Meeting — 6:01p.m.
2. Pledge of Allegiance
3. Adoption of Agenda

Motion by Preiner to adopt the May 8, 2024 Agenda with the addition of Items C.5, Acceptance of the
resignation of Planning Commissioner Judy Huntosh and Acceptance of the resignation of Public
Communication Coordinator Connor Keith, and adding Planning Commission Report after the Public Open
Forum. Seconded by Hegland. Roll call vote: Busch — aye; Hanegraaf — aye; Wagamon - aye; Hegland -
aye; Preiner — aye. Motion carries.

B. CONSENT AGENDA
1. Approval of the March 27, 2024 City Council Meeting Minutes
2. Approval of the April 10, 2024 City Council Meeting Minutes
3 A £ the April 24 2024 ity C i Meeting Mi
4. Approval of Bill Payments as Posted

Motion by Preiner to approve Consent Agenda Items Nos. 1-4.
Hegland requested Preiner amend his motion pulling Item 3 from the Consent Agenda for changes.

Amended motion by Preiner to approve Consent Agenda removing Item 3, and approving Items Nos. 1, 2,
and 4. Seconded by Busch. Roll call vote: Busch — aye; Hanegraaf — aye; Wagamon — aye; Hegland — aye;
Preiner — aye. Motion carries.

C. PRESENTATION
1. Public Open Forum

Kyle Anderson, 9257 168" Avenue, stated his concern with his neighbor’s drainage ditch where he
believed the culvert was too high. He noted the water was being held back so that he could not farm
the field that he owned. He stated he had brought this up to the Watershed District and also to Jim
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Windingstad. He acknowledged this was a private ditch, but it was illegal to hold water back.

Windingstad stated he has had conversations with Mr. Anderson regarding his concern and
recommended to Mr. Anderson that he should contact his neighbor to see if it could be worked out
because it was a private ditch and not a City matter. He believed Mr. Anderson had talked to his
neighbor, but he was not able to get this issue resolved. Windingstad indicated he had recommended
to Mr. Anderson that he come to this meeting to discuss this matter with the City Council.

Windingstad noted the neighbor had an outlet culvert, but it was too high. He stated nobody knew
when the culvert was put in, but all the neighbor had to do was to clean it out, but the neighbor was
not cooperating.

Hegland asked if this was a stormwater pond and if the City had any responsibility for it because of a
development or is it a private pond. Windingstad responded he did not know, but it was not a
stormwater pond that he was aware of. He assumed that somebody had dug it, but that was an
assumption on his part.

Hegland requested staff check on that. She asked if it is a stormwater pond, whose responsibility is it
to maintain. Windingstad responded they would check into it.

Mr. Anderson noted the land he was trying to farm was just too wet, which made it impossible for him
to plant anything.

Busch asked how the neighbor was damming up the culvert. Mr. Anderson responded the current
neighbor bought the property a couple of years ago and he was not the person who had installed it.
He stated one end of the culvert was okay with respect to the water, but the other end was backed up.
Mr. Anderson indicated this was also a mosquito breeding area.

Bittner stated he had looked at the property records and there was no evidence of any drainage
easement so additional research would need to be done. However, he stated it was doubtful this was
a public waterway.

Hegland pointed out there were stormwater ponds all over the area and in some places, there was a
sign-off to the City for maintaining them with a developer and in other cases, there were not any
signoffs. She asked if this was one of them. Bittner responded this one was likely a private drainage
pond or private stormwater pond.

Hegland asked when someone dredged a pond such as this one, was there typically a permit that
would get pulled in order to do this correctly. She also asked if there would be anything in a permit
that might assist with figuring this out. Bittner responded a City permit would be required if they were
handling more than 200 cubic yards, otherwise this might fall under the jurisdiction of Rice Creek
Watershed, depending on what was happening and what it was impacting.

Hegland suggested staff look into the City’s records to see whether or not a permit had been pulled
and/or whether there was anything in a developer’s agreement. Windingstad responded from looking
at 1965 and 1977 photographs, it appeared that the drainage ditch was there at that time.
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Preiner noted this would have been before any regulations or permits. He believed this was a
neighborhood deal.

