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AGENDA 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF  
THE CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA 

TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2022 
7:00 P.M. IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL  
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 
2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

A. Minutes of the Regular City Council Meeting on April 26, 2022 
 
3. ADOPT THE AGENDA (No item of business shall be considered unless it appears on the agenda for the meeting. The Mayor 

or Councilmembers may add items to the agenda prior to adoption of the agenda.) 
 
4. CONSENT AGENDA (Those items listed under Consent Agenda are considered routine by the City Council and will be acted 

upon by one motion under this agenda item. There will be no separate discussion of these items, unless the Mayor or a 
Councilmember so requests, in which event, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and considered under New 
Business.) 

 

A. Acceptance of Minutes:  February Park Advisory Commission, March Environmental Advisory 
Commission, March White Bear Lake Conservation District, April Planning Commission meeting 

B. Resolution authorizing food truck operations at Lakewood Hills Park for a graduation party 
C. Resolution authorizing execution of a Stormwater Maintenance and Operations Agreement with the 

Rice Creek Watershed District for a portion of South Shore Blvd 
D. Resolution approving a request by Shawn & Craig Carpenter for two variances and a conditional use 

permit at 2150 Roth Place 
E. Resolution approving a request by Jerry Rodrique for a conditional use permit at 1961 3rd Street 

 
5. VISITORS AND PRESENTATIONS 

A. Marketfest and Manitou Days presentations and resolution authorizing financial participation 
B. 2021 Financial Audit presentation and resolution accepting audit report  

 
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Nothing scheduled 
 
7. UNFINISHED BUSINESS  

Nothing scheduled 
 
8. NEW BUSINESS 

A. Resolution awarding the sale of General Obligation Improvement Bonds to finance a portion of 2022 
Street Improvement Projects 

B. Resolution approving a request by Beartown Bar & Grill for an amendment to a conditional use permit 
and a variance at 4875 Highway 61 

C. Resolution approving a request by Christianson Companies / Tommy Car Wash for a conditional use 
permit, site plan review, and three variances at 4061 Highway 61 
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D. Resolution approving recommendations and authorizing the City Manager to invite participants for 
County Road E Project Team and Advisory Group 
 

9. DISCUSSION 
Nothing schedule 

 
10. COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE CITY MANAGER 

 
11. ADJOURNMENT 
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MINUTES 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA 

TUESDAY, APRIL 26, 2022 
7:00 P.M. IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

Council Chair Kevin Edberg called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.  The City Clerk took attendance 
for Councilmembers Steven Engstran, Heidi Hughes and Dan Jones.  Mayor Dan Louismet and 
Councilmember Bill Walsh were excused.  Staff in attendance were City Manager Lindy Crawford, 
Finance Director Kerri Kindsvater, Public Works Director / City Engineer Paul Kauppi, Environmental 
Specialist / Water Resources Engineer Connie Taillon, City Clerk Kara Coustry and City Attorney Ron 
Batty. 

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

 
2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

A. Minutes of the Regular City Council Meeting on April 12, 2022 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Engstran seconded by Councilmember Jones, to approve the 
Minutes of the April 12, 2022 City Council meeting as presented. 

 
Motion carried unanimously.  

 
B. Minutes of the City Council Work Session on April 19, 2022 

 
It was moved by Councilmember Jones seconded by Councilmember Hughes, to approve the 
April 19, 2022 Work Session Minutes as presented. 

 
Motion carried unanimously.  

 
3. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 

It was moved by Councilmember Engstran seconded by Councilmember Hughes, to approve the 
Agenda as presented. 
 
Motion carried unanimously. 

 
4. CONSENT AGENDA 

A. Resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute the Washington County Recycling Grant 
Agreement.  Resolution No.  12975 

B. Resolution approving a massage therapist establishment license.  Resolution No.  12976 
C. Resolution authorizing the City Manager to enter into a cooperative and maintenance 

agreement with Ramsey County for South Shore Boulevard improvements between White Bear 
Avenue and Bellaire Avenue. Resolution No.  12977 
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It was moved by Councilmember Jones seconded by Councilmember Engstran, to approve the 
Consent Agenda as presented. 
 
Motion carried unanimously.  

 
5. VISITORS AND PRESENTATION 

A. Quarterly Finance Department Report 
 
In addition to the finance reports included in the packet, Finance Director Kindsvater reported 
on new technology systems implemented in the past two years, which improve internal 
processes, add efficiencies and improve customer service experiences as follows: 
 

• Tungsten – an accounts payable workflow software that electronically streamlines our 
invoice payment process. 

• Invoice Cloud – an online payment solution offering utility billing customers a wider 
array of online payment options, the opportunity to sign up for paperless billing 
statements, and access to two years of utility bill history for their service.  This system is 
also used to accept payments through the City’s web store.  

• Activenet – a scheduling solution for online park reservations, rentals of the Boatworks 
Commons Community Room, and registration for the Sports Center’s Skate School 
programs. 

• Digitech – new contracted ambulance billing provider. 
• Laserfische – expanded use of the records management software to include Human 

Resources and Payroll documents. 
 
In person License Bureau services began again in September 2021 and Ms. Kindsvater 
highlighted new hours as follows: 
 

• Monday, Wednesday, Friday – 8:30am to 5:00pm 
• Tuesday, Thursday – 8:30am to 6:00pm 

 
Given the popularity of the outside dropbox, Ms. Kindsvater stated that customers may 
continue to drop off tab renewals, disability certificates, duplicate title and license plate 
transactions rather than standing in line.  She explained that titling services for many local 
vehicle dealerships will continue to improve once supply chain issues are resolved. 
 
Finally, Ms. Kindsvater relayed that the State of Minnesota completed implementation of its 
new “MNDrive” software system for vehicle registration, ownership transactions and driver’s 
license / identification cards in November 2020.  She reported, the new system is working well 
and staff have not had challenges like they experienced with the previous “MNLARS” system. 
 
In response to Councilmember Jones, under the advent of MNDrive, Ms. Kindsvater stated that 
the License Bureau staff still conduct much of the data entry previously handled by the state 
prior to MNLARS.  
 
Chair Edberg inquired as to space needed for those waiting in the License Bureau line and 
surplus income that department used to generate in past years.  Ms. Kindsvater stated 
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customer lines are still very common on busy days; however, the wait time isn’t as long as it 
was a few years ago as staff is now experienced with the system and the department continues 
to promote utilization of the State’s online pre-application website, which shortens the in-office 
time to process Enhanced or Real IDs transactions.  Ms. Kindsvater believes the License Bureau 
operation will break even, or come out slightly ahead this year.  She stated the revenue is lower 
as many customers use the State of MN’s website for simple transactions like tab renewals and 
license plates, which are the transactions that helped our License Bureau earn the higher 
revenues.  Ms. Kindsvater relayed that many transactions processed in our offices are more 
difficult and take longer time, which reduces revenue.  She added, there is a bill in the 
legislature for increasing the fees per transaction and creating a system to allocate online 
transaction revenues to DMV offices, which if passed would significantly impact the 
department’s revenues. 

 
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

A. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP) 
 

Environmental Specialist Connie Taillon gave a report on 2021 activities related to the City’s 
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) General Permit and Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Program.  The purpose of the permit is to “reduce the amount of pollution that 
enters surface and ground water from storm water conveyance systems”. Ms. Taillon said this is 
accomplished through the development and implementation of a stormwater pollution 
prevention program (SWPPP), plus requirements to reduce pollutants to impaired waterbodies, 
such as East Goose Lake in White Bear Lake. 
 
Ms. Taillon explained that the City is currently exceeding its waste load allocation of 
phosphorus to East Goose Lake, which needs to be reduced by 63%. 
 
Councilmember Jones asked if a chlorinated pool dump is an illicit discharge. Ms. Taillon said it 
depends, if a chlorinated pool sits long enough in the sun, the chlorine will degrade at which 
point it should be safe to drain to the street. 
 
Councilmember Jones mentioned that Goose Lake has significant erosion (3-5 feet) on the 
south side of West Goose Lake, which needs to be addressed.  He believed millions could be 
spent to reduce watershed nutrient loading and it would still not affect the water quality of East 
Goose Lake because the pollution in the lake is 82-92% internal loading. Ms. Taillon mentioned 
that addressing the internal loading could possibly remove East Goose Lake form the impaired 
waters list. 
 
In response to Councilmember Jones, Ms. Taillon stated that sediments removed from storm 
drain cleaning should be bagged and thrown in the trash.  
 
Chair Edberg opened the public hearing at 7:43 p.m.  
 
Scott Costello of 2359 Joy Avenue and one of the City’s representative on the White Bear Lake 
Conservation District (WBLCD).  He also serves as Chair of the Education Committee of the 
WBLCD, and as such, promoted the Adopt-a-Drain Challenge.  Mr. Costello stated that all five 
communities around White Bear Lake have been challenged to double the number of adopted 
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storm drains.  Before the program, White Bear Lake had 6.6% of its drains adopted and within a 
month of this challenge, 9.1% of storm drains have been adopted.  He stated the challenge is in 
effect through October.  He thanked Ms. Taillon for her presentation. 
 
Chair Edberg closed the public hearing at 7:52 p.m. 
 
Chair Edberg mentioned other communities have graphics on their storm drains that remind 
folks that items going into these drains ultimately end up in the lake.  Councilmember Jones 
mentioned that storm drains around East Goose Lake contain similar messaging. 

 
7. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

Nothing scheduled 
 

8. NEW BUSINESS 
Nothing scheduled 

9. DISCUSSION 
Nothing scheduled 
 

10.  COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE CITY MANAGER 
• Community Development Director Jason Lindahl starts his first day on Monday. 
• Next Wednesday – Friday, Ms. Crawford will be out of the office attending the MCMA – City 

Manager Conference. 
• Next week Tuesday – Thursday, the Climate-Smart Municipalities German delegation will be in 

White Bear Lake.  Please respond to the invitation for dinner if you wish to attend.  
 
Chair Edberg mentioned Trash to Treasure this Saturday with the Spring Cleanup the following 
Saturday, May 7. 
 
Councilmember Jones mentioned Touch a Truck on Thursday, May 12 which is public/private 
partnership event at Podvin Park, great for kids of all ages. 
 

11. ADJOURNMENT 
There being no further business before the Council, it was moved by Councilmember Engstran 
seconded by Councilmember Jones to adjourn the regular meeting at 7:55 p.m. 
 
Motion carried unanimously. 

 
 

              
        Dan Louismet, Mayor

ATTEST: 
 

 
      
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
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MINUTES 

PARK ADVISORY COMMISSION 
OF THE CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 2022 
6:30 P.M. IN THE CITY HALL CONFERENCE ROOM 

 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER AND ATTENDANCE 

Chair Bill Ganzlin called the meeting to order at 6:34 p.m. 
MEMBERS PRESENT:   Bill Ganzlin, Victoria Biehn, Mark Cermak, Anastacia Davis, Ginny 

Davis, Mike Shepard  
MEMBERS ABSENT:   Bryan Belisle 
STAFF PRESENT:    Andy Wietecki, Parks Working Foreman 

 
2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

It was moved by member Cermak seconded by member Davis, to approve the agenda as 
presented with the addition of Mountain Bike Trail in White Bear Lake being added to New 
Business. 
 
Motion carried 6:0. 

 
3. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 

Minutes of November 18, 2021 
 

It was moved by member Shepard seconded by member Biehn, to approve the minutes of 
the November 18, 2021 meeting as presented. 

 
Motion carried, 6:0. 

 
4. VISITORS AND PRESENTATIONS 

Nothing scheduled 
 
5. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

None 
 

6. NEW BUSINESS 
A. 2022 Parks Capital Improvement Projects 

 
Andy Wietecki reviewed the Parks Capital Improvement projects for the year.  As we 
have done in previous years, Andy went through each park and explained the details of 
the projects and the reasons behind the project.  The Park Advisory Commission is 
excited for the new improvements that are scheduled for 2022. 
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Bill Ganzlin did ask about the proposed trail through Hidden Hollow Park.  Bill was 
curious if the plan was to pave a circle around the interior of the park or just the existing 
trail.  Andy explained that the City is paving the trail that is currently made of millings.  
The newly paved trail will start from the existing paved trail that comes down from 
Myrle Avenue and will wrap around the south side of the park to the paved trail that 
comes off Jay Lane.  The trail will continue to head east on the inside edge of the wood 
line and curve to the north ending in the northeast corner of the open space in the park.  
Bill also questioned if there were plan to pave through the woods to connect to the new 
trail on South Shore Boulevard.  Extension to South Shore Boulevard will be part of 
another project once South Shore Trinity Church finalizes their expansion plans.     

 
B. Parks Capital Improvement Budget Discussion 

 
Andy Wietecki started the discussion with the Commission about the City’s long term 
vision for the parks.  They discussed the many great improvements made to the City 
parks over the past 4-5 years.  Andy requested the Commission look closely at future 
improvements to see if there is anything the Commission members want to shuffle 
around to future years in order to incorporate new ideas into the near future.  The 
conversation was very constructive and sparked a lot of discussions on new ideas the 
Park Advisory Commission would like to see added into Park CIP. 
 
With the growing popularity of biking, Mike Shepard suggested that the City incorporate 
more bike racks throughout the City’s park system.   
 
Bill Ganzlin circled back to the Pickle Ball discussions of late last year and suggested 
portable Pickle Ball nets be purchased.  With the high amount of play Bill sees in Florida, 
the City should consider looking into the cost to purchase a few sets of portable nets 
and utilize the basketball courts as a location for this activity.  Anastacia Davis asked 
how the City would facilitate renting the portable nets.  Mike Shepard suggested that 
there could be a dedicated time for Pickle Ball in the parks of our choosing.  Podvin, 
Stellmacher, Spruce and McCarty parks were suggested because of their storage 
capabilities and basketball courts.  There will need to be some internal discussions 
regarding the logistics of storage, rental and the time for set up and take down of the 
portable systems.  The Parks Advisory Commission did like the idea of portable systems 
to gauge the popularity of Pickle Ball and the long term viability of the sport before 
investing into dedicated courts in our parks. 
 
Anastacia suggested we improve the marketing of our parks on the City website to be 
more interactive.  She would like to see information and maps that help direct residents 
and visitors to the amenities in our community such as trails, bike fix stations and 
outdoor exercise stations.  The website would need to be easy to navigate and display 
our entire park system.  Andy Wietecki reported to the Park Advisory Commission that 
the City’s website does highlight all the parks with a narrative including the amenities 
offered. 
 
The Commission discussed a Marketfest booth which would be staffed by 1 or 2 Park 
Advisory Commission members to educate the public on what the City parks have to 
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offer.  The booth could display maps showing the parks and trails or brochures with a 
quick overview of the park system.  The booth could also have a suggestion box to 
gather information from people on what they would like to see added to City’s parks in 
the future.  Andy is in full support of this idea as it would be a great way to market the 
parks and gather useful information that will help the City better understand how 
residents want to use the park and the type of amenities that should be featured in our 
City parks. 
 
Another topic that the Commission spent some time discussing was the lack of signage.  
The Park Advisory Commission unanimously agreed there was a need for more signs and 
monuments telling the City’s story and history.  Anastacia believes that the amount of 
people who stop and look at the monument on Lake Avenue about the burial mounds is 
proof that more signs and monuments are needed throughout the City.  Ginny 
suggested signs that talk about projects and native areas similar to the ones they have 
been installing at Tamarack Nature Center the past couple of years.  Andy has had some 
recent discussions with Sara Hanson with the White Bear Lake Historical Society about 
installing more history plaques and signs throughout the City.  The City would like to 
install a sign at the Erd Geist Gazebo to tell the story of how the gazebo became a 
fixture at Matoska Park. 
 

C. Rotary Park Restoration Project 
 

Andy Wietecki explained the White Bear Lake Rotary Club approached the City last year 
with some projects they would like to complete at Rotary Park.  One of the Rotary Club’s 
main focuses is protecting and investing in the environment.  The City has been working 
close with the Rotary Club in creating some phased projects that they are looking to 
complete over the next 3 to 5 years.  The first project this year will be to restore the 
area just off the parking lot overtaken by Siberian Elm and establish a native pollinator 
garden which will serve as a welcoming feature for those that enter the park.  The next 
big project the Rotary Club is working towards is complete restoration.  This will include 
removal of the invasive Amur Maples on both sides of the trail, establishing a new Oak 
Savanah with under story plants and installing a new wetland native planting along the 
pond.  The project would extend along the trail from the parking lot to Birch Lake 
Boulevard North along both sides of the trail.  Andy stated that one of the biggest 
challenges will be the deforestation of the invasive trees since that is 95% of the canopy 
along the trail.  It will be a great project that will include a lot of education and outreach 
to the community so there is not a shock when trees are removed. 
 

D. Mountain Bike Trial in White Bear Lake 
 

Mark Cermak had an individual reach out to him via e-mail inquiring about the City’s 
interest or plans to build a mountain bike trail in any of the City parks.  Bill Ganzlin 
doesn’t recall this question being brought to the Commission in the 20 years that he has 
been involved.  Most of the discussion centered on where a trail would fit into our 
parks.  As the Commission discussed locations that would be appropriate for mountain 
biking, they came to the realization that most City parks are developed and not large 
enough to incorporate a mountain bike trail.  Anastacia suggested that we ask the 
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individual some questions to find out more information about his vision.  What would a 
starter trail look like?  What type of an experienced rider would one need to be to ride 
this trail?  Would this trail have to be long or something that is a small feature in the 
park?  The only park that Andy could envision incorporating a mountain bike trail into 
would be Lakewood Hills Park on the southeast side that is not developed.  The trail 
could be incorporated with the many other trails that are currently in this park and 
slated to be paved in the near future.  This would give the rider the ability to not only 
have a mountain bike trail but also a trail system that would encompass the entire park.  
Mike Shepard doesn’t believe Lakewood Hills is a good park for this activity due to the 
number of park users and traffic already using Lakewood Hills.  Mark will reach out to 
the individual and relay the Commission’s questions and extend an invitation to attend 
the next Park Advisory Commission Meeting to help gather more information. 

 
7. DISCUSSION 

A. Staff updates 
Memorial Beach Wall Update 
Since this was the first time the Park Advisory Commission has met since the project at 
Memorial Beach was finished, Andy shared some pictures of the finished project.  Andy 
also updated them on the landscape plan that will begin as soon as the weather allows. 
 
Accessible Playground 
Andy Wietecki reported to the Commission that he is still waiting to hear from Paul 
Kowitz on the award status of the much anticipated grant from Lions International to 
help offset major costs.  Andy explained the funding details for the project and a rough 
estimate of what is needed to complete the project this year.  Mike suggested that if the 
City is close with funding, the Lions Club may be willing to donate more to this project to 
make sure it is completed this year.  The White Bear Lake Lions Club is launching a new 
website and the new website will be an instrumental part to public fund raising if the 
Lions Club decides to go that route.  Andy strongly recommends that the public be 
engaged on this project as funding could exceed our expectations and public 
engagement could help add other components to this project that would otherwise be a 
few years out from being added. 

 
B. Commission member updates 

None. 
 

C. Other Business 
None. 

 
8. ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business before the Commission, it was moved by member Ganzlin 
seconded by member Davis to adjourn the meeting. 
 
Motion carried, 6:0 
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MINUTES 

ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY COMMISSION 

OF THE CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA 

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 16, 2022 

6:30 P.M. IN THE CITY HALL CONFERENCE ROOM 

 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER AND ATTENDANCE 

Chair Gary Schroeher called the meeting to order at 6:36 p.m. 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Sheryl Bolstad, Chris Greene, Bonnie Greenleaf, Gary Schroeher 

(Chair) 
MEMBERS ABSENT:   Rick Johnston 
STAFF PRESENT:    Connie Taillon, Environmental Specialist 
VISITORS PRESENT:   John Anderson, Conservation Minnesota 

 
2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

The commission members reviewed the agenda and had no changes. 
 
It was moved by member Bolstad seconded by member Greenleaf, to approve the agenda 
as presented. 
 
Motion carried 4:0. 

 
3. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 

A. Minutes of February 16, 2022 
The commission members reviewed the February 16, 2022 meeting minutes and had no 
changes. 

 
It was moved by member Greene seconded by member Bolstad, to approve the minutes 
of the February 16, 2022 meeting as presented. 
 
Motion carried, 4:0. 

 
4. VISITORS AND PRESENTATIONS 

John Anderson from Conservation Minnesota was in attendance to introduce himself and to 
learn what Conservation Minnesota can do to assist the commission. John introduced 
himself as the new Local Government Manager. He invited the commission members to the    
Conservation Minnesota Environment Commission Conference on April 30th from 10am to 
1:30pm at Ridgedale Library. Chair Schroeher mentioned that he attended the two past 
conferences and came away with many great ideas. 
 
John asked what the commission is working on and if they have any questions for him. 
Member Bolstad asked about the difference between Conservation Minnesota and 
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Environment Minnesota. John stated that Conservation Minnesota largely works on state 
and local engagement in the community. Member Bolstad stated that the commission hosts 
an Environmental Resources Expo at Marketfest each year and invited Conservation 
Minnesota to attend. Staff will add John’s contact information to the Expo invite list. 
Member Greenleaf mentioned the commission discussions around a Bring Your Own Bag 
ordinance. John noted that the state does not allow a ban but allows a 5 cent charge on 
bags. Member Bolstad described other commission priorities including pollinator plantings, 
reducing contamination in recycling, promoting electric lawn equipment, downtown area 
recycling, and zero waste events. Commission members asked John about Conservation 
Minnesota collaborations with other cities. He stated that every city is different, but mainly 
promoting electrification and water conservation. He also mentioned the Plymouth 
public/private electric vehicle charging station collaboration. 

 
5. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

A. Draft presentation to Council 
 Commission members reviewed the draft presentation to Council and provided 

comments. Chair Schroeher updated the presentation based on these comments. The 
revised presentation will continue to be reviewed and revised at the April meeting.  

 
B. Draft 2022 Work Plan 
 The commission members discussed the work plan interest list and write-ups and will 

work to finalize the write-ups for discussion at the April meeting. Member Greene 
requested that a ‘status’ column be added to the work plan to better track the progress 
of each project. 

 
C. Environmental Resources Expo 
 Taillon stated that she contacted the Marketfest coordinator to save the July 28, 2022 

date for the Expo. Commission members requested that the Expo be put on the April 
agenda. 