Griffith noted absent a developer agreement or a stormwater pond agreement, this would be a
neighborhood dispute and it was not something the City would be involved in. He cautioned that
when something was purely private, the City does not interject itself into that private matter.
However, he believed it would be worth tying down the loose ends to ensure this was not something
the City had some responsibility for.

Preiner asked Mr. Anderson what was his neighbor’s reason for not lowering the pipe. Mr. Anderson
responded he had been informed that his neighbor did not have time for it. He noted he had even
offered to help his neighbor dig it out.

Preiner suggested Mr. Anderson keep talking to his neighbor and offering his help to dig the pipe out.
Preiner stated in the meantime, City staff would continue to look into this and someone from the City
would get in touch with Mr. Anderson with an update.

Planning Commission Report
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) — 15186 West Freeway Drive

Hegland presented the Planning Commission report noting that there was a public hearing for a CUP to
be operated by Minnesota Veterinary Neurology on property located at 15186 West Freeway Drive,
PID 23-30-22-03-43-0010. She noted Dr. Melissa Carpentier Anderson was the applicant and this CUP
was for a new state-of-the-art 10,000-square-foot neurology specialty veterinary hospital.

Hegland noted the architectural appearance was a northern barn style feel to fit in with the City. She
stated veterinary hospitals were listed as a Conditional Use in the Community Commercial District
where this facility would be located. She noted Dr. Carpentier Anderson had been a practicing
veterinarian in Minnesota for seven years.

Hegland stated there were no public comments made at the Planning Commission Public Hearing, and
the only question that the Commission had was related to staff’s recommendation to accept the
deviation from the performance standards of 50 percent or greater masonry products. She indicated
this recommendation was due to the other architectural enhancements that were proposed in the
design.

Hegland indicated the Planning Commission was enthusiastic about the presentation and the Council
would discuss and vote on the Planning Commission’s recommendation at their May 22 Council
meeting.

Busch asked if there was any discussion about the masonry forward facing and was there a certain
percentage they needed to obtain. Hegland responded the performance standard did not require a
variance because the Ordinance gave discretion to allow less than 50 percent if there were other
enhancements, and in this case, there were a lot of architectural enhancements.

Informational; City Council will consider this application at its May 22, 2024 meeting.
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2. Administrative Variance — 13463 Jodrell Street

Davis informed the Council that Mr. Darwin Smith, 13463 Jordell Street, PIN 32-32-22-32-0004, was
requesting an Administrative Variance to extend the 2024 deadline to replace a non-compliant septic
system. He indicated Mr. Smith’s septic system had been deemed non-compliant per MPCA regulation.

He noted the system had displayed no signs that would be a threat to life, safety, or health concerns. He
explained the issue with the non-compliance was that this system pre-dated current regulations and did
not conform with the present rules of the MPCA due to a lack of vertical separation between the bottom of
the drain field and indictors of seasonally wet soil.

Davis stated the non-compliance designation occurred as a result of a compliance inspection related to a
building permit application. He noted several missteps were made by City staff related to processing the
building permit, including that it was only partially reviewed with, and explained, to the applicant.

Davis noted Mr. Smith was requesting relief from the deadline of August 1, 2024 to replace his system to
the current Code standards.

Davis stated an Administrative Variance was a legally permitted deviation from the literal requirements
of the Zoning Ordinance. Variances may be granted in situations where the landowner establishes that
there are practical difficulties in compliance with the Zoning Ordinance and the landowner proposes to
use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by the Zoning Ordinance. He indicated a
variance was granted to the property and not to the person, and personal circumstances were not
relevant to the decision.

Davis outlined the reasons an Administrative Variance was requested and when certain circumstances
existed, along with the Findings of Fact for the variance, and the conditions for the variance.