 

6. NEW BUSINESS 
Nothing scheduled 
 

7. DISCUSSION 
A. Staff updates 

- 2022 Environment Commission Conference 
 Taillon mentioned that the 2022 Environment Commissions Conference will take 

place on Saturday, April 30th from 10am to 1:30pm at the Ridgedale Public Library.   
 
- Priebe outlet replacement 
 Taillon stated that the Priebe Lake outlet has now been installed and is substantially 

complete. A temporary weir was installed in the outlet while the permanent weir is 
being fabricated. Restoration of the site will be completed in the spring. 
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- Raingarden Palooza Series 
 Taillon reported that RCWD, RWMWD, and VLAWMO are partnering to offer a 

raingarden maintenance series that will take place at three different sites this 
season. The final event will occur in downtown White Bear Lake on September 22nd.  

 
B. Commission member updates 

Member Bolstad noted that she attended the VLAWMO information session on MS4 
materials. She stated that VLAWMO created door hangers and other educational 
materials that the City can use to educate the public on lawn care and winter 
maintenance topics. 
 

C. Do-outs 
New do-out items for March, 2022 include: 
- Chair Schroeher to revise the draft presentation and bring to the April meeting for 

review. 
- Chair Schroeher to invite Prairie City to the April EAC meeting 
 

D. April agenda 
Include the City Manager and Prairie City representatives under visitors and 
presentations, and add draft presentation, 2022 draft work plan, and Environmental 
Resources Expo under unfinished business. Commission members requested that the 
April meeting be in person. 
 

8. ADJOURNMENT 
There being no further business before the Commission, it was moved by member 
Greenleaf seconded by member Bolstad to adjourn the meeting at 8:41 p.m. 
 
Motion carried, 5:0 



REGULAR MEETING OF THE WHITE BEAR LAKE CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

7:00 PM WHITE BEAR LAKE CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

MINUTES OF THE MARCH 15, 2022 MEETING 

Draft Minutes for Approval 

1.CALL TO ORDER of the March 15th, 2022 meeting of the White Bear Lake Conservation District was 

made by Chair Bryan DeSmet at 7:05pm. 

2.ROLL CALL- Present: Chair Bryan DeSmet, Chris Churchill, Meredith Walberg, Scott Costello, Diane 

Longville, Mark Ganz, Mike Parenteau, Scott O’Connor. Absent: Darren DeYoung and Susie Mahoney. 

3.APPROVAL OF AGENDA-Motion by DeSmet to add “Adopt a Drain Challenge” to Lake Education report 

and accept the agenda, seconded by Ganz and all voted aye and passed. 

4.APPROVAL OF PRIOR BOARD MEETING MINUTES-Motion to approve by DeSmet, seconded by 

O’Connor and all voted aye and passed. 

5.PUBLIC COMMENT-None. 

6.NEW BUSINESS-DeSmet announced committee assignments as follows: Lake Quality--Mike Parenteau 

(Chair), Diane Longville. LUC--Mark Ganz (Chair), Scott O’Connor, Chris Churchill, Darren DeYoung, and 

non-board members Luke Michaud, Scott Bohnen. LEC--Scott Costello (chair), Meredith Walberg, Susie 

Mahoney. 

Administrative Assistant Position: This position is now open. Executive Board to interview applicants. 

Position description was discussed and agreed that it needs to be updated. Please review the 

description and send comments to Bryan in the next few days so the Executive Committee can finalize 

this description. We will then post the job on our web site, our social media and possibly the Minnesota 

Council of Non-profits. Motion by DeSmet to have Alan do a “Consulting Services Agreement” for Kim 

for work that may be needed before we hire a new person, seconded by Ganz and all voted aye and 

passed. An office cleaning was suggested and Chris Churchill and Meredith Walberg volunteered to 

coordinate it. 

7.PUBLIC HEARING- Hearing for ordinance 5 update, Chair DeSmet officiating.  

Open Public Hearing for Ordinance Amendment 2022-01. No public comment. Close Public Hearing. 

Motion by O’Connor accept ordinance update including clarification “ 924.89’ above mean sea level as 

determined by the Department of Natural Resources, State of Minnesota.” Seconded by Ganz and all 

voted aye and passed. 

Open Public Hearing for Ordinance Amendment 2022-02. No public comment. Close Public Hearing. 

Motion by Ganz to accept ordinance updating ADUA standards for measuring from the OHW, seconded 

by O’Connor and all voted aye and passed. 

Open Public Hearing for Ordinance Amendment 2022-03. No public comment. Close Public Hearing. 

Motion by Ganz to accept ordinance update for winter markings of docks, seconded by O’Connor and all 

voted aye and passed. 

Approved April 19, 2022



8.UNFINISHED BUSINESS-Meredith to put together information she has received and forward to Bryan 

so the Executive Board can write a letter and send it to the Wake information organization.  

 

9.REPORTS/ACTION ITEMS: 

Executive Committee- Moving forward in handling Kim’s exit and preparing for a new hire. 

Lake Quality Committee- No Report. 

Lake Utilization Committee- VFW Motion by Ganz to approve VFW application with 26 rental slips, 

seconded by O’Connor and all voted aye and passed. Any increase in boats must be approved by the 

DNR. 

Docks of White Bear- Motion by Ganz to approve Docks of White Bear application with modifications 

that there be a maximum of 240 slips and a maximum dock length of 300’ measured from OHW and no 

side fishing dock adjacent to Tally’s, seconded by O’Connor and all voted aye and passed. 

City of White Bear Lake-Boat Works Docks, Motion by Ganz to approve City’s application for 160 slips 

and dock lengths up to 300’ from OHW, seconded by Walberg and all voted aye and passed. 

City of White Bear Lake-Matoska Park, Motion by Ganz to approve 29 boats at slides, 28 at moorings and 

32 off-lake storage for a total of 89 boats, seconded by O’Connor and all voted aye and passed. 

City of White Bear-Veterans Memorial Pier-Motion by Ganz to approve, seconded by O’Connor and all 

voted aye and passed. 

Tally’s-Questions about descriptions of how many boats are requested and what dock configuration is 

being requested. This application is tabled for more information until the April meeting. 

There is a certificate sent to approved dock owners, we need to find it and send out to approved 

applicants. 

Lake Education Committee- “Adopt a Drain Challenge” was presented and explained that the challenge 

was to encourage people to participate. The challenge is to the 5 communities around the lake to 

double the number of adopted drains by the end of October. Scott will send the flyer to the Cities. 

Motion by Costello to go forward with this challenge, seconded by DeSmet and all voted aye and passed. 

Meredith reported over 1000 looks on social media about the wake study. 

Lake clean up went well and Scott will hear back from the Scout Master with results. 

Treasurer’s Report-Motion by Parenteau to approve and pay checks #4747 thru #4751, seconded by 

Ganz and all voted aye and passed. 

Board Council Report-Nothing earth shaking, catching up on cases that were on hold because of COVID. 

10.Announcements-None 

11.Adjournment-Motion by O’Connor to adjourn, seconded by Ganz and all voted aye and passed. 

ATTEST; Bryan DeSmet, Chair_______________Mark Ganz, Vice Chair_______________3/15/2022 
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MINUTES 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
OF THE CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA 

MONDAY, APRIL 25, 2022 
7:00 P.M. IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER AND ATTENDANCE 

Chair Jim Berry called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Mike Amundsen, Ken Baltzer, Jim Berry, Pamela Enz, and Andrea 

West 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Mark Lynch and Erich Reinhardt 
STAFF PRESENT: Samantha Crosby, Planning & Zoning Coordinator and Ashton Miller, 

Planning Technician. 
OTHERS PRESENT:  Peter Altenly, Tanner Brandt, Shawn & Craig Carpenter, Terry & Jerry 

Rodrique, Joseph Claussen. 
 
2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

It was moved by Member Baltzer seconded by Member Enz, to approve the agenda as 
presented. 
 
Motion carried, 5:0 

 
3. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 

A.  Minutes of March 28, 2022 
 
It was moved by Member Amundsen seconded by Member Enz, to approve the minutes 
of the March 28, 2022 meeting as presented. 
 
Motion carried, 5:0. 

 
4. CASE ITEMS 

A. Case No. 22-8-V & 22-3-CUP: A request by Shawn & Craig Carpenter for a six foot 
variance form the 30 foot setback from a side abutting a public right-of-way, per Code 
Section 1303.050, Subd.5.c.2, a 160 square foot variance from the 120 square foot 
maximum allowed for a second accessory structure, per Code Section 1302.030, 
Subd.4.i.2.c, and a Conditional Use Permit for a second curb cut, per Code Section 
1302.050, Subd.4.h.9, in order to build an addition 24 feet from the north property line 
and a new two car garage that accesses Roth Place at the property located at 2150 Roth 
Place.  
 
Miller discussed the case. Staff recommended approval of the request as proposed. 
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Member Berry opened the public hearing. As no one spoke to the matter, Member 
Berry closed the public hearing.  
 
It was moved by Member Baltzer to recommend approval of Case No. 22-8-V & 22-3-
CUP, seconded by Member West.  
 
Motion carried, 5:0.  
 

B. Case No. 22-4-CUP: A request by Jerry Rodrique for a Conditional Use Permit for a 
second curb cut, per Code Section 1302.050, Subd.4.h.9, in order to install a second 
driveway in front of the existing detached garage at the property located at 1961 3rd 
Street. 
 
Miller discussed the case. Staff recommended approval subject to conditions listed in 
the report. 
 
In response to a question from Member Amundsen, Miller stated the proposed pavers 
would not be considered green space. The Engineering Department recommended that 
there be no sidewalk between the garages, but after discussing with the applicant, staff 
believes a small walkway may be appropriate. 
 
Member Enz asked if there was a time frame for the curb cut to be installed. Miller 
replied that the conditional use permit is good for one year and that the applicant is 
eager to pave the second driveway.  
 
Member Berry opened the public hearing.  
 
Jerry Rodrique, 1961 3rd Street, applicant, he explained that the main entrance to their 
home is in the rear, so it would be helpful to have a sidewalk leading from the second 
garage to the door to keep the area from getting muddy. He is requesting the pavers 
extend 10 to 15 feet along the driveway.  
 
Member Berry closed the public hearing.  
 
Member Amundsen asked if condition six could be changed to allow some pavers. 
Crosby replied that a residential sidewalk is typically three feet wide. Ten to fifteen feet 
would not be in the spirit of what Engineering was looking for. She suggested something 
up to five feet would be sufficient and the rest be true green space. The pavers would 
be considered hard surface, so a vehicle could park on it and it would then be a part of 
the driveway.  
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Member Amundson moved to amend Condition number six to read “except for a 
sidewalk adjacent to the garages, green space shall be retained between the two 
driveways.” Member Enz seconded the amendment. Motion carried 5:0.  
 
It was moved by Member Amundsen to recommend approval of Case No. 22-4-CUP as 
amended and as proposed by the applicant, seconded by Member Baltzer.  

 
Motion carried, 5:0.  

 
C. Case No. 96-5-Sa: A request by Beartown Bar & Grill for an amendment to an approved 

Conditional Use Permit to expand the deck on the south side of the building by 2,700 
square feet, a 4 foot variance from the 10 foot hard-surface setback requirement 
adjacent to a railroad right-of-way, in order for the deck to be 6 feet from the east 
property line, per Code Section 1303.226, Subd.6.e, and to modify condition #5 “no 
outside music shall be allowed”, per Code Section 1301.050, at the property located at 
4875 Highway 61. 
 
Crosby discussed the case. Staff recommended approval subject to conditions listed in 
the report.   
 
Member Amundsen asked what the required parking is with the new patio and 
additional seating. Crosby explained that the code requires one stall for every 2.5 seats, 
so 72 stalls are required – exactly the number of stalls provided.  
 
Member Berry opened the public hearing.  
  
Joe Claussen, applicant and owner, addressed the location and direction of the music. It 
is ideal for the restaurant to locate the musicians in the southeast corner of the patio. 
He explained that it is important for patrons to see the musicians, which would be 
impossible for those sitting on the original deck if the musicians are anywhere on the 
north side of the patio. The sound would also be muffled. Further, the service door and 
window along the north side makes it impractical with people coming and going. He 
asked the Planning Commission to reconsider the condition requiring the musician to 
face Highway 61. Most musicians will be one or two person groups, there will only be 
one speaker, and the volume will be low. He does not think it will disturb the 
neighborhood.    
 
Member Berry provided a history of his experience with playing music at the Lakeshore 
Players Theater. The first summer they played music, the speakers were facing east 
towards Highway 61 and there were very few issues. Last year, the stage faced south 
and the neighbors complained right away about the noise. Anything that can be pointed 
to the east will be beneficial to the neighborhood and to the applicant’s betterment. He 
agreed that there will probably not be much noise with just one speaker.  
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Member Baltzer stated it does make a difference for the audience on where the stage is 
put. He wants the applicant to find a good place for the music, but if they get 
complaints, the City will have to come down on the applicant. Member Baltzer does not 
want the applicant to be locked into one location, so he would like to amend the 
condition to allow more freedom to experiment.  
 
Member Berry added that in the south corner, one speaker will bounce off the building 
before it goes up and over to the neighbors.  
 
Member Berry closed the public hearing.  
 
Member Amundsen stated that condition ten addresses the noise issue. He moved to 
remove condition six. Member West seconded the motion. Motion carried 5:0. 
 
Member Amundsen asked if the future Purple Line (former Rush Line) will have an 
impact on the number of parking stalls. Crosby replied that there will be no Purple Line 
parking on private property. The applicant used to have head in parking along the west 
property line. The row has recently been changed to parallel parking because the stalls 
extended into the right-of-way and improvements need to be contained to private 
property. Even with a reduction of parking stalls, the property meets code.  

 
It was moved by Member Baltzer to recommend approval of Case No. 96-5-Sa2, 
seconded by Member Enz.  
 
Motion carried, 5:0.  
 

D. Case No. 22-1-CUP & 22-5-V: A request by Christianson Companies / Tommy Car Wash 
for the following: a Conditional Use Permit for a car wash in the B-3 – Auto-Oriented 
Business zoning district, per Code Section 1303.140, Subd.4; Site plan approval for 
development in the Shoreland Overlay district, per Code Section 1303.230, Subd.6; A 10 
foot variance from the 15 foot hard-surface setback from a street right-of-way, per Code 
Section 1302.050, Subd.4.17, in order to allow the existing curb encroachment to 
remain; a 79 car variance from the 100 car stacking requirement, per Code Section 
1303.140, Subd.4.c.2, in order to stack for the estimated peak demand rather than the 
maximum capacity of the facility; and a variance from the 30% impervious area limit to 
allow 57.75% impervious surface in the S – Shoreland Overlay zoning district, per Code 
Section 1303.230, Subd.5.a.5; all in order to allow the demolition of the existing 
improvement and construction of a new express car wash facility at the property 
located at 4061 Highway 61.  

 
Crosby discussed the case. Staff recommended approval. 
 
Member West asked about water use restrictions and if possible legislation would affect 
the water usage of the car wash. She also wondered how the noise would affect the 
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neighborhood, since she can hear the car wash dryers at Holiday from her home. Crosby 
replied that it is unclear how future water usage regulations would impact the business 
and that she had not looked at the noise levels. She suggested that the applicants could 
speak to the sound levels of the equipment.  
 
Member Berry sought clarification on the water reuse system. Crosby confirmed that 
30% of water from each car washed is recycled.  
 
Member Enz asked if the infiltration basin will use rain garden plantings and where the 
opt out lane would be constructed. Overall, she believes the reduction in the use of the 
red is nice and it will be a handsome building. Crosby replied that the applicants will use 
native grasses around the infiltration pond and rain garden plantings in the basin. She 
pointed to the opt out lane on the site plan, a surmountable curb on the west side of 
the property just before entering the car wash, which leads to the south side parking 
area.  

 
Member Berry wondered if Dairy Queen will stay. Crosby confirmed that the ice cream 
shop would not be affected by the project. 
 
Member Berry opened the public hearing.  
 
Tanner Brandt, applicant, Fargo, North Dakota, he described the layout of the building 
and the company’s business model. They have car washes all over the country. He 
reiterated that their equipment reclaims about 30% of water used. They use less water 
than a person would washing their car in a driveway. He addressed the concerns 
surrounding noise, stating that the doors close between washes unless there is a steady 
stream of vehicles. The noisiest part of the wash would be the east side towards 
Highway 61 where the dryers are located. He thinks the highway should buffer much of 
the sound.   
 
Member Amundsen asked if there would be employees hand washing the vehicles. Mr. 
Brandt stated there would never be any employees touching the car. The only 
employees on site would be someone at the pay station and a maintenance person. The 
car wash itself is fully automated.  
 
Member Berry closed the public hearing.  

 
It was moved by Member Enz to recommend approval of Case No. 22-1-CUP & 22-5-V, 
seconded by Member Baltzer.  
 
Motion carried, 5:0.  

 
5. DISCUSSION ITEMS 

A. City Council Summary Minutes of April 12, 2022. 
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Member Enz appreciated how the minutes were written. Member Amundsen 
concurred, adding that he liked the new format of the Planning Commission staff 
reports.   
 

B. Park Advisory Commission Minutes of April 21, 2022 – Not Yet Available. 
 
No Discussion. 

 
6. ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business before the Commission, it was moved by Member 
Amundsen, seconded by Member Baltzer to adjourn the meeting at 7:58 p.m. 
 
Motion carried, 5:0 
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City of White Bear Lake 
City Manager’s Office 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
To:  Lindy Crawford, City Manager  
From:  Kara Coustry, City Clerk / Administrative Assistant 
Date:  May 10, 2022 
Subject: Approval for Food Trucks to attend a graduation party at Lakewood Hills Park 
 
 
SUMMARY 
The City Council will consider authorizing food trucks to cater an event on public property for a 
graduation party at Lakewood Hills Park. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
The City received a special event application requesting the ability to have a catered graduation 
party at Lakewood Hills Park using two food trucks that have both been pre-paid. The City 
permits food trucks as transient merchants, which is governed under Ordinance 1118. The 
applicable definition of a transient merchant in this case, is any person who engages 
temporarily in the business of selling and delivering goods, within the City, and who, in 
furtherance of such purpose, occupies any parking lot, motor vehicle, or trailer. Part of the 
requirement for transient merchants is they must provide proof of appropriate permission to 
operate on the proposed site – in this case the public parking lot of Lakewood Hills Park. 
 
Further, Ordinance 905.320 states that no person shall sell, offer for sale, hawk, peddle or lease 
any object, merchandise or service or carry on any manner of business or commercial 
enterprise in any Open Space Site (which includes Parks in the definition) except those 
concessions authorized by the City Council. 
 
The authority to approve this request lies with the City Council. Staff sees no reason to deny the 
request for catered food at this event as these food trucks are not parking to offer their services 
for sale to other park attendees. Assuming the City Council approves the request for a food 
truck on public property, the food truck vendor will be required to register with the City’s 
licensing authority. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the City Council adopt the attached resolution authorizing two food trucks to 
cater a private graduation event at Lakewood Hills Park on July 9, 2022.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Resolution 
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A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING USE OF FOOD TRUCKS TO CATER A GRADUATION PARTY 
AT LAKEWOOD HILLS PARK PAVILION 

 
 

WHEREAS the City received a special event application seeking permission for two food 
trucks to cater a private graduation party on Saturday, July 9, 2022 at the Lakewood Hills Park 
pavilion; and 

 
WHEREAS pursuant Ordinance 905.320 Parks and Open Space, no person shall sell 

merchandise or service or carry on any manner of business or commercial enterprise in any 
Open Space site except those concessions authorized by the City Council; and 

 
WHEREAS pursuant Ordinance 1118, both food truck vendors will be required to 

register with the City’s licensing authority. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake 
hereby authorizes the use of pre-paid food trucks to cater a private graduation party at 
Lakewood Hills Park pavilion on Saturday, July 9, 2022. 
 
 
 The foregoing resolution, offered by Councilmember _____ and supported by 
Councilmember _____, was declared carried on the following vote: 

 
Ayes:   
Nays:   
Passed:  

 
 

          
     Dan Louismet, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________ 
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
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City of White Bear Lake 
Engineering Department 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
To:  Lindy Crawford, City Manager 
From:  Connie Taillon, P.E., Water Resources Engineer/ Environmental Specialist 
Date:  May 10, 2022 
Subject: Approving Maintenance Agreement with Rice Creek Watershed District for 

South Shore Boulevard Stormwater Management Facilities  
City Project No. 22-08 

 
 
SUMMARY  
The City Council will consider adopting a resolution authorizing the City Manager to enter into a 
maintenance agreement with Rice Creek Watershed District (RCWD) for stormwater 
management facilities on South Shore Boulevard, from McKnight Road to the City limits, and 
authorizing the City Manager to submit the maintenance agreement on behalf of the City to 
RCWD. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
The reconstruction of South Shore Boulevard is a joint project with Ramsey County to 
reconstruct South Shore Boulevard and extend the trail around White Bear Lake. The portion of 
South Shore Boulevard from McKnight Road to the City limits, located 280 feet west of Bellaire 
Avenue, will be transferred from Ramsey County to the City of White Bear Lake. As part of this 
project, stormwater management facilities will be constructed to treat stormwater runoff from 
South Shore Boulevard per RCWD permit requirements.  
 
In accordance with the RCWD permit, the City shall enter into a maintenance agreement that 
defines the obligations of the City to inspect and maintain the stormwater management 
facilities located in the portion of South Shore Boulevard that will be transferred from the 
County to the City. 
 
RECOMMENDEDATIONS 
Staff recommends the City Council adopt the attached resolution authorizing the City Manager 
to enter into a maintenance agreement between RCWD and the City for maintenance of 
stormwater management facilities on South Shore Boulevard from McKnight Road to the City 
limits, and authorizing the City Manager to submit the maintenance agreement on behalf of the 
City to RCWD. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Resolution 
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RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO A MAINTENANCE 

AGREEMENT WITH RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT FOR STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 
FACILITIES ON SOUTH SHORE BOULEVARD BETWEEN MCKNIGHT ROAD AND THE CITY LIMITS, 

AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT THE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT ON 
BEHALF OF THE CITY TO RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 

 
 

 WHEREAS, South Shore Boulevard is a Ramsey County Road located within the City of 
White Bear Lake that connects White Bear Avenue and Bellaire Avenue; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the County intends on rehabilitating South Shore Boulevard including the 
construction of the bicycle/pedestrian trail during the construction year of 2022; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the change of South Shore Boulevard to a one-way roadway warrants the 
turn-back of the corridor from McKnight Road to the City limits (280 feet west of Bellaire 
Avenue) from the County to the City upon completion of the pavement rehabilitation project in 
2022; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the South Shore Boulevard rehabilitation project is located within the 
jurisdictional boundaries of the Rice Creek Watershed District (RCWD); and 
 
 WHEREAS, RCWD operates a permit program to protect the public's health and welfare 
and the natural resources of the District; and 
 
 WHEREAS, RCWD permit program requires stormwater management facilities to be 
constructed as part of the South Shore Boulevard rehabilitation project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in accordance with the RCWD permit program, the City shall enter into a 
maintenance agreement with RCWD for the maintenance of stormwater management facilities 
within the turn-back corridor. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake, 
Minnesota that the City Manager is hereby authorized to enter into a maintenance agreement 
between Rice Creek Watershed District and the City of White Bear Lake for stormwater 
management facilities on South Shore Boulevard between McKnight Road and the City limits 
and to submit the maintenance agreement on behalf of the City to Rice Creek Watershed 
District. 
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The foregoing resolution, offered by Councilmember ______ and supported by 

Councilmember ______, was declared carried on the following vote: 
 
    Ayes:  
 Nays:  
 Passed:  
 

______________________________ 
 Dan Louismet, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
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  City of White Bear Lake 
Community Development Department 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
TO:  Lindy Crawford, City Manager  
FROM:  Ashton Miller, Planning Technician  
DATE:  May 10, 2022 
SUBJECT: Carpenter CUP & Variance / 2150 Roth Place / Case No. 22-3-CUP & 22-8-V 
 
 
SUMMARY 
The City Council will consider a request for a six-foot variance from the 30-foot side yard abutting a 
public right-of-way setback, a 180 square foot variance from the 120 square foot maximum for second 
accessory structure, and a conditional use permit for a second curb cut in order to construct an 
addition and two car detached garage. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
Applicant/Owner: Shawn and Craig Carpenter 
 
Existing Land Use / Single Family; zoned R-3 Single Family Residential  
Zoning:  
 
Surrounding Land All Directions: Single Family; zoned R-3 Single Family Residential 
Use / Zoning:  
 
Comprehensive Plan: Low Density Residential 
 
Lot Size & Width: Code: 10,500 sq. ft.; 80 feet 
 Site: 12,196 sq. ft.; 98 feet 
 
The subject site is located on the southeast corner of the Roth Place and Hazel Street intersection. The 
single-family home was constructed in 1958.  
 
Despite having a Roth Place address, the true front of the property is the Hazel Street side, since the 
Code defines the front as “the boundary abutting a city-approved street having the least width”. If Roth 
Place were considered the front, the setback would be based on an average of the neighbor to the east 
and the Code and an administrative variance could have been obtained to deviate up to ten feet from 
that average, eliminating the need for a full variance.  
 
The location and angle of the house on the property limits the area the applicants can use to add on to 
their home. The two front yards and the curve in the road on the north side further reduces the 
buildable area. This, coupled with the existing interior layout of the home and the applicants’ desire to 
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retain the small backyard area makes the eastern side of the home a practical location to construct an 
addition.  
 
The addition is proposed to extend at the same angle off the existing home, and will be 24 feet from 
the north property line at its closest. Because it is angled, roughly only 27 square feet of the 368 square 
foot addition, or seven percent, is within the required setback. The corner of the addition will be 39 
feet from the edge of the curb, so will not impede vehicle or pedestrian sight lines. 
 
A 180 square foot variance is required for a second accessory structure because the code limits 
properties with a detached garage to a second accessory structure no more than 120 square feet in 
size. If the proposed garage were attached, a size variance would not be required. The total accessory 
structure square footage will be 856 square feet, well below the 1,250 square feet allowed. The garage 
will increase the rear yard cover from 0% to 31% and the applicants have already obtained the 
surrounding neighbors’ signatures to allow this amount of coverage.  
 
The code requires lots of this size to have a two-stall garage, so constructing the new detached garage 
will bring the property into compliance with current code. Because there is no room to add a second 
stall onto the existing garage, staff supports locating the new garage on the east side of the property as 
it will meet all required setbacks.    
 
Per City Code, the curb cut should be at least 40 feet from the intersection and five feet from the east 
property line. Those distances have been provided. The existing curb cut is 11 feet wide. Staff has 
included a condition that the new curb cut be sized so that the existing and proposed combined do not 
exceed 24 feet, which is what the code allows for one curb cut in residential areas. In staff’s opinion, 
the proposed curb cut does not pose any conflicts and will not impede sight vision or vehicular 
movements. 
 
The City has a high level of discretion when approving or denying a variance because the burden of 
proof is on the applicant to show a practical difficulty. If the proposal is deemed reasonable (meaning 
that it does not have an adverse effect on neighboring properties, it is consistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan, and it is in harmony with the intent of the Zoning Code) then the criteria have 
been met. 
 
Most past variances from the setback along a side abutting a public right-of-way have been granted to 
allow corner lots in neighborhoods with smaller lots to be buildable. This one is not that same 
situation, but the applicants have shown a practical difficulty and the request is not anticipated to 
adversely affect neighboring properties. 
 
The City’s discretion in reviewing a conditional use permit is limited to whether or not the changes 
meet the standards outlined in the Zoning Ordinance. Staff has reviewed the proposal for the second 
curb cut and finds the standards will be satisfied.  
 
SUMMARY 
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Staff recommended approval of the variances and conditional use permit to the Planning Commission. 
The Commission held a public hearing on April 25th. No one spoke at the hearing. The Commission 
voted unanimously, 5-0, to recommend approval of the request as presented to the City Council.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Planning Commission recommends the City Council adopt the attached resolution of approval.  
 
Attachments: 
Resolution 
Site Plan 
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RESOLUTION GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AND TWO VARIANCES 
FOR 2150 ROTH PLACE WITHIN THE CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA 

 
 

WHEREAS, a proposal (22-3-CUP & 22-8-V) has been submitted by Shawn and Craig 
Carpenter to the City Council requesting approval of a conditional use permit and two variances 
from the Zoning Code of the City of White Bear Lake for the following location: 
 

LOCATION:  2150 Roth Place 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  Lot 15, Block 8 of Lakeaires No. 2, Ramsey County, 
Minnesota. (PID #: 263022140104) 
 
WHEREAS, THE APPLICANT SEEKS THE FOLLOWING:  A 6 foot variance from the 30 foot 

setback from a side abutting a public right-of-way, per Code Section 1303.050, Subd.5.c.2, a 160 
square foot variance from the 120 square foot maximum allowed for a second accessory 
structure, per Code Section 1302.030, Subd.4.i.2.c, and a Conditional Use Permit for a second 
curb cut, per Code Section 1302.050, Subd.4.h.9, in order to build an addition 24 feet from the 
north property line and a new two car garage that accesses Roth Place; and 
  

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing as required by the Zoning 
Code on April 25, 2022; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the advice and recommendations of the 
Planning Commission regarding the effect of the proposed conditional use permit and variances 
upon the health, safety, and welfare of the community and its Comprehensive Plan, as well as 
any concerns related to compatibility of uses, traffic, property values, light, air, danger of fire, 
and risk to public safety in the surrounding areas;  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake 
that, in relation to the Conditional Use Permit, that the City Council accepts and adopts the 
following findings of the Planning Commission: 
 
1. The proposal is consistent with the city's Comprehensive Plan. 
 
2. The proposal is consistent with existing and future land uses in the area. 
   
3. The proposal conforms to the Zoning Code requirements. 
 
4. The proposal will not depreciate values in the area. 
 
5. The proposal will not overburden the existing public services nor the capacity of the City 

to service the area. 
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6. The traffic generation will be within the capabilities of the streets serving the site. 
 
7. The special conditions attached in the form of conditional use permits are hereby 

approved. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake that the 

City Council, in relation to the variances, accepts and adopts the following findings of the 
Planning Commission: 
 
1. The requested variances will not: 

a. Impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property. 
b. Unreasonably increase the congestion in the public street. 
c. Increase the danger of fire or endanger the public safety. 
d. Unreasonably diminish or impair established property values within the 

neighborhood or in any way be contrary to the intent of this Code. 
 
2. The variances are a reasonable use of the land or building and the variance is the 

minimum required to accomplish this purpose.  
 

3. The variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the City Code. 
 

4. The variance will not be injurious to the neighborhood or otherwise detrimental to the 
public welfare. 
 

5. The non-conforming uses of neighboring lands, structures, or buildings in the same 
district are not the sole grounds for issuance of the variance. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake hereby 

approves the request, subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. All application materials, maps, drawings, and descriptive information submitted in this 

application shall become part of the permit. 
 

2. Per Section 1301.060, Subd.3, the variances shall become null and void if the project has 
not been completed or utilized within one (1) calendar year after the approval date, 
subject to petition for renewal.  Such petition shall be requested in writing and shall be 
submitted at least 30 days prior to expiration. 
 

3. Per Section 1301.050, Subd.4, if within one (1) year after approving the Conditional Use 
Permit, the use as allowed by the permit shall not have been completed or utilized, the 
CUP shall become null and void unless a petition for an extension of time in which to 
complete or utilize the use has been granted by the City Council.  Such petition shall be 
requested in writing and shall be submitted at least 30 days prior to expiration. 
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4. The Conditional Use Permit shall become effective upon the applicant tendering proof (ie: 
a receipt) to the City of having filed a certified copy of the signed resolution of approval 
with the County Recorder pursuant to Minnesota State, Statute 462.3595 to ensure the 
compliance of the herein-stated conditions. 
 

5. A building permit shall be obtained before any work begins. 
 

6. The applicant shall verify the property lines and have the property pins exposed at the 
time of inspection. 
 

7. The garage shall meet the 30-foot setback from the north (Roth Street) property line.  
 

8. The combined width of the existing curb cut and the proposed curb cut shall not exceed 
24 feet. 
 

9. The new driveway shall be constructed of an approved hard surface and the restoration 
work within the right-of-way shall be performed to City standards subject to inspection 
by the Engineering Department. 

 
The foregoing resolution, offered by Councilmember ______ and supported by 

Councilmember ______, was declared carried on the following vote: 
 
    Ayes:  
 Nays:  
 Passed:  
 

______________________________ 
 Dan Louismet, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 

 
 
  
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
 
****************************************************************************** 
Approval is contingent upon execution and return of this document to the City Planning Office. 
I have read and agree to the conditions of this resolution as outlined above. 
 
     
Applicant's Signature                    Date 
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  City of White Bear Lake 
Community Development Department 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
TO:  Lindy Crawford, City Manager  
FROM:  Ashton Miller, Planning Technician  
DATE:  May 10, 2022 
SUBJECT: Rodrique Conditional Use Permit / 1961 3rd Street / Case No. 22-4-CUP 
 
 
SUMMARY 
The City Council will consider a request for a conditional use permit for a second curb cut. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
Applicant/Owner: Jerry Rodrique 
 
Existing Land Use / Single Family; zoned R-3: Single Family – Two Family Residential 
Zoning:  
 
Surrounding Land All Directions: Single Family; zoned R-3 Single Family Residential 
Use / Zoning:  
 
Comprehensive Plan: Low Density Residential 
 
Lot Size & Width: Code: 10,500 sq. ft.; 80 feet 
 Site: 14,827 sq. ft.; 90 feet 
 
The subject site is on the northeast corner of Campbell Avenue and 3rd Street. According to Ramsey 
County, the home was constructed in 1926. The three-car garage was constructed in 2014 after 
receiving a 340 square foot variance from the 908 square foot maximum for all accessory structures 
combined. At that time, the applicant did not request a conditional use permit for a second curb cut 
and when the building permit was issued, was told that the single curb cut could not exceed 24 feet in 
width. Citing a difficulty accessing the second garage, the applicant is now asking for a second curb cut 
directly in front of the detached garage while retaining the existing curb cut in front of the attached 
one-car garage.  
 
The applicant has been using this same area for ingress/egress for quite some time with no known 
adverse impacts, so staff does not believe the curb cut will pose any conflicts or impede sight vision or 
vehicular movements. There will not be an increase in traffic in conjunction with this request.  
The proposed curb cut will meet the required setbacks from both the intersection and the north 
property line. Because the garage is within six feet of the home, it is considered attached, so rear yard 



 4.E 
 

 Page 2 of 2 
 

cover is not affected by the paving of the driveway.  
 
As proposed, the two curb cuts would total 35.5 feet in width, which is more than the 32 feet the code 
allows for even commercial properties. Staff does not believe a residential property needs that wide of 
a curb cut, so a condition that the combined curb cuts not exceed 32 feet has been included. Staff has 
further included a condition that the area between the two driveways be green space to minimize the 
overall driveway width appearance. 
 
The City’s discretion in reviewing a conditional use permit is limited to whether or not the changes 
meet the standards outlined in the Zoning Ordinance. Staff has reviewed the proposal for the second 
curb cut and finds the standards will be satisfied.  
 
SUMMARY 
Staff recommended approval of the conditional use permit to the Planning Commission. The 
Commission held a public hearing on April 25th. No one other than the applicant spoke at the hearing. 
After discussion, the Commission voted to amend condition number six, to allow a small walkway 
between the two garages. With that one change, the Commission voted unanimously, 5-0, to 
recommend approval to the City Council.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Planning Commission recommends the City Council adopt the attached resolution of approval.  
 
Attachments: 
Resolution 
Site Plan 
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RESOLUTION GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 
FOR 1961 3rd STREET WITHIN THE CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA 

 
 

WHEREAS, a proposal (22-4-CUP) has been submitted by Jerry Rodrique to the City 
Council requesting approval of a conditional use permit for the following location: 
 

LOCATION:  1961 3rd Street 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  Lot 9, Block 1, Campbell Place, Ramsey County, MN.  
(PID #: 143022310071) 
 
WHEREAS, THE APPLICANT SEEKS THE FOLLOWING:  A Conditional Use Permit for a 

second curb cut, per Code Section 1302.050, Subd.4.h.9; and 
  

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing as required by the Zoning 
Code on April 25, 2022; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the advice and recommendations of the 
Planning Commission regarding the effect of the proposed conditional use permit upon the 
health, safety, and welfare of the community and its Comprehensive Plan, as well as any 
concerns related to compatibility of uses, traffic, property values, light, air, danger of fire, and 
risk to public safety in the surrounding areas;  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake 
after reviewing the proposal, that the City Council accepts and adopts the following findings of 
the Planning Commission: 
 
1. The proposal is consistent with the city's Comprehensive Plan. 
 
2. The proposal is consistent with existing and future land uses in the area. 
   
3. The proposal conforms to the Zoning Code requirements. 
 
4. The proposal will not depreciate values in the area. 
 
5. The proposal will not overburden the existing public services nor the capacity of the City 

to service the area. 
 
6. The traffic generation will be within the capabilities of the streets serving the site. 
 
7. The special conditions attached in the form of conditional use permits are hereby 

approved. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake hereby 
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approves the request, subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. All application materials, maps, drawings, and descriptive information submitted in this 

application shall become part of the permit. 
 
2. Per Section 1301.050, Subd.4, if within one (1) year after approving the Conditional Use 

Permit, the use as allowed by the permit shall not have been completed or utilized, the 
CUP shall become null and void unless a petition for an extension of time in which to 
complete or utilize the use has been granted by the City Council.  Such petition shall be 
requested in writing and shall be submitted at least 30 days prior to expiration. 
 

3. This Conditional Use Permit shall become effective upon the applicant tendering proof 
(ie: a receipt) to the City of having filed a certified copy of the signed resolution of 
approval with the County Recorder pursuant to Minnesota State, Statute 462.3595 to 
ensure the compliance of the herein-stated conditions. 
 

4. A zoning permit shall be obtained before any work begins. 
 
5. The combined width of the two curb cuts shall not exceed 32 feet. 

 
6. Except for a sidewalk adjacent to the garages, green space shall be retained between the 

two driveways. 
 

7. The new driveway shall be constructed of an approved hard surface and the restoration 
work within the right-of-way shall be performed to City standards subject to inspection 
by the Engineering Department. 

 
The foregoing resolution, offered by Councilmember ______ and supported by 

Councilmember ______, was declared carried on the following vote: 
 
    Ayes:  
 Nays:  
 Passed:  
 

______________________________ 
 Dan Louismet, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 

 
 

  
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
 
****************************************************************************** 
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Approval is contingent upon execution and return of this document to the City Planning Office. 
I have read and agree to the conditions of this resolution as outlined above. 
 
 
     
Applicant's Signature                    Date 
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City of White Bear Lake 
City Manager’s Office 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
To:  Lindy Crawford, City Manager 
From:  Kara Coustry, City Clerk / Administrative Assistant 
Date:  May 10, 2022 
Subject: Marketfest and Manitou Days presentation and participation 
 
 
SUMMARY  
The City Council will receive a brief presentation from Marketfest and Manitou Days 
representatives and consider adopting a resolution that authorizes financial participation in 
Marketfest as well as the use of staff time and public resources for Manitou Days.  
 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
The White Bear Chamber of Commerce started Manitou Days in 1967, a tradition that has 
served to bring the community together for several decades now. Primarily comprised of 
community volunteers, White Bear Events was formed in 2006 to take over coordination of 
Manitou Days events from the Chamber. Today, Manitou Days is a three-week summer festival 
that kicks off with Marketfest and ends on the Fourth of July with live music and a fireworks 
display over the lake. Find this and more online at manitoudays.com/about. 
  
The City has been contributing financially to Marketfest since 1998, after Main Street assumed 
its operation from the Economic Development Corporation. Because these events provide 
economic and social benefit to the City, its residents and businesses, past assistance has been 
provided through the non-tax supported Economic Development Fund. This year marks the 32nd 
year for this family-oriented festival, held on Thursdays in downtown White Bear Lake from 
6:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. Rain or shine, Marketfest begins on June 16 and ends on July 28, 2022.  
Find this and more online at marketfestwbl.com. 
 
The City’s 2022 budget contains a $7,000 appropriation for financial support of Marketfest, 
which assists with electrical, safety, insurance and related operational costs. In addition to this 
financial contribution, staff will continue to contribute time and public resources to both 
Manitou Days and Marketfest events. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the City Council adopt the attached resolution authorizing support for 
Marketfest and Manitou Days in 2022. 
 

ATTACHMENTS 
Resolution 

http://www.manitoudays.com/about
http://www.marketfestwbl.com/


 
RESOLUTION NO.  

 
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING FINANCIAL AND STAFF PARTICIPATION 

IN MARKETFEST AND STAFF PARTICIPATION IN MANITOU DAYS – 2022 
 
 
 WHEREAS, Main Street, Inc. through its Marketfest division, has requested and received 
permission from the City Council to conduct an economic promotion and community 
celebratory event on six consecutive Thursdays between June 16 and July 28, 2022, in 
downtown White Bear Lake including entertainment, art exhibits and sales, food sales and 
commercial promoters; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the White Bear Events Committee also plans Manitou Days, which will run 
from June 16 through July 4, 2022; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council has determined these events provide an economic and 
social benefit to the City, its residents and its businesses; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that said benefit warrants financial 
participation by the City to defray a portion of the cost of Marketfest, as well as approve the 
use of City resources to provide space and logistical support related to both events. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake, 
that the City Manager is authorized and hereby directed to arrange for payment from the City’s 
Economic Development Fund an amount not to exceed $7,000 for the payment of expenses 
associated with insurance, safety, electrical repairs and entertainment for Marketfest in 2022; 
and 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake, that the 
City shall provide staff and physical resources in support of both Marketfest and Manitou Days 
in 2022. 
 
 The foregoing resolution, offered by Councilmember _____ and supported by 
Councilmember _____, was declared carried on the following vote: 
 
   Ayes:   
   Nays:   
   Passed:  
 

      
Dan Louismet, Mayor 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
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City of White Bear Lake 
Finance Department 

M E M O R A N D U M
To: Lindy Crawford, City Manager 
From: Kerri Kindsvater, Finance Director 
Date: May 10, 2022 
Subject: Presentation of the 2021 Financial Audit 

SUMMARY 
Abdo staff will be attending the meeting to present the results of the 2021 financial audit. 

RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the City Council adopt a resolution accepting the 2021 financial audit as 
presented. 

ATTACHMENT 
Resolution 



 
RESOLUTION NO.  

 
RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE 2021 FINANCIAL AUDIT REPORT 

 
 
WHEREAS the City’s auditing firm, Abdo conducted their annual audit of White Bear 

Lake Financial Statements for the year ended December 31, 2021; and 
 
WHEREAS through the audit process, Abdo determined the financial statements 

referred to above were presented fairly, in all material respects, the respective financial 
position of the governmental activities, the business-type activities, each major fund and the 
aggregate remaining fund information of the city as of December 31, 2021 and the respective 
changes in financial position and, where applicable, cash flows thereof for the year ended in 
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America; and 

 
WHEREAS Abdo issued an unmodified opinion on the City’s Annual Comprehensive 

Financial Report; and 
 
 WHEREAS Abdo presented their report on the 2021 audit and its results to the City 
Council on May 10, 2022; and 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake, 
that the 2021 Financial Audit Report be accepted. 
 
 The foregoing resolution, offered by Councilmember _____ and supported by 
Councilmember _____, was declared carried on the following vote: 
 
   Ayes:   
   Nays:   
   Passed:  
 

      
Dan Louismet, Mayor 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
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City of White Bear Lake 
Finance Department 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
To:  Lindy Crawford, City Manager 
From:  Kerri Kindsvater, Finance Director 
Date:  May 10, 2020 
Subject: Resolution awarding the sale of the 2022A General Obligation Bonds 
 
 
SUMMARY  
The City Council authorized the issuance of $3,025,000 General Obligation Bonds, Series 2022A 
on April 12, 2022 to fund the City’s portion of the 2022 Street Improvement project costs. The 
City, through its municipal adviser, Ehler’s and Associates, will receive bids on the bond issue at 
10:00am on May 10, 2022. The City Council will receive a bond sale summary report and 
resolution to consider approving at their regularly scheduled meeting that evening. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
Minnesota Statutes Chapter 475 authorizes cities to issue bond obligations to borrow money 
and gives guidance on the rules for the types of bonds and their purposes that are available to 
issue. In addition to following the rules in Chapter 475, the City also receives further guidance 
from Minnesota Statutes Chapter 429 which relate to the issuance of General Obligation 
Improvement Bonds used to finance public improvements for roads. 
 