Davis recommended approval of an Administrative Variance subject to the conditions described for the
property located at 13463 Jodrell Street NE, PIN 32-32-22-32-004, to extend the compliance deadline for
Mr. Smith’s non-compliance septic system to the time the property is sold or until the system poses an
imminent threat to public health or safety, whichever occurs first.

Wagamon asked why they had to extend the deadline. Davis responded the reason for the extension of
the deadline was that this was an area where staff felt the compliance inspection was not required in
the first place. He noted this was due to application misinterpretation by City staff at the time it was
issued, as well as the fact that the system was currently operating properly, and there was no imminent
threat to public health or safety.

Wagamon asked why was it being proposed to be extended to August 1, 2024. Hegland noted August 1,
2024 was the date Mr. Smith was given to have it replaced and staff recommended the City extend it to
the point of sale.

Motion by Preiner to approve the Administrative Variance subject to the conditions described for the
property located at 13463 Jodrell Street NW, PIN 32-32-22-32-004, to extend the compliance deadline for
Mr. Smith’s non-compliance septic system to the time the property was sold or until the septic system
poses an imminent threat to public health or safety, whichever occurs first. Seconded by Wagamon.
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Roll call vote: Busch — aye; Hanegraaf — aye; Wagamon — aye; Hegland — aye; Preiner — aye. Motion
carries.

3. Scoring and Discussion for City Administrator Position

Wagamon introduced consultant Ellen Hinrichs noting Ms. Hinrichs would be directing the discussion
for the City Administrator position.

Ellen Hinrichs, HR Consultant, stated she has been working with the Personnel Committee in its search
process to help the City identify the next City Administrator. She indicated they had the candidate list
of six semi-finalists who had gone through extensive interviews, which had been taped and that the
Council had been able to listen to those interviews.

Ms. Hinrichs noted the goal at this meeting is to decide who was going to go into the finalist category.
She stated the Personnel Committee suggested that three finalists go into the next round because
there was a lot of movement right now in city governments with a lot of cities conducting searches
similar to Columbus. She believed it was possible that some of these candidates were also semi-
finalists or finalists in those other city searches. She explained how they had arrived at the three semi-
finalists, which was derived from the Council’s scoring after review of the recorded interviews, the DISC
assessment and application materials.

Ms. Hinrichs noted the next step was that she would contact all of the candidates to let them know the
Council’s decision reached at tonight’s meeting.

Hegland stated the candidates would be brought back for an in-person interview with the Council and
staff along with a meet and greet with the public. Ms. Hinrichs stated it was possible if the Council
decided to go with three finalists, and she made the calls tomorrow, that someone might say they had
another offer.

Hegland asked the Council if they wanted to have extra insurance and go with three candidates, or if
they wanted to go with the top two candidates as was previously planned, and if one of them drops
out, they would have the one remaining candidate.

Hanegraaf asked if they could invite the top two candidates to the in-person interview and then go
back down to the third if one of them drops out. Wagamon responded they did not want to do that for
planning purposes, schedules, etc. She noted it would be easier to do all of the interviews right now
and get those schedules set up.

Hegland stated the Personnel Committee had recommended moving forward with the top three
candidates. She acknowledged the Personnel Committee had originally talked about picking the top
two candidates, but they made a decision to include a third candidate because some were likely being
considered in other searches. She asked the Council if they wanted three candidates; were they in
agreement with the three highlighted candidates; and if Council wanted two candidates, which two
candidates did Council want to move forward with.

Preiner asked if there was a big difference timewise between considering two or three candidates.
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Hegland responded it would depend upon the candidate’s availability.

Ms. Hinrichs stated if a candidate was not available, the Committee would have to talk about it, the
reason the candidate was not available, how much of a delay it would be, and if they had other high
talent, they could decide to move forward with that.

Preiner asked was there any reason to not have three candidates, except it was more time and might
be more juggling. Hegland responded that there was no other reason.

Hegland stated they have drafted interview questions, which the Council would get after the meeting
that the Council could add to, modify, or change the questions. She noted that the staff interview
would not be as much of a formal interview as it was getting to know the three candidates and the
Council getting a feel for how the staff felt about them. She indicated she did not think the Committee
had actually decided whether or not they were going to do a meet and greet for the public, or if the
public would just be invited to hear the interviews.