In issuing General Obligation bonds, the City pledges its full faith and credit to the obligation 
payment, meaning it must use any asset or any amount of tax levy to pay principal and interest 
on the bond obligation for its entire term. This type of bond is the most secure which leads to 
generally lower interest rates and is the most inexpensive method for a city to finance their 
capital needs.  
 
As part of the current bond issuance process, City staff participated in a bond rating interview 
with David Smith of S&P Global Ratings and Shelly Eldridge of Ehlers and Associates on 
Wednesday, April 27, 2022.   
 
On May 3, 2022, S&P Global Ratings assigned its AA+ long-term rating to the City of White Bear 
Lake’s $3.025 million General Obligation (GO) Bonds, Series 2022A and affirmed their AA+ long-
term rating on the city’s outstanding GO debt. They stated their outlook for the city is stable. 
 
These strong ratings are attributed to the City Council’s accomplishments in developing and 
implementing long-range financial plans and policies in recent years. The City’s AA+ bond rating 
remains one-step below the highest possible rating of AAA. 
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The report noted that the city’s local economy is experiencing significant residential and 
commercial development, leading to improved market values. Consecutive years of surplus 
operating results have also sustained very strong reserves and liquidity, which they view as a 
credit strength. While future debt plans are expected to weaken their view of the city’s debt 
profile, on balance, they consider the city’s credit characteristics as commensurate with the 
“AA+” rating. 
 
The following items contributed to the rating and its classification of a stable outlook for the 
rating: 
 

1. Very strong economy, with access to a broad and diverse metropolitan statistical area; 
2. Strong budgetary performance, reflecting conservative budgeting and positive variances 

with respect to permitting revenue; 
3. Very weak debt and contingent liability profile, with significant medium-term debt 

plans; and 
4. Strong management, with good financial policies and practices under our financial 

management assessment (FMA) methodology, with a strong institutional framework. 
  
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the City Council adopt the resolution to be received at the regularly 
scheduled meeting on May 10, 2022, which will authorize the bond sale to the lowest bidder 
from the bid opening earlier that day.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
S&P Global Ratings Summary Rating Report 
Preliminary Official Statement for the $3,025,000 General Obligation Bonds, Series 2022A 
Resolution (received at the meeting) 
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Summary:

White Bear Lake, Minnesota; General Obligation

Credit Profile

US$3.025 mil GO imp bnds ser 2022A dtd 05/10/2022 due 02/01/2038

Long Term Rating AA+/Stable New

White Bear Lake GO

Long Term Rating AA+/Stable Affirmed

White Bear Lake GO bnds

Long Term Rating AA+/Stable Affirmed

White Bear Lake GO tax abatement bnds

Long Term Rating AA+/Stable Affirmed

Rating Action

S&P Global Ratings assigned its 'AA+' long-term rating to White Bear Lake, Minn.'s $3.025 million general obligation

(GO) improvement bonds, series 2022A. At the same time, we affirmed our 'AA+' long-term rating on the city's

outstanding GO debt. The outlook is stable.

Proceeds from the series 2022A bonds will be used to finance street improvements. Securing the bonds is the city's full

faith, credit, and unlimited taxing powers. The city anticipates paying debt service from special assessments and ad

valorem property taxes. We rate to the GO pledge.

Credit overview

White Bear Lake is located approximately 10 miles northeast of St. Paul, within the Twin Cities metropolitan statistical

area (MSA). The city's local economy is experiencing significant residential and commercial development, leading to

improved market values. Consecutive years of surplus operating results have also sustained very strong reserves and

liquidity, which we view as a credit strength. While future debt plans are expected to weaken our view of the city's

debt profile, on balance, we consider the city's credit characteristics as commensurate with the 'AA+' rating.

The rating reflects our view of the city's:

• Very strong economy, with access to the broad and diverse Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA, with notable residential

development and strong commercial demand;

• Strong budgetary performance, reflecting conservative budgeting and positive variances with respect to permitting

revenue;

• Very weak debt and contingent liability profile, with significant medium-term debt plans; and

• Strong management, with good financial policies and practices under our financial management assessment (FMA)

methodology, with a strong institutional framework.
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Environmental, social, and governance factors

We consider the city's environmental risk as being neutral, though we note that White Bear Lake's water level has

declined in recent years as a result of drought conditions, leading to an ongoing risk of mandates requiring a reduction

in water usage in the city and neighboring communities. We view the city's social risks as being neutral. The city's

governance risks align with our view of those of the sector on the whole.

Stable Outlook

Upside scenario

If the city's local economy were to improve, demonstrated by higher income indicators comparable with those of

higher-rated peers, coupled with a material improvement in the city's debt profile, we could raise the rating.

Downside scenario

If the city's budgetary performance were to materially deteriorate, thereby reducing its reserves or liquidity to levels

we would no longer consider commensurate with those of similarly rated peers, we could consider lowering the rating.

Credit Opinion

Very strong economy, with access to the Twin Cities MSA

White Bear Lake is located in Ramsey and Washington counties in the Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington MSA, which

we consider broad and diverse. The city is approximately 10 miles northeast of St. Paul. Residents have access to

ample employment opportunities throughout the MSA and the city itself. Largest employers within the city include the

local school district (1,338 employees), Century College (600 employees), and the HVAC distributor Trane (360

employees).

The city has experienced significant growth recently, including the opening of a 192-unit market rate apartment

development, which reached 90% occupancy in six months. Demand for commercial space has been strong,

comparable to pre-pandemic levels. The local school district is expanding significantly, which officials believe will be

attractive to new residents. Overall, the city's market value has experienced steady growth in recent years, increasing

by 4.7% annually during the past two years to $3.16 billion in 2022.

Strong management, good financial policies under our FMA assessment

We view the city's management as strong, with good financial policies and practices under our FMA methodology.

The city uses two to five years of historical data and available outside sources when preparing budgets. At the request

of the city council, budget-to-actual reports are shared with the council quarterly. The city also maintains a 10-year

long-term financial plan and a 10-year capital improvement plan, both updated annually. Officials report that they are

incorporating the long-term financial plan into more council meetings and discussions. The city has a formal

investment management policy and shares investment holdings with the council quarterly, at the request of the city

council. The city maintains a formal fund balance policy of 35% to 50% of expenditures, and adheres to state

guidelines for its debt management policy.
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Strong budgetary performance, with a consistent trend of positive operations and very strong
budgetary flexibility and liquidity

We consider the district's budgetary performance to be strong, with general fund surpluses in three consecutive years.

In assessing the city's performance, we have made a number of adjustments to its operating data to better analyze

typical operations and facilitate comparisons with peers, such as treating recurring transfers as revenue and

expenditures and removing capital costs paid for with bond proceeds.

The fiscal 2022 budget features a slight $18,000 operating surplus, but officials report that they expect to outperform

this forecast. Because of renovations at the local high school, the city is receiving strong permitting fee revenue to

date. In addition, consistent with the city's typical practice, the 2022 budget is structured conservatively, with

expenditures expected to come in below budget in part due to vacancies for certain positions.

In fiscal 2021 (fiscal year-end Dec. 31), the city reported a strong general fund surplus of $848,000, or 7% of

expenditures. Contributing to this result were positive variances for permitting revenue as well as lower expenditures

associated with personnel vacancies. The largest sources of general fund revenue in 2021 were property taxes (57%),

intergovernmental (21%), and licenses and permits (12%).

White Bear Lake's budgetary flexibility is very strong, in our view, with an available fund balance in fiscal 2021 of 55%

of operating expenditures, or $6.6 million. Given our expectations for budgetary performance, as well as the city's

adherence to a formal fund balance policy to maintain 35% to 50% of expenditures on hand, we anticipate that the city

will maintain very strong reserves for the foreseeable future.

White Bear Lake's liquidity is very strong. At the close of fiscal 2021, the city had approximately $40 million in cash

and investments across its total government funds and enterprise funds, after removing restricted amounts. The city

has no direct placement obligations or contingent liabilities that could impair its liquidity. Overall, we anticipate that

liquidity will remain very strong for the foreseeable future given our expectations for the city's budgetary performance.

Very weak debt and contingent liability profile, with significant new money debt plans

We consider White Bear Lake's debt and contingent liability profile to be very weak, based on expectations that city

may issue up to roughly $16.9 million in GO debt within the next few years for a renovation of a public safety facility

and a fire station, among other projects. The forecasted new money debt issuances will likely worsen our view our

view of the city's debt profile. We understand that the city may receive a large state grant that will reduce the amount

of debt being issued, and should this occur, our view of the city's debt profile may moderate.

Pension and other postemployment benefit liabilities

White Bear Lake's pension contributions and other postemployment benefits (OPEB) totaled 7.2% of total

governmental fund expenditures in 2021. We do not believe that the city's pension liabilities represent a medium-term

credit pressure, as contributions are a fairly modest share of the budget and we believe the city has the capacity to

absorb higher costs without pressuring operations. The city's two largest multiple-employer, defined benefit pension

plans have seen improvements in funded status in recent years, though plan statutory contributions have regularly

fallen short of actuarial recommendations. Along with certain plan-specific actuarial assumptions and methods, this

introduces some long-term risk of funding volatility and cost acceleration.
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Although the city funds OPEBs on a pay-as-you-go basis, exposing it to cost acceleration and volatility, we expect that

medium-term costs will remain only a small share of total spending and therefore not a significant budgetary pressure.

The city participates in the following defined benefit plans:

• Minnesota General Employees Retirement Fund (GERF): 87% funded (as of June 30, 2021), with a city

proportionate share of the plan's net pension liability estimated at $2.7 million;

• Minnesota Police and Fire Fund (PEPFF): 93.7% funded (June 30, 2021), with a proportionate share of $2.8 million;

• A single-employer pension plan for members of the White Bear Lake Fire Department: Net pension asset of $3.5

million as of Dec. 31, 2020; and

• A single-employer OPEB plan, which is funded on a pay-as-you-go basis with a net OPEB liability of $2 million.

Total contributions to GERF and PEPFF were 97.7% and 109.6%, respectively, of our minimum funding progress

metric in 2021 and were above static funding in both cases. Annual contributions are based on a statutory formula that

has typically produced contributions less than the actuarially determined contribution for each plan, which we think

increases the risk of underfunding over time if the state legislature does not make adjustments to meet future funding

shortfalls. Other key risks include a 7.5% rate-of-return assumption (for both plans) that indicates some exposure to

cost acceleration as a result of market volatility, and an amortization method that significantly defers contributions

through a lengthy, closed amortization period based on a level 3.25% payroll growth assumption. Regardless, costs

remain only a modest share of total spending and, in our view, are unlikely to pressure the city's medium-term

operational health.

Strong institutional framework

The institutional framework score for Minnesota cities with a population greater than 2,500 is strong.

White Bear Lake City, MN: Key Credit Metrics

Most recent Historical information

2021 2020 2019

Very strong economy

Projected per capita EBI % of U.S. 114.95

Market value per capita ($) 121,241

Population 26,054 26,029

County unemployment rate(%) 6.88

Market value ($000) 3,158,818 3,052,425 2,880,556

Ten largest taxpayers % of taxable value 9.23

Strong budgetary performance

Operating fund result % of expenditures 7.01 4.17 10.36

Total governmental fund result % of expenditures 4.33 13.89 6.79

Very strong budgetary flexibility

Available reserves % of operating expenditures 55.04 51.05 45.07

Total available reserves ($000) 6,656 5,805 4,902
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White Bear Lake City, MN: Key Credit Metrics (cont.)

Most recent Historical information

2021 2020 2019

Very strong liquidity

Total government cash % of governmental fund expenditures 222.82 249.31 202.20

Total government cash % of governmental fund debt service 2685.81 2854.72 3313.44

Strong management

Financial Management Assessment Good

Very weak debt & long-term liabilities

Debt service % of governmental fund expenditures 8.30 8.73 6.10

Net direct debt % of governmental fund revenue 129.06

Overall net debt % of market value 3.69

Direct debt 10-year amortization (%) 57.82

Required pension contribution % of governmental fund expenditures 6.22

OPEB actual contribution % of governmental fund expenditures 0.47

Strong institutional framework

EBI--Effective buying income. OPEB--Other postemployment benefits. Data points and ratios may reflect analytical adjustments.

Related Research
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Long Term Rating AA+/Stable Affirmed

Certain terms used in this report, particularly certain adjectives used to express our view on rating relevant factors, have specific meanings ascribed

to them in our criteria, and should therefore be read in conjunction with such criteria. Please see Ratings Criteria at www.standardandpoors.com for

further information. Complete ratings information is available to subscribers of RatingsDirect at www.capitaliq.com. All ratings affected by this rating

action can be found on S&P Global Ratings' public website at www.standardandpoors.com. Use the Ratings search box located in the left column.
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PRELIMINARY OFFICIAL STATEMENT DATED MAY 3, 2022

In the opinion of Kennedy & Graven, Chartered, Bond Counsel, based on present federal and Minnesota laws, regulations, rulings and decisions (which exclude any 
pending legislation which may have a retroactive effect), and assuming compliance with certain covenants, interest to be paid on the Bonds is excluded from gross income 
for federal income tax purposes and, to the same extent, from taxable net income of individuals, estates and trusts for Minnesota income tax purposes, and is not a 
preference item for purposes of computing the federal alternative minimum tax or the Minnesota alternative minimum tax imposed on individuals, trusts, and estates. Such 
interest is subject to Minnesota franchise taxes on corporations (including financial institutions) measured by income. No opinion will be expressed by Bond Counsel 
regarding other state or federal tax consequences caused by the receipt or accrual of interest on the Bonds or arising with respect to ownership of the Bonds. See "Tax 
Exemption" herein.

The City will designate the Bonds as "qualified tax-exempt obligations" for purposes of Section 265(b)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, relating 
to the ability of financial institutions to deduct from income for federal income tax purposes, interest expense that is allocable to carrying and acquiring tax-exempt 
obligations.

New Issue Rating Application Made: S&P Global Ratings

CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA
(Ramsey and Washington Counties)

$3,025,000* GENERAL OBLIGATION IMPROVEMENT BONDS, SERIES 2022A

PROPOSAL OPENING: May 10, 2022, 10:00 A.M., C.T. CONSIDERATION: May 10, 2022, 7:00 P.M., C.T.

PURPOSE/AUTHORITY/SECURITY: The $3,025,000* General Obligation Improvement Bonds, Series 2022A (the
"Bonds") are being issued pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapters 429 and 475, by the City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota
(the "City") for the purpose of financing the 2022 street improvement projects within the City. The Bonds will be general
obligations of the City for which its full faith, credit and taxing powers are pledged. Delivery is subject to receipt of an
approving legal opinion of Kennedy & Graven, Chartered, Minneapolis, Minnesota.

DATE OF BONDS: June 2, 2022

MATURITY: February 1 as follows:

Year Amount* Year Amount* Year Amount*

2024 $180,000 2029 $195,000 2034 $210,000

2025 185,000 2030 195,000 2035 215,000

2026 185,000 2031 200,000 2036 220,000

2027 185,000 2032 205,000 2037 225,000

2028 190,000 2033 205,000 2038 230,000

MATURITY
ADJUSTMENTS: 

* The City reserves the right to increase or decrease the principal amount of the Bonds on the
day of sale, in increments of $5,000 each. Increases or decreases may be made in any maturity.
If any principal amounts are adjusted, the purchase price proposed will be adjusted to maintain
the same gross spread per $1,000.

TERM BONDS: See "Term Bond Option" herein.

INTEREST: February 1, 2023 and semiannually thereafter.

OPTIONAL
REDEMPTION: 

Bonds maturing on February 1, 2032 and thereafter are subject to call for prior optional
redemption on February 1, 2031 and any date thereafter, at a price of par plus accrued interest.

MINIMUM PROPOSAL: $2,988,700.

GOOD FAITH DEPOSIT: A good faith deposit in the amount of $60,500 shall be made by the winning bidder by wire
transfer of funds.

PAYING AGENT: Bond Trust Services Corporation

BOND COUNSEL: Kennedy & Graven, Chartered

MUNICIPAL ADVISOR: Ehlers and Associates, Inc.

BOOK-ENTRY-ONLY: See "Book-Entry-Only System" herein (unless otherwise specified by the purchaser).



REPRESENTATIONS

No dealer, broker, salesperson or other person has been authorized by the City to give any information or to make any representation other than
those contained in this Preliminary Official Statement and, if given or made, such other information or representations must not be relied upon
as having been authorized by the City. This Preliminary Official Statement does not constitute an offer to sell or a solicitation of an offer
to buy any of the Bonds in any jurisdiction to any person to whom it is unlawful to make such an offer or solicitation in such jurisdiction.

This Preliminary Official Statement is not to be construed as a contract with the Syndicate Manager or Syndicate Members. Statements
contained herein which involve estimates or matters of opinion are intended solely as such and are not to be construed as representations of
fact. Ehlers and Associates, Inc. prepared this Preliminary Official Statement and any addenda thereto relying on information of the City and
other sources for which there is reasonable basis for believing the information is accurate and complete. Bond Counsel has not participated in
the preparation of this Preliminary Official Statement and is not expressing any opinion as to the completeness or accuracy of the information
contained therein. Compensation of Ehlers and Associates, Inc., payable entirely by the City, is contingent upon the delivery of the Bonds.

COMPLIANCE WITH S.E.C. RULE 15c2-12

Certain municipal obligations (issued in an aggregate amount over $1,000,000) are subject to Rule 15c2-12 promulgated by the Securities and
Exchange Commission pursuant to the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (the "Rule").

Preliminary Official Statement: This Preliminary Official Statement was prepared for the City for dissemination to potential investors.
Its primary purpose is to disclose information regarding the Bonds to prospective underwriters in the interest of receiving competitive proposals
in accordance with the sale notice contained herein. Unless an addendum is posted prior to the sale, this Preliminary Official Statement shall
be deemed nearly final for purposes of the Rule subject to completion, revision and amendment in a Final Official Statement as defined below.

Review Period: This Preliminary Official Statement has been distributed to prospective bidders for review. Comments or requests for the
correction of omissions or inaccuracies must be submitted to Ehlers and Associates, Inc. at least two business days prior to the sale. Requests
for additional information or corrections in the Preliminary Official Statement received on or before this date will not be considered a
qualification of a proposal received from an underwriter. If there are any changes, corrections or additions to the Preliminary Official Statement,
interested bidders will be informed by an addendum prior to the sale.

Final Official Statement: Copies of the Final Official Statement will be delivered to the underwriter (Syndicate Manager) within seven
business days following the proposal acceptance.

Continuing Disclosure: Subject to certain exemptions, issues in an aggregate amount over $1,000,000 may be required to comply with
provisions of the Rule which require that underwriters obtain from the issuers of municipal securities (or other obligated party) an agreement
for the benefit of the owners of the securities to provide continuing disclosure with respect to those securities. This Preliminary Official
Statement describes the conditions under which the City is required to comply with the Rule.

CLOSING CERTIFICATES

Upon delivery of the Bonds, the underwriter (Syndicate Manager) will be furnished with the following items: (1) a certificate of the appropriate
officials to the effect that at the time of the sale of the Bonds and all times subsequent thereto up to and including the time of the delivery of
the Bonds, this Preliminary Official Statement did not and does not contain any untrue statement of a material fact or omit to state a material
fact necessary to make the statements therein, in the light of the circumstances under which they were made, not misleading; (2) a receipt signed
by the appropriate officer evidencing payment for the Bonds; (3) a certificate evidencing the due execution of the Bonds, including statements
that (a) no litigation of any nature is pending, or to the knowledge of signers, threatened, restraining or enjoining the issuance and delivery of
the Bonds, (b) neither the corporate existence or boundaries of the City nor the title of the signers to their respective offices is being contested,
and (c) no authority or proceedings for the issuance of the Bonds have been repealed, revoked or rescinded; and (4) a certificate setting forth
facts and expectations of the City which indicates that the City does not expect to use the proceeds of the Bonds in a manner that would cause
them to be arbitrage bonds within the meaning of Section 148 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, or within the meaning of
applicable Treasury Regulations. 

ii
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INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT

This Preliminary Official Statement contains certain information regarding the City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota
(the "City") and the issuance of its $3,025,000* General Obligation Improvement Bonds, Series 2022A (the "Bonds").
Any descriptions or summaries of the Bonds, statutes, or documents included herein are not intended to be complete
and are qualified in their entirety by reference to such statutes and documents and the form of the Bonds to be
included in the resolution authorizing the issuance and sale of the Bonds ("Award Resolution") to be adopted by the
City Council on May 10, 2022.

Inquiries may be directed to Ehlers and Associates, Inc. ("Ehlers" or the "Municipal Advisor"), Roseville, Minnesota,
(651) 697-8500, the City's municipal advisor. A copy of this Preliminary Official Statement may be downloaded from
Ehlers’ web site at www.ehlers-inc.com by connecting to the Bond Sales link and following the directions at the top
of the site.

THE BONDS

GENERAL

The Bonds will be issued in fully registered form as to both principal and interest in denominations of $5,000 each
or any integral multiple thereof, and will be dated, as originally issued, as of June 2, 2022. The Bonds will mature on
February 1 in the years and amounts set forth on the cover of this Preliminary Official Statement. Interest will be
payable on February 1 and August 1 of each year, commencing February 1, 2023, to the registered owners of the
Bonds appearing of record in the bond register as of the close of business on the 15th day (whether or not a business
day) of the immediately preceding month. Interest will be computed upon the basis of a 360-day year of twelve 30-day
months and will be rounded pursuant to rules of the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board ("MSRB"). The rate
for any maturity may not be more than 1.00% less than the rate for any preceding maturity. (For example, if
a rate of 4.50% is proposed for the 2024 maturity, then the lowest rate that may be proposed for any later
maturity is 3.50%.) All Bonds of the same maturity must bear interest from the date of issue until paid at a single,
uniform rate. Each rate must be expressed in an integral multiple of 5/100 or 1/8 of 1%.  

Unless otherwise specified by the purchaser, the Bonds will be registered in the name of Cede & Co., as nominee for
The Depository Trust Company, New York, New York ("DTC"). (See "Book-Entry-Only System" herein.) As long
as the Bonds are held under the book-entry system, beneficial ownership interests in the Bonds may be acquired in
book-entry form only, and all payments of principal of, premium, if any, and interest on the Bonds shall be made
through the facilities of DTC and its participants. If the book-entry system is terminated, principal of, premium, if any,
and interest on the Bonds shall be payable as provided in the Award Resolution.

The City has selected Bond Trust Services Corporation, Roseville, Minnesota, to act as paying agent (the "Paying
Agent"). Bond Trust Services Corporation and Ehlers are affiliate companies. The City will pay the charges for Paying
Agent services. The City reserves the right to remove the Paying Agent and to appoint a successor.

*Preliminary, subject to change.

1
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OPTIONAL REDEMPTION

At the option of the City, the Bonds maturing on or after February 1, 2032 shall be subject to optional redemption
prior to maturity on February 1, 2031 or any date thereafter, at a price of par plus accrued interest to the date of
optional redemption.

Redemption may be in whole or in part of the Bonds subject to prepayment. If redemption is in part, the selection of
the amounts and maturities of the Bonds to be redeemed shall be at the discretion of the City. If only part of the Bonds
having a common maturity date are called for redemption, then the City or Paying Agent, if any, will notify DTC of
the particular amount of such maturity to be redeemed. DTC will determine by lot the amount of each participant's
interest in such maturity to be redeemed and each participant will then select by lot the beneficial ownership interest
in such maturity to be redeemed.

Notice of redemption shall be sent by mail not more than 60 days and not less than 30 days prior to the date fixed for
redemption to the registered owner of each Bond to be redeemed at the address shown on the registration books.

AUTHORITY; PURPOSE

The Bonds are being issued pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapters 429 and 475, by the City for the purpose of
financing the 2022 street improvement projects.

ESTIMATED SOURCES AND USES*

Sources

Par Amount of Bonds $3,025,000

Prepaid Assessments   117,954

Total Sources $3,142,954

Uses

Total Underwriter's Discount (1.200%) $36,300

Costs of Issuance 50,000

Deposit to Capitalized Interest (CIF) Fund 57,051

Deposit to Construction Fund 2,995,424

Rounding Amount    4,179

Total Uses $3,142,954

*Preliminary, subject to change.

SECURITY

The Bonds are general obligations of the City for which its full faith, credit and taxing powers are pledged without
limitation as to rate or amount. The City anticipates that the debt service will be paid from a combination of special
assessments levied against properties benefitted by improvements financed by the Bonds and from ad valorem
property taxes. Receipt of special assessments and collection of ad valorem taxes will be sufficient to provide not less
than 105% of principal and interest on the Bonds as required by Minnesota law.
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Should the revenues pledged for payment of the Bonds be insufficient to pay the principal and interest as the same
shall become due, the City is required to pay maturing principal and interest from moneys on hand in any other fund
of the City not pledged for another purpose and/or to levy additional taxes for this purpose upon all the taxable
property in the City, without limitation as to rate or amount.

RATING

General obligation debt of the City, with the exception of any outstanding credit enhanced issues, is currently rated
"AA+" by S&P Global Ratings ("S&P").

The City has requested a rating on the Bonds from S&P, and bidders will be notified as to the assigned rating prior
to the sale. Such rating, if assigned, reflects only the views of such organization and explanations of the significance
of such rating may be obtained from S&P. Generally, a rating agency bases its rating on the information and materials
furnished to it and on investigations, studies and assumptions of its own. There is no assurance that such rating will
continue for any given period of time or that it will not be revised downward or withdrawn entirely by such rating
agency, if in the judgment of such rating agency circumstances so warrant. Any such downward revision or
withdrawal of such rating may have an adverse effect on the market price of the Bonds.

Such rating is not to be construed as a recommendation of the rating agency to buy, sell or hold the Bonds, and the
rating assigned by the rating agency should be evaluated independently. Except as may be required by the Disclosure
Undertaking described under the heading “CONTINUING DISCLOSURE” neither the City nor the underwriter
undertake responsibility to bring to the attention of the owner of the Bonds any proposed changes in or withdrawal
of such rating or to oppose any such revision or withdrawal.

CONTINUING DISCLOSURE

In order to assist brokers, dealers, and municipal securities dealers, in connection with their participation in the
offering of the Bonds, to comply with Rule 15c2-12 promulgated by the Securities and Exchange Commission,
pursuant to the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (the "Rule"), the City shall agree to provide certain
information to the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board (MSRB) through its Electronic Municipal Market Access
(EMMA) system, or any system that may be prescribed in the future. The Rule was last amended, effective February
27, 2019, to include an expanded list of material events.

On the date of issue and delivery, the City shall execute and deliver a Continuing Disclosure Certificate, under which
the City will covenant for the benefit of holders including beneficial holders, to provide electronically, or in a manner
otherwise prescribed, certain financial information annually and to provide notices of the occurrence of certain events
enumerated in the Rule (the "Disclosure Undertaking"). The details and terms of the Disclosure Undertaking for the
City are set forth in Appendix D. Such Disclosure Undertaking will be in substantially the form attached hereto.

A failure by the City to comply with any Disclosure Undertaking will not constitute an event of default on the Bonds.
However, such a failure may adversely affect the transferability and liquidity of the Bonds and their market price.

Prior continuing disclosure undertakings entered into by the City included language stating that an Annual Report
including the City’s audited financial statements and operating data would be filed "as soon as available." Although
the City did not provide financial statements "as soon as available", the Annual Reports were timely filed within the
required twelve (12) month timeframe as provided for in each undertaking.  Other than what is described in this
paragraph, the City believes it has complied in all material respects with its prior disclosure undertakings under the
Rule in the last five years. The City has reviewed its continuing disclosure responsibilities along with any changes
to the Rule, to ensure compliance.  Ehlers is currently engaged as dissemination agent for the City.
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LEGAL OPINION

An opinion as to the validity of the Bonds and the exemption from taxation of the interest thereon will be furnished
by Kennedy & Graven, Chartered, Minneapolis, Minnesota, Bond Counsel to the City, and will be available at the
time of delivery of the Bonds. The legal opinion will state that the Bonds are valid and binding general obligations
of the City; provided that the rights of the owners of the Bonds and the enforceability of the Bonds may be limited
by bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, moratorium, and other similar laws affecting creditors' rights and by
equitable principles (which may be applied in either a legal or equitable proceeding). See "FORM OF LEGAL
OPINION" found in Appendix B.

TAX EXEMPTION

In the opinion of Bond Counsel, under existing statutes, regulations, rulings and decisions, interest on the Bonds is
excludable from gross income of the owners thereof for purposes of federal income taxation and is excludable from
taxable net income of individuals, estates and trusts for purposes of State of Minnesota income taxation, but is subject
to State of Minnesota franchise taxes measured by income that are imposed upon corporations, including financial
institutions.

Noncompliance following the issuance of the Bonds with certain requirements of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
as amended (the "Code") and covenants of the Award Resolution may result in the inclusion of interest on the Bonds
in gross income (for federal tax purposes) and taxable net income (for State of Minnesota tax purposes) of the owners
thereof. No provision has been made for redemption of the Bonds, or for an increase in the interest rate on the Bonds,
in the event that interest on the Bonds becomes subject to United States or State of Minnesota income taxation.

The Code imposes an alternative minimum tax with respect to individuals on alternative minimum taxable income. 

The Code provides that in the case of an insurance company subject to the tax imposed by Section 831 of the Code,
the amount which otherwise would be taken into account as "losses incurred" under Section 832(b)(5) shall be reduced
by an amount equal to the applicable percentage of the interest on the Bonds that is received or accrued during the
taxable year.

Interest on the Bonds may be included in the income of a foreign corporation for purposes of the branch profits tax
imposed by Section 884 of the Code. Under certain circumstances, interest on the Bonds may be subject to the tax
on "excess net passive income" of Subchapter S corporations imposed by Section 1375 of the Code.

The above is not a comprehensive list of all federal tax consequences which may arise from the receipt of interest on
the Bonds. The receipt of interest on the Bonds may otherwise affect the federal or State income tax liability of the
recipient based on the particular taxes to which the recipient is subject and the particular tax status of other items or
deductions. Bond Counsel expresses no opinion regarding any such consequences. All prospective purchasers of the
Bonds are advised to consult their own tax advisors as to the tax consequences of, or tax considerations for,
purchasing or holding the Bonds.
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Legislative proposals

Bond Counsel's opinion is given as of its date and Bond Counsel assumes no obligation to update, revise, or
supplement such opinion to reflect any changes in facts or circumstances or any changes in law that may hereafter
occur. Proposals are regularly introduced in both the United States House of Representatives and the United States
Senate that, if enacted, could alter or affect the tax-exempt status on municipal bonds. For example, legislation has
been proposed that would, among other things, limit the amount of exclusions (including tax-exempt interest) or
deductions that certain higher-income taxpayers could use to reduce their tax liability. The likelihood of adoption of
this or any other such legislative proposal relating to tax-exempt bonds cannot be reliably predicted. If enacted into
law, current or future proposals may have a prospective or retroactive effect and could affect the value or
marketability of tax-exempt bonds (including the Bonds). Prospective purchasers of the Bonds should consult their
own tax advisors regarding the impact of any such change in law.

QUALIFIED TAX-EXEMPT OBLIGATIONS

The City will designate the Bonds as "qualified tax-exempt obligations" for purposes of Section 265(b)(3) of the Code
relating to the ability of financial institutions to deduct from income for federal income tax purposes, interest expense
that is allocable to carrying and acquiring tax-exempt obligations.

MUNICIPAL ADVISOR

Ehlers has served as municipal advisor to the City in connection with the issuance of the Bonds. The Municipal
Advisor cannot participate in the underwriting of the Bonds. The financial information included in this Preliminary
Official Statement has been compiled by the Municipal Advisor. Such information does not purport to be a review,
audit or certified forecast of future events and may not conform with accounting principles applicable to compilations
of financial information. Ehlers is not a firm of certified public accountants. Ehlers is registered with the Securities
and Exchange Commission and the MSRB as a municipal advisor. Ehlers makes no representation, warranty or
guarantee regarding the accuracy or completeness of the information in this Preliminary Official Statement, and its
assistance in preparing this Preliminary Official Statement should not be construed as a representation that it has
independently verified such information.  

MUNICIPAL ADVISOR AFFILIATED COMPANIES

Bond Trust Services Corporation ("BTSC") and Ehlers Investment Partners, LLC ("EIP") are affiliate companies of
Ehlers. BTSC is chartered by the State of Minnesota and authorized in Minnesota, Wisconsin, Colorado, and Illinois
to transact the business of a limited purpose trust company. BTSC provides paying agent services to debt issuers. EIP
is a Registered Investment Advisor with the Securities and Exchange Commission. EIP assists issuers with the
investment of bond proceeds or investing other issuer funds. This includes escrow bidding agent services. Issuers,
such as the City, have retained or may retain BTSC and/or EIP to provide these services. If hired, BTSC and/or EIP
would be retained by the City under an agreement separate from Ehlers. 
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INDEPENDENT AUDITORS

The basic financial statements of the City for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2020 have been audited by Abdo,
Eick & Meyers, LLP, Minneapolis, Minnesota, independent auditors (the "Auditor"). The report of the Auditor,
together with the basic financial statements, component units financial statements, and notes to the financial
statements are attached hereto as "APPENDIX A – FINANCIAL STATEMENTS". The Auditor has not been engaged
to perform and has not performed, since the date of its report included herein, any procedures on the financial
statements addressed in that report. The Auditor also has not performed any procedures relating to this Preliminary
Official Statement. 

RISK FACTORS

Following is a description of possible risks to holders of the Bonds without weighting as to probability. This
description of risks is not intended to be all-inclusive, and there may be other risks not now perceived or listed here.

Taxes: The Bonds are general obligations of the City, the ultimate payment of which rests in the City's ability to levy
and collect sufficient taxes to pay debt service should other revenue (special assessments) be insufficient. In the event
of delayed billing, collection or distribution of property taxes, sufficient funds may not be available to the City in time
to pay debt service when due.

State Actions: Many elements of local government finance, including the issuance of debt and the levy of property
taxes, are controlled by state government. Future actions of the state may affect the overall financial condition of the
City, the taxable value of property within the City, and the ability of the City to levy and collect property taxes. 

Future Changes in Law: Various State and federal laws, regulations and constitutional provisions apply to the City
and to the Bonds. The City can give no assurance that there will not be a change in or interpretation of any such
applicable laws, regulations and provisions which would have a material effect on the City or the taxing authority of
the City.

Ratings; Interest Rates: In the future, the City's credit rating may be reduced or withdrawn, or interest rates for this
type of obligation may rise generally, either possibility resulting in a reduction in the value of the Bonds for resale
prior to maturity.

Tax Exemption: If the federal government or the State of Minnesota taxes all or a portion of the interest on municipal
obligations, directly or indirectly, or if there is a change in federal or state tax policy, the value of the Bonds may fall
for purposes of resale. Noncompliance following the issuance of the Bonds with certain requirements of the Code and
covenants of the Award Resolution may result in the inclusion of interest on the Bonds in gross income of the
recipient for United States income tax purposes or in taxable net income of individuals, estates or trusts for State of
Minnesota income tax purposes. No provision has been made for redemption of the Bonds, or for an increase in the
interest rate on the Bonds, in the event that interest on the Bonds becomes subject to federal or State of Minnesota
income taxation, retroactive to the date of issuance.

Continuing Disclosure: A failure by the City to comply with the Disclosure Undertaking for continuing disclosure
(see "CONTINUING DISCLOSURE") will not constitute an event of default on the Bonds. Any such failure must
be reported in accordance with the Rule and must be considered by any broker, dealer, or municipal securities dealer
before recommending the purchase or sale of the Bonds in the secondary market. Such a failure may adversely affect
the transferability and liquidity of the Bonds and their market price.

State Economy; State Aids: State of Minnesota cash flow problems could affect local governments and possibly
increase property taxes.

Book-Entry-Only System: The timely credit of payments for principal and interest on the Bonds to the accounts of
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the Beneficial Owners of the Bonds may be delayed due to the customary practices, standing instructions or for other
unknown reasons by DTC participants or indirect participants. Since the notice of redemption or other notices to
holders of these obligations will be delivered by the City to DTC only, there may be a delay or failure by DTC, DTC
participants or indirect participants to notify the Beneficial Owners of the Bonds.

Economy: A combination of economic, climatic, political or civil disruptions or terrorist actions outside of the control
of the City, including loss of major taxpayers or major employers, could affect the local economy and result in
reduced tax collections and/or increased demands upon local government. Real or perceived threats to the financial
stability of the City may have an adverse effect on the value of the Bonds in the secondary market.

Secondary Market for the Bonds: No assurance can be given that a secondary market will develop for the purchase
and sale of the Bonds or, if a secondary market exists, that such Bonds can be sold for any particular price. The
underwriters are not obligated to engage in secondary market trading or to repurchase any of the Bonds at the request
of the owners thereof. Prices of the Bonds as traded in the secondary market are subject to adjustment upward and
downward in response to changes in the credit markets and other prevailing circumstances. No guarantee exists as
to the future market value of the Bonds. Such market value could be substantially different from the original purchase
price. 

Bankruptcy: The rights and remedies of the holders may be limited by and are subject to the provisions of federal
bankruptcy laws, to other laws, or equitable principles that may affect the enforcement of creditors’ rights, to the
exercise of judicial discretion in appropriate cases and to limitations on legal remedies against local governments. The
opinion of Bond Counsel to be delivered with respect to the Bonds will be similarly qualified. 

Cybersecurity: The City is dependent on electronic information technology systems to deliver services. These
systems may contain sensitive information or support critical operational functions which may have value for
unauthorized purposes. As a result, the electronic systems and networks may be targets of cyberattack. There can be
no assurance that the City will not experience an information technology breach or attack with financial consequences
that could have a material adverse impact.  

Impact of the Spread of COVID-19: In late 2019, a novel strain of coronavirus (COVID-19) emerged in Wuhan,
Hubei Province, China. COVID-19 has spread throughout the world, including to the United States, resulting in the
World Health Organization proclaiming COVID-19 to be a pandemic and the declaration of a national emergency.
In response to the spread of COVID-19, the United States government, state governments, local governments and
private industries have taken measures to limit social interactions in an effort to limit the spread of COVID-19. The
effects of the spread of COVID-19 and the government and private responses to the spread continue to rapidly evolve.
COVID-19 has caused significant disruptions to the global, national and State economy.  The extent to which the
coronavirus impacts the City and its financial condition will depend on future developments, which are highly
uncertain and cannot be predicted by the City, including the duration of the outbreak and measures taken to address
the outbreak.

On March 13, 2020, Minnesota Governor Tim Walz signed Emergency Executive Order 20-01 and declared a
peacetime emergency. In subsequent executive orders, the Governor extended the peacetime emergency by 30 days.
On May 14, 2021, the Governor signed Executive Order 21-23 to end the statewide mask requirement and align with
new Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) guidance on face coverings. The Minnesota Legislature ended
the peacetime emergency declaration on July 1, 2021.
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The Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act (the "CARES Act") provides for federal payments from the
Coronavirus Relief Fund to the State for the discrete purpose of covering expenses directly incurred as a result of
COVID-19 between March 1 and December 30, 2020.  On March 11, 2021, President Biden signed the American
Rescue Plan Act of 2021, which provides local governments an additional $130.2 billion through the Coronavirus
Local Fiscal Recovery Fund. These funds can be used to mitigate increased expenditures, lost revenue and economic
hardship related to the COVID-19 pandemic.

The foregoing is intended only as a summary of certain risk factors attendant to an investment in the Bonds. In order
for potential investors to identify risk factors and make an informed investment decision, potential investors should
be thoroughly familiar with this entire Preliminary Official Statement and the Appendices hereto.
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VALUATIONS

OVERVIEW

All non-exempt property is subject to taxation by local taxing districts. Exempt real property includes Indian lands, public property, and
educational, religious and charitable institutions. Most personal property is exempt from taxation (except investor-owned utility mains,
generating plants, etc.).

The valuation of property in Minnesota consists of three elements. (1) The estimated market value is set by city or county assessors. Not less
than 20% of all real properties are to be appraised by local assessors each year. (2) The taxable market value is the estimated market value
adjusted by all legislative exclusions. (3) The tax capacity (taxable) value of property is determined by class rates set by the State Legislature.
The tax capacity rate varies according to the classification of the property. Tax capacity represents a percent of taxable market value.

The property tax rate for a local taxing jurisdiction is determined by dividing the total tax capacity or market value of property within the
jurisdiction into the dollars to be raised from the levy. State law determines whether a levy is spread on tax capacity or market value. Major
classifications and the percentages by which tax capacity is determined are:

Type of Property 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22

Residential homestead1 First $500,000 - 1.00%
Over $500,000 - 1.25%

First $500,000 - 1.00%
Over $500,000 - 1.25%

First $500,000 - 1.00%
Over $500,000 - 1.25%

Agricultural homestead1 First $500,000 HGA - 1.00%
Over $500,000 HGA - 1.25%
First $1,880,000 - 0.50% 2

Over $1,880,000 - 1.00% 2

First $500,000 HGA - 1.00%
Over $500,000 HGA - 1.25%
First $1,900,000 - 0.50% 2

Over $1,900,000 - 1.00% 2

First $500,000 HGA - 1.00%
Over $500,000 HGA - 1.25%
First $1,890,000 - 0.50% 2

Over $1,890,000 - 1.00% 2

Agricultural non-homestead Land - 1.00% 2 Land - 1.00% 2 Land - 1.00% 2

Seasonal recreational residential First $500,000 - 1.00% 3

Over $500,000 - 1.25% 3

First $500,000 - 1.00% 3

Over $500,000 - 1.25% 3

First $500,000 - 1.00% 3

Over $500,000 - 1.25% 3

Residential non-homestead: 1 unit - 1st $500,000 - 1.00%
      Over $500,000 - 1.25%
2-3 units -   1.25% 
4 or more -   1.25%
Small City4 - 1.25%
Affordable Rental:
  First $150,000 - .75%
  Over $150,000 - .25%

1 unit - 1st $500,000 - 1.00%
      Over $500,000 - 1.25%
2-3 units -   1.25% 
4 or more -   1.25%
Small City 4 - 1.25%
Affordable Rental:
  First $162,000 - .75%
  Over $162,000 - .25%

1 unit - 1st $500,000 - 1.00%
      Over $500,000 - 1.25%
2-3 units -   1.25% 
4 or more -   1.25%
Small City 4 - 1.25%
Affordable Rental:
  First $174,000 - .75%
  Over $174,000 - .25%

Industrial/Commercial/Utility5 First $150,000 - 1.50%
Over $150,000 - 2.00%

First $150,000 - 1.50%
Over $150,000 - 2.00%

First $100,000 - 1.50%
Over $150,000 - 2.00%

1 A residential property qualifies as "homestead" if it is occupied by the owner or a relative of the owner on the
assessment date.

2 Applies to land and buildings.  Exempt from referendum market value tax.

3 Exempt from referendum market value tax.

4 Cities of 5,000 population or less and located entirely outside the seven-county metropolitan area and the adjacent
nine-county area and whose boundaries are 15 miles or more from the boundaries of a Minnesota city with a
population of over 5,000.

5 The estimated market value of utility property is determined by the Minnesota Department of Revenue.
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CURRENT PROPERTY VALUATIONS

2020/21 Economic Market Value1 $3,158,818,0782

2021/22 Assessor's Estimated Market Value

Ramsey
County

Washington
County Total

Real Estate $3,086,692,000 $47,763,800 $3,134,455,800

Personal Property 22,022,500 120,900 22,143,400

Total Valuation $3,108,714,500 $47,884,700 $3,156,599,200

2021/22 Net Tax Capacity

Ramsey
County

Washington
County Total

Real Estate $35,367,531 $563,422 $35,930,953

Personal Property 423,196 2,418 425,614

Net Tax Capacity $35,790,727 $565,840 $36,356,567

Less: Captured Tax Increment Tax Capacity3 (603,972) 0 (603,972)

Fiscal Disparities Contribution4 (3,744,898) (48,459) (3,793,357)

Taxable Net Tax Capacity $31,441,857 $517,381 $31,959,238

Plus: Fiscal Disparities Distribution4 4,656,474 71,535 4,728,009

Adjusted Taxable Net Tax Capacity $36,098,331 $588,916 $36,687,247

1 Most recent value available from the Minnesota Department of Revenue.

2 According to the Minnesota Department of Revenue, the 2020/21 Assessor's Estimated Market Value (the
"AEMV") for the City in Ramsey County is about 98.72% of the actual selling prices of property most recently
sold in the City and the portion of the City located in Washington County is about 94.79%. The sales ratio was
calculated by comparing the selling prices with the AEMV. Dividing the AEMV of real estate by the sales ratio
and adding the AEMV of personal property and utility, railroads and minerals, if any, results in a 2020/21
Economic Market Value ("EMV") for the City of $3,158,818,078.