Ms. Hinrichs indicated time was of the essence and they did want staff to have an opportunity to
interact with the candidates and give the Council feedback.

Preiner stated he was fine with three candidates to interview. Wagamon stated she was good with
three also. Busch stated he would go with Ms. Hinrichs’ recommendation. Hanegraaf agreed to go
along with whatever the Council decided.

Motion by Hegland to move forward with finalist candidates D, A, and C. Seconded by Wagamon.
Roll call vote: Busch — aye; Hanegraaf — aye; Wagamon — aye; Hegland — aye; Preiner — aye. Motion
carries.

4. Set Agenda for May 14 City Council Workshop Meeting

Davis stated the City Council Workshop meeting was scheduled for April 14, 2024 at 5:30 p.m. with the
following items recommended for discussion: budget software proposal; financial and 2025 pre-budget
report; City street speed limit discussion; building department review; and, 2024 fee schedule review
for escrow requirements. Davis recommended the Council set the agenda for the items presented or
make additions or deletions to the list.

Motion by Hegland to set the agenda for the May 14, 2024 City Council Workshop meeting as presented
in Item C.4 of the May 8, 2024 City Council meeting packet removing Items 1 and 2. Seconded by
Wagamon.

Busch questioned the items removed. Hegland noted she had been looking at the old list and amended
her motion.
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Amended motion by Hegland to set the agenda for the May 14, 2024 City Council Workshop meeting as
presented in the revised Item C .4 of the May 8, 2024 City Council meeting packet as presented.
Seconded by Wagamon. Roll call vote: Busch — aye; Hanegraaf — aye; Wagamon — aye; Hegland - aye;
Preiner — aye. Motion carries.

5. Resignation of Judy Huntosh

Preiner stated Judy Huntosh had resigned from the Planning Commission with an ending date of June
1. He noted that Ms. Huntosh was also on the EDA and would like to continue to be on the EDA.

Motion by Preiner to accept the resignation of Planning Commissioner Judy Huntosh effective June 1,
2024. Seconded by Hegland. Roll call vote: Busch — aye; Hanegraaf — aye; Wagamon - aye; Hegland
— aye; Preiner — aye. Motion carries.

6. Resignation of Connor Keith

Davis stated Connor Keith had submitted his resignation as the City Public Communications
Coordinator effective May 31, 2024 due to his relocation to Baltimore. He noted Mr. Keith had held
this position since February 22, 2022. He wished Mr. Keith well and thanked him for doing a good job
with the City during his tenure. He recommended the Council accept Mr. Keith’s resignation.

Motion by Wagamon to accept the resignation of Public Communication Coordinator Connor Keith
effective May 31, 2024. Seconded by Hegland. Roll call vote: Busch — aye; Hanegraaf — aye;
Wagamon - aye; Hegland — aye; Preiner — aye. Motion carries.

Busch stated it had been a pleasure working with Mr. Keith and he was a good addition to the team.

D. STAFF & CONSULTANT REPORTS
1. Engineer Report

Bittner gave an update on the projects noting that the materials were being hauled into the Public
Works yard, which was for the micro-surfacing, which he believed would be started and finished next
week along with the crack sealing. He noted chip sealing would probably start sometime in mid-June.

2. Attorney Report

Griffith informed the Council that they were successful in the escrow collection efforts with Joshua
Markum Builders and had reached a settlement agreement today. He requested a motion from the
Council to finish the settlement agreement so it could be signed and not have to wait until the next
Council meeting. He outlined the key points of the settlement agreement for the Council. He indicated
Joshua Markum Buildings had agreed to pay the full amount the City billed including additional
engineering costs and the total amount due and agreed to be paid is $11,849.

Griffith stated the relief that was offered and that they agreed to, was to pay $5,000 immediately with
the remainder being paid over 12 months as they closed on units. He noted if they did not close all the
units in 12 months, the balance would still be due. He stated if they closed and did not pay the City, then
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it would all be due immediately with attorney’s fees being charged against them if the City had to goto a
collection process.