3 The captured tax increment value shown above represents the captured net tax capacity of tax increment financing
districts in the City. 

4 Each community in the seven-county metropolitan area contributes 40% of the growth in its commercial-
industrial property tax base to an area pool which is then distributed among the municipalities on the basis of
population, special needs, etc. Each governmental unit makes a contribution and receives a distribution--
sometimes gaining and sometimes contributing net tax capacity for tax purposes.
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2021/22 NET TAX CAPACITY BY CLASSIFICATION

2021/22
Net Tax Capacity

Percent of Total
Net Tax Capacity

Residential homestead $18,759,789 51.60%

Commercial/industrial 8,968,882 24.67%

Railroad operating property 223,722 0.62%

Non-homestead residential 7,950,090 21.87%

Commercial & residential seasonal/rec. 28,470 0.08%

Personal property 425,614 1.17%

Total $36,356,567 100.00%

TREND OF VALUATIONS

Levy
Year

Assessor's
Estimated

Market Value

Assessor's
Taxable

Market Value
Net Tax

Capacity1

Adjusted
Taxable
Net Tax

Capacity2

Percent
Increase/Decrease

in Estimated
Market Value

2017/18 $2,558,489,600 $2,226,082,600 $29,093,314 $29,423,150 8.24%

2018/19 2,736,553,900 2,428,404,100 31,378,681 31,622,630 6.96%

2019/20 2,916,917,900 2,626,951,400 33,431,934 33,574,636 6.59%

2020/21 3,108,858,300 3,001,474,100 35,885,404 35,900,146 6.58%

2021/22 3,156,599,200 3,051,027,300 36,356,567 36,687,247 1.54%

1 Net Tax Capacity is before fiscal disparities adjustments and includes tax increment values.

2 Adjusted Taxable Net Tax Capacity is after fiscal disparities adjustments and does not include tax increment
values.
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LARGER TAXPAYERS

Taxpayer Type of Property

2021/22
Net Tax
Capacity

Percent of
City's Total

Net Tax
Capacity

Timberland White Bear Woods LLC Apartments $627,000 1.72%

Xcel Energy Utility 526,656 1.45%

Menard Inc. Commercial 342,754 0.94%

WSL of White Bear Lake Prop Owner LLC Apartments 327,540 0.90%

Birch Lake Townhomes LLC Residential 310,036 0.85%

Roberts Commercial Properties Commerical 275,432 0.76%

CSM Investors Inc. Commercial 275,416 0.76%

KTJ 255 LLC Commercial 279,336 0.77%

Boatworks Commons LLC Apartments 239,210 0.66%

White Bear Shopping Center Inc. Commercial 232,576 0.64%

Total $3,435,956 9.45%

City's Total 2021/22 Net Tax Capacity $36,356,567

Source: Current Property Valuations, Net Tax Capacity by Classification, Trend of Valuations and Larger
Taxpayers have been furnished by Ramsey and Washington Counties.
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DEBT

DIRECT DEBT1

General Obligation Debt (see schedules following)

Total G.O. debt secured by special assessments and taxes (includes the Bonds)* $12,700,000

Total G.O. debt secured by tax abatement revenues 2,950,000

Total G.O. debt secured by tax increment revenues 2,045,000

Total G.O. debt secured by taxes 3,150,000

Total G.O. debt secured by utility revenues 3,290,000

Total General Obligation Debt* $24,135,000

*Preliminary, subject to change.

1 Outstanding debt is as of the dated date of the Bonds.
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DEBT LIMIT

The statutory limit on debt of Minnesota municipalities other than school districts or cities of the first class (Minnesota
Statutes, Section 475.53, subd. 1) is 3% of the Assessor's Estimated Market Value of all taxable property within its
boundaries. "Net debt" (Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.51, subd. 4) is the amount remaining after deducting from
gross debt the amount of current revenues which are applicable within the current fiscal year to the payment of any
debt and the aggregate principal of the following: (1) obligations issued for improvements payable wholly or partly
from special assessments levied against benefitted property (includes the Bonds); (2) warrants or orders having no
definite or fixed maturity; (3) obligations payable wholly from the income of revenue producing conveniences; (4)
obligations issued to create or maintain a permanent improvement revolving fund; (5) obligations issued to finance
any public revenue producing convenience; (6) funds held as sinking funds for payment of principal and interest on
debt other than those deductible under Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.51, subd. 4; (7) obligations to repay energy
conservation investment loans under Minnesota Statutes, Section 216C.37; (8) obligations issued to pay judgments
against the City; and other obligations which are not to be included in computing the net debt of a municipality under
the provisions of the law authorizing their issuance.

2021/22 Assessor's Estimated Market Value $3,156,599,200

Multiply by 3% 0.03  

Statutory Debt Limit $94,697,976

Less: Long-Term Debt Outstanding Being Paid Solely from Taxes (3,150,000)

Unused Debt Limit $91,547,976
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OVERLAPPING DEBT1

Taxing District

2021/22
Adjusted

Taxable Net
Tax Capacity

% In
City 

Total
G.O. Debt2

City's
Proportionate

Share

Counties of:

   Ramsey $736,796,858 4.8994% $138,095,000 $6,765,826

   Washington 381,159,791 0.1545% 101,020,000 156,076

School Districts of:

   I.S.D. No. 622 
   (North St. Paul-Maplewood-Oakdale) 172,349,635 0.0067% 418,170,000

3

28,017

   I.S.D. No. 624 
   (White Bear Lake Area Schools) 127,987,869 28.2045% 375,050,000

4

105,780,977

   I.S.D. No. 832 (Mahtomedi) 28,854,921 2.0410% 45,165,000 921,818

Special District of:

Metropolitan Council 5,197,211,231 0.7059% 166,860,000
4

1,177,865

City's Share of Total Overlapping Debt $114,830,579  

1 Overlapping debt is as of the dated date of the Bonds. Only those taxing jurisdictions with general obligation debt
outstanding are included in this section. It does not include non-general obligation debt, self-supporting general
obligation revenue debt, short-term general obligation debt, or general obligation tax/aid anticipation certificates
of indebtedness.

2 Outstanding debt is based on information in Official Statements obtained on EMMA and the Municipal Advisor's
records.

3  Based upon the long term facilities maintenance revenue formula and current statistics, the District anticipates
a portion of this debt will be paid by the State of Minnesota.

4 The above debt includes all outstanding general obligation debt supported by taxes of the Metropolitan Council.
The Council also has general obligation sewer revenue, wastewater revenue, and radio revenue bonds and lease
obligations outstanding all of which are supported entirely by revenues and have not been included in the
Overlapping Debt or Debt Ratios sections.
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DEBT RATIOS

G.O. Debt

Debt/Economic
Market Value
$3,158,818,078

Debt/
Per Capita

25,7181

Direct G.O. Debt Secured By:

Special Assessments & Taxes* $12,700,000

Tax Abatement Revenues 2,950,000

Tax Increment Revenues 2,045,000

Taxes 3,150,000

Utility Revenues 3,290,000

Total General Obligation Debt (includes the Bonds)* $24,135,000

Less: G.O. Debt Paid Entirely from Revenues2 (3,290,000)

Tax Supported General Obligation Debt* $20,845,000 0.66% $810.52

City's Share of Total Overlapping Debt $114,830,579 3.64% $4,464.99

Total* $135,675,579 4.30% $5,275.51

*Preliminary, subject to change.

DEBT PAYMENT HISTORY

The City has no record of default in the payment of principal and interest on its debt.

FUTURE FINANCING

The City has tentative plans to issue approximately $6,590,000 Capital Improvement Bonds for half of the renovation
of the Public Safety Facility which adds a Police Department Garage and improves the Fire Department apparatus
bay in late 2022 and approximately $7,050,000 Capital Improvement Bonds to finish the Public Safety Building,
$863,000 Equipment Certificates for a fire truck and approximately $2,075,000 Improvement Bonds for annual street
reconstruction projects in Spring 2023.

1 2020 U.S. Census population.

2 Debt service on the City’s general obligation revenue debt is being paid entirely from revenues and therefore is
considered self-supporting debt.
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TAX RATES, LEVIES AND COLLECTIONS

TAX LEVIES AND COLLECTIONS

Tax Year
Net Tax 

Levy1
Total Collected
Following Year

Collected
to Date2 % Collected

2017/18 $5,612,543 $5,569,288 $5,602,131 99.81%

2018/19 6,264,478 6,215,217 6,284,616 100.00%

2019/20 6,893,697 6,855,781 6,892,331 99.98%

2020/21 7,344,863 7,306,532 7,306,783 99.48%

2021/22 8,209,786 In process of collection

Property taxes are collected in two installments in Minnesota--the first by May 15 and the second by October 15.3

Mobile home taxes are collectible in full by August 31. Minnesota Statutes require that levies (taxes and special
assessments) for debt service be at least 105% of the actual debt service requirements to allow for delinquencies.

The spread of COVID-19 and responses taken by the United States government, state governments, local governments
and private industries have caused significant disruptions to the national and State economy. See "RISK FACTORS
- Impact of the Spread of COVID-19" herein. The City cannot predict whether and how much payment of property
taxes will be impacted. The 2020 delinquencies were not materially higher than in prior years. It is not anticipated
that the current year will be significantly different. The City has sufficient financial resources to absorb any shortfalls.

1 This reflects the Final Levy Certification of the City after all adjustments have been made. 

2 Collections are through December 31, 2021 for Ramsey and Washington Counties.

3 Second half tax payments on agricultural property are due on November 15th of each year.
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TAX CAPACITY RATES1

2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22

Ramsey County w/Library 53.962% 52.879% 52.302% 47.760% 48.067%

Washington County w/Library 29.983% 29.682% 28.944% 27.435% 27.532%

City of White Bear Lake 19.058% 20.190% 20.629% 20.355% 22.271%

I.S.D. No. 622 
(North St. Paul-Maplewood-Oakdale) 30.089% 29.039% 32.504% 31.840% 32.173%

I.S.D. No. 624 
(White Bear Lake Area Schools) 23.685% 26.081% 36.777% 37.074% 34.805%

I.S.D. No. 832 (Mahtomedi) 32.162% 31.894% 29.926% 29.555% 29.032%

Metropolitan Council 
(portion in Ramsey County)

2.153% 2.098% 2.003% 1.809%

Metropolitan Council 
(portion in Washington County)

0.816% 0.651% 0.584% 0.628% 0.630%

Metro Mosquito
(portion in Ramsey County)

0.440% 0.423% 0.403% 0.366%

Metro Mosquito
(portion in Washington County)

0.440% 0.424% 0.390% 0.379% 0.361%

Metro Watershed 3.746% 3.387% 3.248% 2.938% 2.893%

Transit District 509 1.226% 1.322% 1.243% 1.139% 1.056%

Washington County CDA 1.469% 1.423% 1.356% 1.289% 1.287%

Ramsey County Regional Rail Authority 3.830% 3.886% 3.918% 3.825% 4.054%

Regional Rail 519 0.224% 0.175% 0.165% 0.157% 0.149%

Rice Creek Watershed 1.838% 1.858% 1.926% 1.822% 1.805%

Valley Branch Watershed 2.101% 3.652% 3.019% 3.673% 3.747%

Referendum Market Value Rates:

I.S.D. No. 622 
(North St. Paul-Maplewood-Oakdale) 0.19486% 0.18694% 0.18509% 0.16749% 0.15595%

I.S.D. No. 624 
(White Bear Lake Area Schools) 0.22280% 0.23240% 0.22380% 0.18064% 0.19261%

I.S.D. No. 832 (Mahtomedi) 0.24118% 0.27421% 0.25901% 0.25362% 0.28696%

Washington County w/Library 0.00353% 0.00330% 0.00342% 0.00325% 0.00308%

Source: Tax Levies and Collections and Tax Capacity Rates have been furnished by Ramsey and Washington
Counties.

1 After reduction for state aids. Does not include the statewide general property tax against commercial/industrial,
non-homestead resorts and seasonal recreational residential property.
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LEVY LIMITS

The State Legislature has periodically imposed limitations on the ability of municipalities to levy property taxes. For
taxes levied in 2013, payable in 2014, only, the Legislature imposed a one year levy limit on all counties with a
population greater than 5,000, and all cities with a population greater than 2,500. While these limitations have expired,
the potential exists for future legislation to limit the ability of local governments to levy property taxes. All previous
limitations have not limited the ability to levy for the payment of debt service on bonded indebtedness. For more
detailed information about Minnesota levy limits, contact the Minnesota Department of Revenue or Ehlers and
Associates.
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THE ISSUER

CITY GOVERNMENT

The City was organized as a municipality in 1881. The City operates under a home rule charter form of government
consisting of a six-member City Council of which the Mayor is not a voting member. The City Manager and Finance
Director are responsible for administrative details and financial records.

EMPLOYEES; PENSIONS; UNIONS

The City currently has 116 full-time and 48 part-time employees. All full-time and certain part-time employees of the
City are covered by defined benefit pension plans administered by the Public Employee Retirement Association of
Minnesota (PERA). PERA administers the General Employees Retirement Fund (GERF) and the Public Employees
Police and Fire Fund (PEPFF) which are cost-sharing multiple-employer retirement plans. PERA members belong
to either the Coordinated Plan or the Basic Plan. Coordinated members are covered by Social Security. See the Notes
to Financial Statements in Appendix A for a detailed description of the Plans.

Recognized and Certified Bargaining Units

Bargaining Unit
Expiration Date of 
Current Contract

Law Enforcement Labor Services Local 286 December 31, 2022

International Operating Engineers Local 49 December 31, 2022

International Association of Firefighters Local 5202 December 31, 2022

Minnesota Public Employees Association Police Officers December 31, 2022

POST EMPLOYMENT BENEFITS

The City has obligations for some post-employment benefits for its employees. Accounting for these obligations is
dictated by Governmental Accounting Standards Board Statement No. 75 (GASB 75). The City's most recent actuarial
study shows a total OPEB liability of $2,086,348 as of December 31, 2021. The City has been funding these
obligations on a pay-as-you-go basis.

Source: The City's most recent actuarial study.

LITIGATION

There is no litigation threatened or pending questioning the organization or boundaries of the City or the right of any
of its officers to their respective offices or in any manner questioning their rights and power to execute and deliver
the Bonds or otherwise questioning the validity of the Bonds.
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MUNICIPAL BANKRUPTCY

Municipalities are prohibited from filing for bankruptcy under Chapter 11 (reorganization) or Chapter 7 (liquidation)
of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code (11 U.S.C. §§ 101-1532) (the "Bankruptcy Code"). Instead, the Bankruptcy Code
permits municipalities to file a petition under Chapter 9 of the Bankruptcy Code, but only if certain requirements are
met. These requirements include that the municipality must be "specifically authorized" under State law to file for
relief under Chapter 9. For these purposes, "State law" may include, without limitation, statutes of general
applicability enacted by the State legislature, special legislation applicable to a particular municipality, and/or
executive orders issued by an appropriate officer of the State’s executive branch.

As of the date hereof, Minnesota Statutes, 471.831, authorizes municipalities to file for bankruptcy relief under
Chapter 9 of the Bankruptcy Code. A municipality is defined in United States Code, title 11, section 101, as amended
through December 31, 1996, but limited to a county, statutory or home rule charter city, or town; or a housing and
redevelopment authority, economic development authority, or rural development financing authority established under
Chapter 469, a home rule charter or special law.

FUNDS ON HAND (As of February 28, 2022)

Fund
Total Cash

and Investments

General $6,479,746

Special Revenue 3,982,741

Debt Service 877,431

Capital Projects 20,021,105

Enterprise Funds 4,506,550

Internal Service Funds 4,547,295

Escrow 417,414

Total Funds on Hand $40,832,282
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ENTERPRISE FUNDS

Revenues available for debt service on the City's enterprise funds have been as follows as of December 31 each year:

2018 2019 2020

Water

Total Operating Revenues $1,626,814 $1,624,983 $1,941,190

Less: Operating Expenses (1,531,286) (1,395,121) (2,409,716)

Operating Income $95,528 $229,862 ($468,526)

Plus: Depreciation 89,543 123,710 118,978

Revenues Available for Debt Service1 $185,071 $353,572 ($349,548)

Sewer

Total Operating Revenues $3,137,600 $3,301,230 $3,284,394

Less: Operating Expenses (2,716,422) (2,906,673) (3,029,584)

Operating Income $421,178 $394,557 $254,810

Plus: Depreciation 91,488 103,408 104,633

Revenues Available for Debt Service $512,666 $497,965 $359,443

Refuse

Total Operating Revenues $1,345,304 $1,422,619 $1,626,462

Less: Operating Expenses (1,292,771) (1,396,203) (1,599,189)

Operating Income $52,533 $26,416 $27,273

Plus: Depreciation 0 0 0

Revenues Available for Debt Service $52,533 $26,416 $27,273

Ambulance

Total Operating Revenues $1,617,467 $1,991,667 $1,738,260

Less: Operating Expenses (1,892,708) (2,160,914) (2,124,223)

Operating Income ($275,241) ($169,247) ($385,963)

Plus: Depreciation 81,554 131,770 139,489

Revenues Available for Debt Service ($193,687) ($37,477) ($246,474)

1 Includes a periodic major maintenance project.
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ENTERPRISE FUNDS CONTINUED

2018 2019 2020

License Bureau Fund1

Total Operating Revenues $972,005 N/A N/A

Less: Operating Expenses (855,380) N/A N/A

Operating Income $116,625 $0 $0

Plus: Depreciation 584 N/A N/A

Revenues Available for Debt Service $117,209 $0 $0

1 Beginning in Fiscal Year 2019, the License Bureau Fund was classified as a Non-major enterprise fund.
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SUMMARY GENERAL FUND INFORMATION

COMBINED STATEMENT

2018
 Audited

2019 
Audited

2020 
Audited

2021 

Unaudited1

2022 
Adopted

Budget2

Revenues
General property taxes $5,116,594 $5,863,634 $6,428,061 $6,667,935 $7,216,000
Licenses and permits 775,165 880,242 827,378 1,393,967 1,006,690
Fine and forfeits 78,357 87,063 60,489 78,008 66,000
Intergovernmental 2,604,171 2,276,710 3,900,062 2,481,616 2,143,315
Charges for services 562,967 660,085 748,825 730,177 782,251
Franchise fees 308,569 330,154 294,079 307,570 315,000
Investment income 90,000 169,651 73,380 (25,701) 80,000
Rental income 45,485 42,070 29,386 50,392 37,650
Refunds and reimbursements 9,677 4,117 2,302 4,028 3,000
Donations 2,311 2,620 800 1,175
Miscellaneous 1,292 46,939 20,517 20,133 5,000

Total Revenues $9,594,588 $10,363,285 $12,385,279 $11,709,300 $11,654,906

Expenditures
Current:
General government $1,536,389 $1,665,419 $1,721,609 $1,732,265 $1,963,530
Public safety 6,346,758 6,285,623 6,539,777 7,070,825 7,538,582
Public works 1,259,543 1,903,426 1,845,723 1,911,791 2,335,909
Parks and recreation 644,981 666,214 595,022 609,424 716,092
Community development 302,335 330,796 344,825 374,622 375,393
Debt service 0 0 0
Capital outlay 0 0 0

Total Expenditures $10,090,006 $10,851,478 $11,046,956 $11,698,927 $12,929,506

Excess of revenues over (under) expenditures ($495,418) ($488,193) $1,338,323 $10,373 ($1,274,600)

Other Financing Sources (Uses)
Sale of capital asset $2,384 $1,643 $443 $3,123
Transfers in 686,921 1,640,000 1,378,150 1,432,100 1,293,000
Transfers (out) (25,000) (25,000) (1,814,375) (600,000)

Total Other Financing Sources (Uses) 664,305 1,616,643 (435,782) 835,223 1,293,000

$168,887 $1,128,450 $902,541 $845,596 $18,400

General Fund Balance January 1 $3,604,779 $3,773,666 $4,902,116 $5,804,657
Prior Period Adjustment 0 0 0 0
Residual Equity Transfer in (out) 0 0 0 0

General Fund Balance December 31 $3,773,666 $4,902,116 $5,804,657 $6,650,253

DETAILS OF DECEMBER 31 FUND BALANCE
Nonspendable $0 $0 $15 $0
Unassigned 3,773,666 4,902,116 5,804,642 6,650,253
Total $3,773,666 $4,902,116 $5,804,657 $6,650,253

1 Unaudited data is as of March 28, 2022.

2 The 2022 budget was adopted on December 14, 2021.

Net changes in Fund Balances

Following are summaries of the revenues and expenditures and fund balances for the City's General Fund. These summaries are not purported to be the
complete audited financial statements of the City, and potential purchasers should read the included financial statements in their entirety for more
complete information concerning the City. Copies of the complete statements are available upon request. Appendix A includes the 2020 audited 
financial statements.

FISCAL YEAR ENDING DECEMBER 31
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GENERAL INFORMATION

LOCATION

The City, with a 2010 U.S. Census population of 23,797 and a 2020 U.S. Census population of 25,718, comprising
an area of 10.06 square miles, is located in the Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan area, approximately 10 miles
northeast of the City of St. Paul, Minnesota.

LARGER EMPLOYERS1

Larger employers in the City include the following:

Firm Type of Business/Product
Estimated No.
of Employees

I.S.D. No. 624 (White Bear Lake Area Schools) Elementary and secondary education 1,338
2

Century College Post-secondary education 600

Trane HVAC distributor 360
3

Cerenity Care Center of White Bear Lake Nursing home and senior living facilities 277

Life Time Fitness Health club 200

Sam’s Club Discount retail store 180

The City Municipal and government services 164

Saputo Dairy Dairy products 150

International Paper Corrugated box plant 130

Taymark Corporation Marketing supplies 100

Source: Data Axle Reference Solutions, written and telephone survey (March 2022), and the Minnesota
Department of Employment and Economic Development.