Busch noted this was for the St. Clair Lakes Project and asked, even though they were still building homes
there, if they had to do a final lift on the tar. He noted that was not done a few weeks ago. Griffith
responded that all of the improvements were done other than the home building, so there was not a lot
of work left to do. He noted they also clarified in the document, that they would continue to pay all
ongoing charges if there were any.

Busch stated his other concern was that they were having to maintain those streets themselves as an
association, so if there were any issues with curb and gutter, dumpster garbage, etc., were they still liable
to fix that. Griffith responded they would be responsible while the developer was still active, but at some
point it would transfer to the association. He noted this was a private street and the association was
liable for the private improvements once it was turned over to them.

Griffith requested the Council make a motion to authorize the Mayor and City Administrator to enter into
a settlement agreement for a payment of $11,849 from Joshua Markum Homes with time payments over
the next 12 months.

Motion by Preiner to authorize the Mayor and /interim City Administrator to enter into a settlement
agreement for a payment of $11,849.00 from Joshua Markum Homes with time payments over the next 12
months. Seconded by Wagamon. Roll call vote: Busch — aye; Hanegraaf — aye; Wagamon — aye;
Hegland - aye; Preiner — aye. Motion carries.

Griffith gave a Legislative update noting they had a good hearing at the Senate Tax Committee.

Preiner stated the Bill had been introduced and some background and information given, but Hegland
gave the majority of the presentation. He indicated that while there was positive support for the bill,
they did not prevail this year.

Hegland stated they did not expect they would prevail. They went into it with the expectation that it was
not a budget year, so there may not have even been a Tax Bill. She stated they did not know if they
would make the cut either; however, it was positively received by the Tax Committee Chair and members
of Senator Kreun’s caucus. She believed there were good positive vibes going into next year and they will
be well positioned to bring it up again in a budget year.

Hanegraaf asked if everything would need to be resubmitted. Griffith responded everything would reset
and it would need to be reintroduced, but he believed the groundwork had been laid and it would be all
there to pick up and work on next year.

Griffith indicated the Hornsby Street bond request is still alive at this point and the parties are working on
a bonding Bill and with luck, they will end up with funding for that portion of North Hornsby.

Busch asked if it would make sense to meet with the individuals that were opposed to this, to help
educate them, and use this next time as an education stance. Griffith responded that those individuals
were not really opposed, but it was always good to meet with opponents.
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Preiner asked what was the strategy going forward. He inquired if they made a visit to the Capitol after
the election and meet with the elected senators and representatives to get it back on top of the pile of
issues and in their minds before they go back into the 2025 session. Griffith responded that would be the
best approach.

3. Mayor & City Council Member’s Report

Hanegraaf stated he had noticed that cars were parked on Notre Dame and all of the parking lots were full
in the park. He indicated they had no parking signs on Notre Dame but there was not a big traffic issue.

Wagamon stated she had met the Park Board members and the young man who had come before Council
to obtain his Eagle Scout badge and was given instructions on where to plant his trees.

Hegland updated the Council on broadband, noting they had been working again with Midco and a grant
was going to be submitted to Anoka County for three or four different neighborhoods in Columbus. She
hoped that by the end of the summer, they would have met the goal of bringing broadband to all areas of
Columbus with the exception of a few little pockets. She noted construction of the fiber lines would not
be done in a year, but they would have funded broadband to every part of the City.

Busch stated he had been dealing with some influx on Iverson. He noted there had been more houses
pop up with complaints about excess junk in their yards and some neighbors called in on these. He
indicated Sean was not proactively targeting these properties and was doing his job by following up on
calls received. He stated today was his wedding anniversary and he thanked his wife for her
understanding that he needed to attend this meeting.

4. Public Works Report

Windingstad reported that he had been working with the Fire Department on training for hooking up to
fire hydrants. He had told the Fire Department to use the hydrants north of the roundabout on May 9
and May 16, from 6-9 p.m., so if anyone happened to be driving by and the road was closed, that was the
reason.