1 This does not purport to be a comprehensive list and is based on available data obtained through a survey of
individual employers, as well as the sources identified above. Some employers do not respond to inquiries for
employment data. Estimates provided are accurate as of the date noted and may not reflect changes in the number
of employees resulting from the current COVID-19 pandemic. (See "Risk Factors - Impact of the Spread of
COVID-19").

2 Reflects total number of employees, including those outside City limits.

3 Total number of employees is as of May 2020.
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BUILDING PERMITS

2018 2019 2020 2021 20221

New Single Family Homes

No. of building permits 12 13 4 9 0

Valuation $5,004,653 $12,575,730 $2,540,000 $7,006,960 $0

New Multiple Family Buildings

No. of building permits 0 1 0 0 0

Valuation $0 $25,000,000 $0 $0 $0

New Commercial/Industrial

No. of building permits 7 0 1 0 0

Valuation $12,219,962 $0 $8,600,000 $0 $0

All Building Permits
  (including additions and remodelings)

No. of building permits 2,959 2,671 2,594 2,808 298

Valuation $31,019,963 $27,752,697 $43,590,496 $130,569,243 $25,187,067

Source: The City. 

1 As of February 28, 2022.
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U.S. CENSUS DATA

Population Trend: The City

2010 U.S. Census population 23,797

2020 U.S. Census population 25,718

Percent of Change 2010 - 2020 8.07%

Income and Age Statistics 
The 
City

Ramsey
County

State of
Minnesota

United
States

2020 per capita income $38,452 $36,598 $38,881 $35,384

2020 median household income $70,981 $67,238 $73,382 $64,994

2020 median family income $91,908 $89,518 $92,692 $80,069

2020 median gross rent $1,215 $1,060 $1,010 $1,096

2020 median value owner occupied units $241,400 $239,000 $235,700 $229,800

2020 median age 43.2 yrs. 35.2 yrs. 38.1 yrs. 38.2 yrs.

State of Minnesota United States

City % of 2020 per capita income 98.90% 108.67%

City % of 2020 median family income 99.15% 114.79%

Housing Statistics
The City

2010 2020 Percent of Change

All Housing Units 9,855 11,349 15.16%

Source: 2010 and 2020 Census of Population and Housing, and 2020 American Community Survey (Based on a
five-year estimate), U.S. Census Bureau (https://data.census.gov/cedsci).

EMPLOYMENT/UNEMPLOYMENT DATA

Rates are not compiled for individual communities within counties.

Average Employment  Average Unemployment

Year Ramsey County Ramsey County State of Minnesota

2018 281,072 2.7% 3.0%

2019 283,379 3.0% 3.2%

2020 270,946 6.5% 6.2%

2021 271,719 4.0% 3.4%

2022, March 279,286 2.6% 2.8%

Source: Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic Development.
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APPENDIX A

FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

Potential purchasers should read the included financial statements in their entirety for more complete information
concerning the City’s financial position. Such financial statements have been audited by the Auditor, to the extent
and for the periods indicated thereon. The City has not requested or engaged the Auditor to perform, and the Auditor
has not performed, any additional examination, assessments, procedures or evaluation with respect to such financial
statements since the date thereof or with respect to this Preliminary Official Statement, nor has the City requested that
the Auditor consent to the use of such financial statements in this Preliminary Official Statement. Although the
inclusion of the financial statements in this Preliminary Official Statement is not intended to demonstrate the fiscal
condition of the City since the date of the financial statements, in connection with the issuance of the Bonds, the City
represents that there have been no material adverse change in the financial position or results of operations of the City,
nor has the City incurred any material liabilities, which would make such financial statements misleading.  

Copies of the complete audited financial statements for the past three years and the current budget are available upon
request from Ehlers.
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APPENDIX B

FORM OF LEGAL OPINION

(See following pages)
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$__________ 
City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota 

General Obligation Improvement Bonds 
Series 2022A 

We have acted as bond counsel to the City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota (the “Issuer”) in 
connection with the issuance by the Issuer of its General Obligation Improvement Bonds, Series 2022A 
(the “Bonds”), originally dated June 2, 2022, and issued in the original aggregate principal amount of 
$________.  In such capacity and for the purpose of rendering this opinion we have examined certified 
copies of certain proceedings, certifications and other documents, and applicable laws as we have deemed 
necessary.  Regarding questions of fact material to this opinion, we have relied on certified proceedings 
and other certifications of public officials and other documents furnished to us without undertaking to 
verify the same by independent investigation.  Under existing laws, regulations, rulings and decisions in 
effect on the date hereof, and based on the foregoing we are of the opinion that: 

1. The Bonds have been duly authorized and executed, and are valid and binding general
obligations of the Issuer, enforceable in accordance with their terms. 

2. The principal of and interest on the Bonds are payable from special assessments levied or
to be levied on property specially benefited by local improvements and ad valorem taxes for the Issuer’s 
share of the cost of the improvements, but if necessary for the payment thereof additional ad valorem 
taxes are required by law to be levied on all taxable property of the Issuer, which taxes are not subject to 
any limitation as to rate or amount. 

3. Interest on the Bonds is excludable from gross income of the recipient for federal income
tax purposes and, to the same extent, is excludable from taxable net income of individuals, trusts, and 
estates for Minnesota income tax purposes, and is not a preference item for purposes of the computation 
of the federal alternative minimum tax, or the computation of the Minnesota alternative minimum tax 
imposed on individuals, trusts and estates.  However, such interest is subject to Minnesota franchise taxes 
on corporations (including financial institutions) measured by income.  The opinion set forth in this 
paragraph is subject to the condition that the Issuer comply with all requirements of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986, as amended, that must be satisfied subsequent to the issuance of the Bonds in order that 
interest thereon be, or continue to be, excludable from gross income for federal income tax purposes and 
from taxable net income for Minnesota income tax purposes.  The Issuer has covenanted to comply with 
all such requirements.  Failure to comply with certain of such requirements may cause interest on the 
Bonds to be included in gross income for federal income tax purposes and taxable net income for 
Minnesota income tax purposes retroactively to the date of issuance of the Bonds.  We express no opinion 
regarding tax consequences arising with respect to the Bonds other than as expressly set forth herein. 
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4. The rights of the owners of the Bonds and the enforceability of the Bonds may be limited 
by bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, moratorium, and other similar laws affecting creditors’ rights 
generally and by equitable principles, whether considered at law or in equity. 
 

We have not been asked and have not undertaken to review the accuracy, completeness or 
sufficiency of the Official Statement or other offering material relating to the Bonds, and accordingly we 
express no opinion with respect thereto. 
 

This opinion is given as of the date hereof and we assume no obligation to update, revise, or 
supplement this opinion to reflect any facts or circumstances that may hereafter come to our attention or 
any changes in law that may hereafter occur. 
 
Dated June ___, 2022 at Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
WH110-68 (JAE) 
793863v1 
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APPENDIX C

BOOK-ENTRY-ONLY SYSTEM

1. The Depository Trust Company ("DTC"), New York, New York, will act as securities depository for the securities
(the "Securities"). The Securities will be issued as fully-registered securities registered in the name of Cede & Co.
(DTC's partnership nominee) or such other name as may be requested by an authorized representative of DTC.
One fully-registered Security certificate will be issued for [each issue of] the Securities, [each] in the aggregate
principal amount of such issue, and will be deposited with DTC. [If, however, the aggregate principal amount of
[any] issue exceeds $500 million, one certificate will be issued with respect to each $500 million of principal
amount, and an additional certificate will be issued with respect to any remaining principal amount of such issue.] 

 
2. DTC, the world's largest securities depository, is a limited-purpose trust company organized under the New York

Banking Law, a "banking organization" within the meaning of the New York Banking Law, a member of the
Federal Reserve System, a "clearing corporation" within the meaning of the New York Uniform Commercial Code,
and a "clearing agency" registered pursuant to the provisions of Section 17A of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934. DTC holds and provides asset servicing for over 3.5 million issues of U.S. and non-U.S. equity issues,
corporate and municipal debt issues, and money market instruments (from over 100 countries) that DTC's
participants ("Direct Participants") deposit with DTC. DTC also facilitates the post-trade settlement among Direct
Participants of sales and other securities transactions in deposited securities, through electronic computerized
book-entry transfers and pledges between Direct Participants' accounts. This eliminates the need for physical
movement of securities certificates. Direct Participants include both U.S. and non-U.S. securities brokers and
dealers, banks, trust companies, clearing corporations, and certain other organizations. DTC is a wholly-owned
subsidiary of The Depository Trust & Clearing Corporation ("DTCC"). DTCC is the holding company for DTC,
National Securities Clearing Corporation and Fixed Income Clearing Corporation, all of which are registered
clearing agencies. DTCC is owned by the users of its regulated subsidiaries. Access to the DTC system is also
available to others such as both U.S. and non-U.S. securities brokers and dealers, banks, trust companies, and
clearing corporations that clear through or maintain a custodial relationship with a Direct Participant, either
directly or indirectly ("Indirect Participants"). DTC has a Standard & Poor's rating of AA+. The DTC Rules
applicable to its Participants are on file with the Securities and Exchange Commission. More information about
DTC can be found at www.dtcc.com. 

 
3. Purchases of Securities under the DTC system must be made by or through Direct Participants, which will receive

a credit for the Securities on DTC's records. The ownership interest of each actual purchaser of each Security
("Beneficial Owner") is in turn to be recorded on the Direct and Indirect Participants' records. Beneficial Owners
will not receive written confirmation from DTC of their purchase. Beneficial Owners are, however, expected to
receive written confirmations providing details of the transaction, as well as periodic statements of their holdings,
from the Direct or Indirect Participant through which the Beneficial Owner entered into the transaction. Transfers
of ownership interests in the Securities are to be accomplished by entries made on the books of Direct and Indirect
Participants acting on behalf of Beneficial Owners. Beneficial Owners will not receive certificates representing
their ownership interests in Securities, except in the event that use of the book-entry system for the Securities is
discontinued. 

 
4. To facilitate subsequent transfers, all Securities deposited by Direct Participants with DTC are registered in the

name of DTC's partnership nominee, Cede & Co., or such other name as may be requested by an authorized
representative of DTC. The deposit of Securities with DTC and their registration in the name of Cede & Co. or
such other DTC nominee do not effect any change in beneficial ownership. DTC has no knowledge of the actual
Beneficial Owners of the Securities; DTC's records reflect only the identity of the Direct Participants to whose
accounts such Securities are credited, which may or may not be the Beneficial Owners. The Direct and Indirect
Participants will remain responsible for keeping account of their holdings on behalf of their customers. 
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5. Conveyance of notices and other communications by DTC to Direct Participants, by Direct Participants to Indirect
Participants, and by Direct Participants and Indirect Participants to Beneficial Owners will be governed by
arrangements among them, subject to any statutory or regulatory requirements as may be in effect from time to
time. [Beneficial Owners of Securities may wish to take certain steps to augment the transmission to them of
notices of significant events with respect to the Securities, such as redemptions, tenders, defaults, and proposed
amendments to the Security documents. For example, Beneficial Owners of Securities may wish to ascertain that
the nominee holding the Securities for their benefit has agreed to obtain and transmit notices to Beneficial Owners.
In the alternative, Beneficial Owners may wish to provide their names and addresses to the registrar and request
that copies of notices be provided directly to them.] 

 
6. Redemption notices shall be sent to DTC. If less than all of the Securities within an issue are being redeemed,

DTC's practice is to determine by lot the amount of the interest of each Direct Participant in such issue to be
redeemed. 

 
7. Neither DTC nor Cede & Co. (nor any other DTC nominee) will consent or vote with respect to Securities unless

authorized by a Direct Participant in accordance with DTC's MMI Procedures. Under its usual procedures, DTC
mails an Omnibus Proxy to City as soon as possible after the record date. The Omnibus Proxy assigns Cede &
Co.'s consenting or voting rights to those Direct Participants to whose accounts Securities are credited on the
record date (identified in a listing attached to the Omnibus Proxy). 

 
8. Redemption proceeds, distributions, and dividend payments on the Securities will be made to Cede & Co., or such

other nominee as may be requested by an authorized representative of DTC. DTC's practice is to credit Direct
Participants' accounts upon DTC's receipt of funds and corresponding detail information from the City or Agent,
on payable date in accordance with their respective holdings shown on DTC's records. Payments by Participants
to Beneficial Owners will be governed by standing instructions and customary practices, as is the case with
securities held for the accounts of customers in bearer form or registered in "street name," and will be the
responsibility of such Participant and not of DTC, Agent, or the City, subject to any statutory or regulatory
requirements as may be in effect from time to time. Payment of redemption proceeds, distributions, and dividend
payments to Cede & Co. (or such other nominee as may be requested by an authorized representative of DTC) is
the responsibility of the City or Agent, disbursement of such payments to Direct Participants will be the
responsibility of DTC, and disbursement of such payments to the Beneficial Owners will be the responsibility of
Direct and Indirect Participants.  

 
9. A Beneficial Owner shall give notice to elect to have its Securities purchased or tendered, through its Participant,

to [Tender/Remarketing] Agent, and shall effect delivery of such Securities by causing the Direct Participant to
transfer the Participant's interest in the Securities, on DTC's records, to [Tender/Remarketing] Agent. The
requirement for physical delivery of Securities in connection with an optional tender or a mandatory purchase will
be deemed satisfied when the ownership rights in the Securities are transferred by Direct Participants on DTC's
records and followed by a book-entry credit of tendered Securities to [Tender/Remarketing] Agent's DTC account. 

 
10. DTC may discontinue providing its services as depository with respect to the Securities at any time by giving

reasonable notice to the City or Agent. Under such circumstances, in the event that a successor depository is not
obtained, Security certificates are required to be printed and delivered. 

 
11. The City may decide to discontinue use of the system of book-entry-only transfers through DTC (or a successor

securities depository). In that event, Security certificates will be printed and delivered to DTC. 
 
12. The information in this section concerning DTC and DTC's book-entry system has been obtained from sources

that the City believes to be reliable, but the City takes no responsibility for the accuracy thereof. 
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$____________ 
City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota 

General Obligation Improvement Bonds 
Series 2022A 

CONTINUING DISCLOSURE CERTIFICATE 

June ___, 2022 

This Continuing Disclosure Certificate (the “Disclosure Certificate”) is executed and delivered by the 
City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota (the “Issuer”) in connection with the issuance of its General Obligation 
Improvement Bonds, Series 2022A (the “Bonds”), in the original aggregate principal amount of 
$___________.  The Bonds are being issued pursuant to resolutions adopted by the City Council of the Issuer 
(the “Resolutions”).  The Bonds are being delivered to _________________ (the “Purchaser”) on the date 
hereof.  Pursuant to the Resolutions, the Issuer has covenanted and agreed to provide continuing disclosure of 
certain financial information and operating data and timely notices of the occurrence of certain events.  The 
Issuer hereby covenants and agrees as follows: 

Section 1. Purpose of the Disclosure Certificate.  This Disclosure Certificate is being executed 
and delivered by the Issuer for the benefit of the Holders (as defined herein) of the Bonds in order to provide 
for the public availability of such information and assist the Participating Underwriter(s) (as defined herein) 
in complying with the Rule (as defined herein).  This Disclosure Certificate, together with the Resolutions, 
constitutes the written agreement or contract for the benefit of the Holders of the Bonds that is required by the 
Rule. 

Section 2. Definitions.  In addition to the defined terms set forth in the Resolutions, which 
apply to any capitalized term used in this Disclosure Certificate unless otherwise defined in this Section, the 
following capitalized terms shall have the following meanings: 

“Annual Report” means any annual report provided by the Issuer pursuant to, and as described in, 
Sections 3 and 4 of this Disclosure Certificate. 

“Audited Financial Statements” means annual financial statements of the Issuer, prepared in 
accordance with GAAP as prescribed by GASB. 

“Bonds” means the General Obligation Improvement Bonds, Series 2022A, issued by the Issuer in 
the original aggregate principal amount of $___________. 

“Disclosure Certificate” means this Continuing Disclosure Certificate. 

“EMMA” means the Electronic Municipal Market Access system operated by the MSRB and 
designated as a nationally recognized municipal securities information repository and the exclusive portal for 
complying with the continuing disclosure requirements of the Rule. 

“Final Official Statement” means the deemed Final Official Statement, dated May ___, 2022, which 
constitutes the final official statement delivered in connection with the Bonds, which is available from the 
MSRB. 

“Financial Obligation” means a (a) debt obligation; (b) derivative instrument entered into in 
connection with, or pledged as security or a source of payment for, an existing or planned debt obligation; 
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or (c) guarantee of a Financial Obligation as described in clause (a) or (b).  The term “Financial 
Obligation” shall not include municipal securities as to which a final official statement has been provided 
to the MSRB consistent with the Rule. 
 
  “Fiscal Year” means the fiscal year of the Issuer. 
 
 “GAAP” means generally accepted accounting principles for governmental units as prescribed by 
GASB. 
 
 “GASB” means the Governmental Accounting Standards Board. 
 
 “Holder” means the person in whose name a Bond is registered or a beneficial owner of such a Bond. 
 
 “Issuer” means the City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota, which is the obligated person with respect 
to the Bonds. 
 
 “Material Event” means any of the events listed in Section 5(a) of this Disclosure Certificate. 
 
 “MSRB” means the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board located at 1300 I Street NW, 
Suite 1000, Washington, DC 20005. 
 
 “Participating Underwriter” means any of the original underwriter(s) of the Bonds (including the 
Purchaser) required to comply with the Rule in connection with the offering of the Bonds. 
 
 “Purchaser” means __________________. 
 
 “Repository” means EMMA, or any successor thereto designated by the SEC. 
 
 “Rule” means SEC Rule 15c2-12(b)(5) promulgated by the SEC under the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, as the same may be amended from time to time, and including written interpretations thereof by the 
SEC. 
 
 “SEC” means Securities and Exchange Commission, and any successor thereto. 
 
 Section 3. Provision of Annual Financial Information and Audited Financial Statements. 
 

(a) The Issuer shall provide to the Repository not later than twelve (12) months after the end of 
the Fiscal Year commencing with the year that ends December 31, 2021, an Annual Report which is 
consistent with the requirements of Section 4 of this Disclosure Certificate.  The Annual Report may be 
submitted as a single document or as separate documents comprising a package, and may cross-reference 
other information as provided in Section 4 of this Disclosure Certificate; provided that the Audited Financial 
Statements of the Issuer may be submitted separately from the balance of the Annual Report. 
 

(b) If the Issuer is unable or fails to provide to the Repository an Annual Report by the date 
required in subsection (a), the Issuer shall send a notice of that fact to the Repository and the MSRB. 
 

(c) The Issuer shall determine each year prior to the date for providing the Annual Report the 
name and address of each Repository. 
 
 Section 4. Content of Annual Reports.  The Issuer’s Annual Report shall contain or incorporate 
by reference the following sections of the Final Official Statement: 

D-3



 
 1. Current Property Valuations 
 2. Direct Debt 
 3. Tax Levies and Collections 
 4. U.S. Census Data/Population Trend 
 5. Employment/Unemployment Data 
 
 In addition to the items listed above, the Annual Report shall include Audited Financial Statements 
submitted in accordance with Section 3 of this Disclosure Certificate. 
 
 Any or all of the items listed above may be incorporated by reference from other documents, 
including official statements of debt issues of the Issuer or related public entities, which have been submitted 
to the Repository or the SEC.  If the document incorporated by reference is a final official statement, it must 
also be available from the MSRB.  The Issuer shall clearly identify each such other document so incorporated 
by reference. 
 
 Section 5. Reporting of Material Events. 
 

(a) This Section 5 shall govern the giving of notice of the occurrence of any of the following 
events (“Material Events”) with respect to the Bonds: 
 

1. Principal and interest payment delinquencies; 
 
2. Non-payment related defaults, if material; 
 
3. Unscheduled draws on debt service reserves reflecting financial difficulties; 
 
4. Unscheduled draws on credit enhancements reflecting financial difficulties; 
 
5. Substitution of credit or liquidity providers, or their failure to perform; 
 
6. Adverse tax opinions, the issuance by the Internal Revenue Service of proposed or final 

determinations of taxability, Notices of Proposed Issue (IRS Form 5701–TEB), or other 
material notices or determinations with respect to the tax status of the security, or other 
material events affecting the tax status of the security; 

 
7. Modifications to rights of security holders, if material; 
 
8. Bond calls, if material, and tender offers; 
 
9. Defeasances; 
 
10. Release, substitution, or sale of property securing repayment of the securities, if material; 
 
11. Rating changes; 
 
12. Bankruptcy, insolvency, receivership or similar event of the obligated person; 
 
13. The consummation of a merger, consolidation, or acquisition involving an obligated 

person or the sale of all or substantially all of the assets of the obligated person, other 
than in the ordinary course of business, the entry into a definitive agreement to undertake 
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such an action or the termination of a definitive agreement relating to any such actions, 
other than pursuant to its terms, if material;  

 
14. Appointment of a successor or additional trustee or the change of name of a trustee, if 

material; 
 
15. Incurrence of a Financial Obligation of the obligated person, if material, or agreement to 

covenants, events of default, remedies, priority rights, or other similar terms of a 
Financial Obligation of the obligated person, any of which affect security holders, if 
material; and 

 
16. Default, event of acceleration, termination event, modification of terms, or other similar 

events under the terms of a Financial Obligation of the obligated person, any of which 
reflect financial difficulties. 

 
 (b) The Issuer shall file a notice of such occurrence with the Repository or with the MSRB 
within ten (10) business days of the occurrence of the Material Event.   
 
 (c) Unless otherwise required by law and subject to technical and economic feasibility, the 
Issuer shall employ such methods of information transmission as shall be requested or recommended by the 
designated recipients of the Issuer’s information. 
 
 Section 6. EMMA.  The SEC has designated EMMA as a nationally recognized municipal 
securities information repository and the exclusive portal for complying with the continuing disclosure 
requirements of the Rule.  Until the EMMA system is amended or altered by the MSRB and the SEC, the 
Issuer shall make all filings required under this Disclosure Certificate solely with EMMA. 
 
 Section 7. Termination of Reporting Obligation.  The Issuer’s obligations under the 
Resolutions and this Disclosure Certificate shall terminate upon the redemption in full of all Bonds or 
payment in full of all Bonds. 
 
 Section 8. Agent.  The Issuer may, from time to time, appoint or engage a dissemination agent 
to assist it in carrying out its obligations under the Resolutions and this Disclosure Certificate, and may 
discharge any such agent, with or without appointing a successor dissemination agent. 
 