5. Interim City Administrator Report
Davis stated as a follow-up to Busch’s comments regarding Sean’s efforts in Code enforcement, they did
follow up with one of the neighbors that had filed a complaint filed and he believed they will work
through that. He noted Sean also followed up on a complaint on Furman Street and his conversation
with the person was very positive, and Sean handled it professionally. Davis stated they have had a
couple of neighbors call to see if they could get involved, and that situation had been rectified within
weeks of the call into City Hall. He indicated Sean was doing a very good job and his work was showing
results with the clean-up around the City.

Davis stated the Council still had a special meeting called for Friday morning and he recommended that
meeting be cancelled since the finalists were selected at tonight’s meeting.

Motion by Hegland to cancel the special meeting scheduled for May 10, 2024 at 8:00 a.m. Seconded by
Wagamon. Roll call vote: Busch — aye; Hanegraaf — aye; Wagamon — aye; Hegland — aye; Preiner — aye.
Motion carries.
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Wagamon asked if Sean could talk with the gentleman who had the issue of water on his land. Davis
responded Sean had spoken to him about this, and he had also talked to Bittner about it. That is why it
was recommended to be brought to the Council. Davis stated this was on private property between two
private citizens, and it was not addressed in the City’s Ordinance or Code.

Hegland asked if the Stormwater Management Plan said that someone could not push their water onto
somebody else’s property.

Wagamon asked how this situation was different than the resident by the lake whose neighbor’s drainage
pipe was flooding them out.

Bittner responded this was not entirely true and if there was a natural drainage pattern that went from
one property to the other, that typically had to be preserved. He did not know what the natural drainage
pattern was historically here, but if that was the way the water went, they had to maintain that drainage
path. He noted this was not so much shoving water onto the neighbor’s property as it was allowing the
water that historically traveled there to continue to do so.

Hegland stated when they dredge down a pond and then plug it, it sounded to her like they were
potentially altering it by the culvert. She would have to look into it because if that were the case, then
they would be under the City’s Ordinance. Bittner noted it appeared the pond was there at least back to
1977, so there was some prescriptive rights for it to be there. He indicated this was a legal question.

Hegland asked what if there was a frost heave that moved the culverts and now it wasn’t doing the job it
was supposed to do. Bittner responded it still would probably be a private dispute.

Griffith cautioned that the City didn’t want to set a precedent of trying to mediate private drainage
disputes but that the city would look into the questions previously asked.

6. Personnel Committee Report

Hegland asked Mr. Davis if he had spoken to the staff about the plan for covering Mr. Keith’s job duties
after May 31%. This would determine if they were going to post for Mr. Keith’s position. Davis
responded he had not had a chance to follow up with yet and he would have a report regarding this for
Council next week. It was possible that some of the duties could be accomplished through a contract for
services. In the interim, he noted Mr. Keith would be actively working until May 31.

E. ANNOUNCEMENTS & REMINDERS

Special Meeting, May 10, 2024, 8 AM

City Council Workshop Meeting May 14, 2024, at 5:30 p.m.
Planning Commission Meeting, May 15, 2024 at 6 p.m.
EDA Work Meeting, May 16, 2024, at 5:30 p.m.

EDA Regular Work Meeting, May 16, 2024 at 6:30 p.m.
City Council Meeting, May 22, 2024 at 6:30 p.m.

VVVYVYVYVY
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F. Closed Session
The City Council adjourned to Closed Session to consider offers to purchase City-owned real property
identified as PID 24-32-22-12-0005 and PID 24-32-22-11-0006 pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section
13D.05, Subd. 3(c)(3).

G. Adjournment

Adjournment was made in closed session at 8:05 PM. Discussions in the closed session will be made
public should Council take action on the offers to purchase City owned property at a later date.

Respectively submitted:
Connor Keith, Public Communications Coordinator

Drafted by: Kathy Altman
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc.
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