 Section 9. Amendment; Waiver.  Notwithstanding any other provision of the Resolutions or 
this Disclosure Certificate, the Issuer may amend this Disclosure Certificate, and any provision of this 
Disclosure Certificate may be waived, if such amendment or waiver is supported by an opinion of nationally 
recognized bond counsel to the effect that such amendment or waiver would not, in and of itself, cause a 
violation of the Rule.  The provisions of the Resolutions requiring continuing disclosure pursuant to the Rule 
and this Disclosure Certificate, or any provision hereof, shall be null and void in the event that the Issuer 
delivers to the Repository an opinion of nationally recognized bond counsel to the effect that those portions 
of the Rule which impose the continuing disclosure requirements of the Resolutions and the execution and 
delivery of this Disclosure Certificate are invalid, have been repealed retroactively or otherwise do not apply 
to the Bonds.  The provisions of the Resolutions requiring continuing disclosure pursuant to the Rule and this 
Disclosure Certificate may be amended without the consent of the Holders of the Bonds, but only upon the 
delivery by the Issuer to the Repository of the proposed amendment and an opinion of nationally recognized 
bond counsel to the effect that such amendment, and giving effect thereto, will not adversely affect the 
compliance with the Rule. 
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 Section 10. Additional Information.  Nothing in this Disclosure Certificate shall be deemed to 
prevent the Issuer from disseminating any other information, using the means of dissemination set forth in 
this Disclosure Certificate or any other means of communication, or including any other information in any 
Annual Report or notice of occurrence of a Material Event, in addition to that which is required by this 
Disclosure Certificate.  If the Issuer chooses to include any information in any Annual Report or notice of 
occurrence of a Material Event in addition to that which is specifically required by this Disclosure Certificate, 
the Issuer shall have no obligation under this Disclosure Certificate to update such information or include it in 
any future Annual Report or notice of occurrence of a Material Event. 
 
 Section 11. Default.  In the event of a failure of the Issuer to comply with any provision of this 
Disclosure Certificate any Holder of the Bonds may take such actions as may be necessary and appropriate, 
including seeking mandamus or specific performance by court order, to cause the Issuer to comply with its 
obligations under the Resolutions and this Disclosure Certificate.  A default under this Disclosure Certificate 
shall not be deemed an event of default with respect to the Bonds and the sole remedy under this Disclosure 
Certificate in the event of any failure of the Issuer to comply with this Disclosure Certificate shall be an 
action to compel performance. 
 
 Section 12. Beneficiaries.  This Disclosure Certificate shall inure solely to the benefit of the 
Issuer, the Participating Underwriters, and the Holders from time to time of the Bonds, and shall create no 
rights in any other person or entity. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(The remainder of this page is intentionally left blank.) 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, we have executed this Disclosure Certificate in our official capacities 
effective as of the date and year first written above. 
 
 
 

CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, 
MINNESOTA 

 
 

  
Mayor 

 
 

  
City Manager 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
WH110-68 (JAE) 
793862v1 
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APPENDIX E

TERMS OF PROPOSAL

$3,025,000* GENERAL OBLIGATION IMPROVEMENT BONDS, SERIES 2022A
CITY OF WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA

Proposals for the purchase of $3,025,000* General Obligation Improvement Bonds, Series 2022A (the "Bonds") of
the City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota (the "City") will be received at the offices of Ehlers and Associates, Inc.
("Ehlers"), 3060 Centre Pointe Drive, Roseville, Minnesota 55113-1105, municipal advisors to the City, until 10:00
A.M., Central Time, and ELECTRONIC PROPOSALS will be received via PARITY, in the manner described
below, until 10:00 A.M. Central Time, on May 10, 2022, at which time they will be opened, read and tabulated. The
proposals will be presented to the City Council for consideration for award by resolution at a meeting to be held at
7:00 P.M., Central Time, on the same date. The proposal offering to purchase the Bonds upon the terms specified
herein and most favorable to the City will be accepted unless all proposals are rejected.

PURPOSE

The Bonds are being issued pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapters 429 and 475, by the City for the purpose of
financing various public improvements within the City. The Bonds will be general obligations of the City for which
its full faith, credit and taxing powers are pledged.

DATES AND MATURITIES

The Bonds will be dated June 2, 2022, will be issued as fully registered Bonds in the denomination of $5,000 each,
or any integral multiple thereof, and will mature on February 1 as follows:

Year Amount* Year Amount* Year Amount*

2024 $180,000 2029 $195,000 2034 $210,000

2025 185,000 2030 195,000 2035 215,000

2026 185,000 2031 200,000 2036 220,000

2027 185,000 2032 205,000 2037 225,000

2028 190,000 2033 205,000 2038 230,000

ADJUSTMENT OPTION

* The City reserves the right to increase or decrease the principal amount of the Bonds on the day of sale, in
increments of $5,000 each. Increases or decreases may be made in any maturity. If any principal amounts are adjusted,
the purchase price proposed will be adjusted to maintain the same gross spread per $1,000. 

TERM BOND OPTION

Proposals for the Bonds may contain a maturity schedule providing for any combination of serial bonds and term
bonds, subject to mandatory redemption, so long as the amount of principal maturing or subject to mandatory
redemption in each year conforms to the maturity schedule set forth above. All dates are inclusive. 
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INTEREST PAYMENT DATES AND RATES

Interest will be payable on February 1 and August 1 of each year, commencing February 1, 2023, to the registered
owners of the Bonds appearing of record in the bond register as of the close of business on the 15th day (whether or
not a business day) of the immediately preceding month. Interest will be computed upon the basis of a 360-day year
of twelve 30-day months and will be rounded pursuant to rules of the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board. The
rate for any maturity may not be more than 1.00% less than the rate for any preceding maturity. (For example,
if a rate of 4.50% is proposed for the 2024 maturity, then the lowest rate that may be proposed for any later
maturity is 3.50%.) All Bonds of the same maturity must bear interest from date of issue until paid at a single,
uniform rate.  Each rate must be expressed in an integral multiple of 5/100 or 1/8 of 1%.  

BOOK-ENTRY-ONLY FORMAT

Unless otherwise specified by the purchaser, the Bonds will be designated in the name of Cede & Co., as nominee
for The Depository Trust Company, New York, New York ("DTC"). DTC will act as securities depository for the
Bonds, and will be responsible for maintaining a book-entry system for recording the interests of its participants and
the transfers of interests between its participants. The participants will be responsible for maintaining records
regarding the beneficial interests of the individual purchasers of the Bonds. So long as Cede & Co. is the registered
owner of the Bonds, all payments of principal and interest will be made to the depository which, in turn, will be
obligated to remit such payments to its participants for subsequent disbursement to the beneficial owners of the Bonds.

PAYING AGENT

The City has selected Bond Trust Services Corporation, Roseville, Minnesota, to act as paying agent (the "Paying
Agent"). Bond Trust Services Corporation and Ehlers are affiliate companies. The City will pay the charges for Paying
Agent services. The City reserves the right to remove the Paying Agent and to appoint a successor.

OPTIONAL REDEMPTION

At the option of the City, the Bonds maturing on or after February 1, 2032 shall be subject to optional redemption
prior to maturity on February 1, 2031 or any date thereafter, at a price of par plus accrued interest to the date of
optional redemption.

Redemption may be in whole or in part of the Bonds subject to prepayment. If redemption is in part, the selection of
the amounts and maturities of the Bonds to be redeemed shall be at the discretion of the City. If only part of the Bonds
having a common maturity date are called for redemption, then the City or Paying Agent, if any, will notify DTC of
the particular amount of such maturity to be redeemed. DTC will determine by lot the amount of each participant's
interest in such maturity to be redeemed and each participant will then select by lot the beneficial ownership interest
in such maturity to be redeemed.

Notice of redemption shall be sent by mail not more than 60 days and not less than 30 days prior to the date fixed for
redemption to the registered owner of each Bond to be redeemed at the address shown on the registration books.

DELIVERY

On or about June 2, 2022, the Bonds will be delivered without cost to the winning bidder at DTC. On the day of
closing, the City will furnish to the winning bidder the opinion of bond counsel hereinafter described, an arbitrage
certification, and certificates verifying that no litigation in any manner questioning the validity of the Bonds is then
pending or, to the best knowledge of officers of the City, threatened. Payment for the Bonds must be received by the
City at its designated depository on the date of closing in immediately available funds.

LEGAL OPINION
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An opinion as to the validity of the Bonds and the exemption from taxation of the interest thereon will be furnished
by Kennedy & Graven, Chartered, Minneapolis, Minnesota, Bond Counsel to the City, and will be available at the
time of delivery of the Bonds. The legal opinion will state that the Bonds are valid and binding general obligations
of the City; provided that the rights of the owners of the Bonds and the enforceability of the Bonds may be limited
by bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, moratorium, and other similar laws affecting creditors' rights and by
equitable principles (which may be applied in either a legal or equitable proceeding). See "FORM OF LEGAL
OPINION" found in Appendix B.

SUBMISSION OF PROPOSALS

Proposals must not be for less than $2,988,700 plus accrued interest on the principal sum of $3,025,000 from date
of original issue of the Bonds to date of delivery. Prior to the time established above for the opening of proposals,
interested parties may submit a proposal as follows:

1) Electronically to bondsale@ehlers-inc.com; or

2) Electronically via PARITY in accordance with this Terms of Proposal until 10:00 A.M. Central Time, but
no proposal will be received after the time for receiving proposals specified above. To the extent any
instructions or directions set forth in PARITY conflict with this Terms of Proposal, the terms of this Terms
of Proposal shall control. For further information about PARITY, potential bidders may contact Ehlers or
i-Deal LLC at 1359 Broadway, 2nd Floor, New York, New York 10018, Telephone (212) 849-5021.

Proposals must be submitted to Ehlers via one of the methods described above and must be received prior to the time
established above for the opening of proposals. Each proposal must be unconditional except as to legality. Neither
the City nor Ehlers shall be responsible for any failure to receive a facsimile submission.

A good faith deposit ("Deposit") in the amount of $60,500 shall be made by the winning bidder by wire transfer
of funds. Such Deposit shall be received by Ehlers no later than two hours after the proposal opening time.
Wire transfer instructions will be provided to the winning bidder by Ehlers after the tabulation of proposals.
The City reserves the right to award the Bonds to a winning bidder whose wire transfer is initiated but not received
by such time provided that such winning bidder’s federal wire reference number has been received by such time. In
the event the Deposit is not received as provided above, the City may award the Bonds to the bidder submitting the
next best proposal provided such bidder agrees to such award. The Deposit will be retained by the City as liquidated
damages if the proposal is accepted and the Purchaser fails to comply therewith. 

The City and the winning bidder who chooses to so wire the Deposit hereby agree irrevocably that Ehlers shall be the
escrow holder of the Deposit wired to such account subject only to these conditions and duties: 1) All income earned
thereon shall be retained by the escrow holder as payment for its expenses; 2) If the proposal is not accepted, Ehlers
shall, at its expense, promptly return the Deposit amount to the winning bidder; 3) If the proposal is accepted, the
Deposit shall be returned to the winning bidder at the closing; 4) Ehlers shall bear all costs of maintaining the escrow
account and returning the funds to the winning bidder; 5) Ehlers shall not be an insurer of the Deposit amount and
shall have no liability hereunder except if it willfully fails to perform or recklessly disregards, its duties specified
herein; and 6) FDIC insurance on deposits within the escrow account shall be limited to $250,000 per bidder.

No proposal can be withdrawn after the time set for receiving proposals unless the meeting of the City scheduled for
award of the Bonds is adjourned, recessed, or continued to another date without award of the Bonds having been
made.
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AWARD

The Bonds will be awarded to the bidder offering the lowest interest rate to be determined on a True Interest Cost
(TIC) basis. The City’s computation of the interest rate of each proposal, in accordance with customary practice, will
be controlling. In the event of a tie, the sale of the Bonds will be awarded by lot. The City reserves the right to reject
any and all proposals and to waive any informality in any proposal.

BOND INSURANCE

If the Bonds are qualified for any bond insurance policy, the purchase of such policy shall be at the sole option and
expense of the winning bidder. Any cost for such insurance policy is to be paid by the winning bidder, except that,
if the City requested and received a rating on the Bonds from a rating agency, the City will pay that rating fee. Any
rating agency fees not requested by the City are the responsibility of the winning bidder.

Failure of the municipal bond insurer to issue the policy after the Bonds are awarded to the winning bidder shall not
constitute cause for failure or refusal by the winning bidder to accept delivery of the Bonds.

CUSIP NUMBERS

The City will assume no obligation for the assignment or printing of CUSIP numbers on the Bonds or for the
correctness of any numbers printed thereon, but will permit such numbers to be printed at the expense of the winning
bidder, if the winning bidder waives any delay in delivery occasioned thereby.

QUALIFIED TAX-EXEMPT OBLIGATIONS

The City will designate the Bonds as "qualified tax-exempt obligations" for purposes of Section 265(b)(3) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended.

CONTINUING DISCLOSURE

In order to assist the Underwriters in complying with the provisions of Rule 15c2-12 promulgated by the Securities
and Exchange Commission under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 the City will enter into an undertaking for the
benefit of the holders of the Bonds. A description of the details and terms of the undertaking is set forth in Appendix
D of the Preliminary Official Statement. 

NEW ISSUE PRICING

The winning bidder will be required to provide, in a timely manner, certain information necessary to compute the
yield on the Bonds pursuant to the provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, and to provide a
certificate which will be provided by Bond Counsel upon request.

(a) The winning bidder shall assist the City in establishing the issue price of the Bonds and shall execute and
deliver to the City at closing an "issue price" or similar certificate satisfactory to Bond Counsel setting forth the
reasonably expected initial offering price to the public or the sales price or prices of the Bonds, together with the
supporting pricing wires or equivalent communications. All actions to be taken by the City under this Terms of
Proposal to establish the issue price of the Bonds may be taken on behalf of the City by the City’s municipal advisor
identified herein and any notice or report to be provided to the City may be provided to the City’s municipal advisor.

(b) The City intends that the provisions of Treasury Regulation Section 1.148-1(f)(3)(i) (defining "competitive
sale" for purposes of establishing the issue price of the Bonds) will apply to the initial sale of the Bonds (the
"competitive sale requirements") because:
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 (1) The City shall disseminate this Terms of Proposal to potential underwriters in a manner that is
reasonably designed to reach potential investors;

(2) all bidders shall have an equal opportunity to bid;

(3) the City may receive proposals from at least three underwriters of municipal bonds who have
established industry reputations for underwriting new issuances of municipal bonds; and

(4) the City anticipates awarding the sale of the Bonds to the bidder who submits a firm offer to purchase
the Bonds at the highest price (or lowest interest cost), as set forth in this Terms of Proposal.

Any proposal submitted pursuant to this Terms of Proposal shall be considered a firm offer for the purchase of the
Bonds, as specified in this proposal.

(c) If all of the requirements of a "competitive sale" are not satisfied, the City shall advise the winning bidder
of such fact prior to the time of award of the sale of the Bonds to the winning bidder. In such event, any proposal
submitted will not be subject to cancellation or withdrawal and the City agrees to use the rule selected by the winning
bidder on its proposal form to determine the issue price for the Bonds. On its proposal form, each bidder must select
one of the following two rules for determining the issue price of the Bonds: (1) the first price at which 10% of a
maturity of the Bonds (the "10% test") is sold to the public as the issue price of that maturity or (2) the initial offering
price to the public as of the sale date as the issue price of each maturity of the Bonds (the "hold-the-offering-price
rule").

(d) If all of the requirements of a "competitive sale" are not satisfied and the winning bidder selects the hold-the-
offering-price rule, the winning bidder shall (i) confirm that the underwriters have offered or will offer the Bonds to
the public on or before the date of award at the offering price or prices (the "initial offering price"), or at the
corresponding yield or yields, set forth in the proposal submitted by the winning bidder and (ii) agree, on behalf of
the underwriters participating in the purchase of the Bonds, that the underwriters will neither offer nor sell unsold
Bonds of any maturity to which the hold-the-offering-price rule shall apply to any person at a price that is higher than
the initial offering price to the public during the period starting on the sale date and ending on the earlier of the
following:

(1) the close of the fifth (5th) business day after the sale date; or
 

(2) the date on which the underwriters have sold at least 10% of that maturity of the Bonds to the public at
a price that is no higher than the initial offering price to the public.

The winning bidder will advise the City promptly after the close of the fifth (5th) business day after the sale whether
it has sold 10% of that maturity of the Bonds to the public at a price that is no higher than the initial offering price
to the public.

The City acknowledges that in making the representation set forth above, the winning bidder will rely on:

(i) the agreement of each underwriter to comply with requirements for establishing issue price of the Bonds,
including, but not limited to, its agreement to comply with the hold-the-price rule, if applicable to the Bonds, as set
forth in an agreement among underwriters and the related pricing wires,

(ii) in the event a selling group has been created in connection with the initial sale of the Bonds to the public,
the agreement of each dealer who is a member of the selling group to comply with the requirements for establishing
issue price of the Bonds, including, but not limited to, its agreement to comply with the hold-the-offering-price rule,
if applicable to the Bonds, as set forth in a selling group agreement and the related pricing wires, and
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(iii) in the event that an underwriter or dealer who is a member of the selling group is a party to a third-party
distribution agreement that was employed in connection with the initial sale of the Bonds to the public, the agreement
of each broker-dealer that is party to such agreement to comply with the requirements for establishing issue price of
the Bonds, including, but not limited to, its agreement to comply with the hold-the-offering-price rule, if applicable
to the Bonds, as set forth in the third-party distribution agreement and the related pricing wires. The City further
acknowledges that each underwriter shall be solely liable for its failure to comply with its agreement regarding the
requirements for establishing issue price rule of the Bonds, including, but not limited to, its agreement to comply with
the hold-the-offering-price rule, if applicable to the Bonds, and that no underwriter shall be liable for the failure of
any other underwriter, or of any dealer who is a member of a selling group, or of any broker-dealer that is a party to
a third-party distribution agreement to comply with its corresponding agreement to comply with the requirements for
establishing issue price of the Bonds, including, but not limited to, its agreement to comply with the hold-the-offering-
price rule as applicable to the Bonds. 

(e) If all of the requirements of a "competitive sale" are not satisfied and the winning bidder selects the 10% test,
the winning bidder agrees to promptly report to the City, Bond Counsel and Ehlers the prices at which the Bonds have
been sold to the public. That reporting obligation shall continue, whether or not the closing date has occurred, until
either (i) all Bonds of that maturity have been sold or (ii) the 10% test has been satisfied as to each maturity of the
Bonds, provided that, the winning bidder’s reporting obligation after the Closing Date may be at reasonable periodic
intervals or otherwise upon request of the City or bond counsel. 

(f) By submitting a proposal, each bidder confirms that:

(i) any agreement among underwriters, any selling group agreement and each third-party distribution
agreement (to which the bidder is a party) relating to the initial sale of the Bonds to the public, together with the
related pricing wires, contains or will contain language obligating each underwriter, each dealer who is a member of
the selling group, and each broker-dealer that is party to such third-party distribution agreement, as applicable, to:

 (A) report the prices at which it sells to the public the unsold Bonds of each maturity allocated to it, whether
or not the Closing Date has occurred until either all securities of that maturity allocated to it have been sold or it is
notified by the winning bidder that either the 10% test has been satisfied as to the Bonds of that maturity, provided
that, the reporting obligation after the Closing Date may be at reasonable periodic intervals or otherwise upon request
of the City or bond counsel.

(B) comply with the hold-the-offering-price rule, if applicable, in each case if and for so long as directed by
the winning bidder and as set forth in the related pricing wires, and

(ii) any agreement among underwriters or selling group agreement relating to the initial sale of the Bonds to
the public, together with the related pricing wires, contains or will contain language obligating each underwriter, each
dealer who is a member of the selling group and each broker dealer that is a party to a third-party distribution
agreement to be employed in connection with the initial sale of the Bonds to the public to require each broker-dealer
that is a party to such third-party distribution agreement to:

(A) to promptly notify the winning bidder of any sales of Bonds that, to its knowledge, are made to a
purchaser who is a related party to an underwriter participating in the initial sale of the Bonds to the public (each such
term being used as defined below), and 

(B) to acknowledge that, unless otherwise advised by the underwriter, dealer or broker-dealer, the winning
bidder shall assume that each order submitted by the underwriter, dealer or broker-dealer is a sale to the public.

(g) Sales of any Bonds to any person that is a related party to an underwriter participating in the initial sale of
the Bonds to the public (each term being used as defined below) shall not constitute sales to the public for purposes
of this Terms of Proposal. Further, for purposes of this Terms of Proposal:
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(i) "public" means any person other than an underwriter or a related party,

(ii) "underwriter" means (A) any person that agrees pursuant to a written contract with the City (or with
the lead underwriter to form an underwriting syndicate) to participate in the initial sale of the Bonds
to the public and (B) any person that agrees pursuant to a written contract directly or indirectly with
a person described in clause (A) to participate in the initial sale of the Bonds to the public (including
a member of a selling group or a party to a third-party distribution agreement participating in the
initial sale of the Bonds to the public),

(iii) a purchaser of any of the Bonds is a "related party" to an underwriter if the underwriter and the
purchaser are subject, directly or indirectly, to (A) more than 50% common ownership of the voting
power or the total value of their stock, if both entities are corporations (including direct ownership
by one corporation of another), (B) more than 50% common ownership of their capital interests or
profits interests, if both entities are partnerships (including direct ownership by one partnership of
another), or (C) more than 50% common ownership of the value of the outstanding stock of the
corporation or the capital interests or profit interests of the partnership, as applicable, if one entity
is a corporation and the other entity is a partnership (including direct ownership of the applicable
stock or interests by one entity of the other), and

(iv) "sale date" means the date that the Bonds are awarded by the City to the winning bidder.

PRELIMINARY OFFICIAL STATEMENT

Bidders may obtain a copy of the Preliminary Official Statement relating to the Bonds prior to the proposal opening
by request from Ehlers at www.ehlers-inc.com by connecting to the Bond Sales link. The Syndicate Manager will be
provided with an electronic copy of the Final Official Statement within seven business days of the proposal
acceptance. Up to 10 printed copies of the Final Official Statement will be provided upon request. Additional copies
of the Final Official Statement will be available at a cost of $10.00 per copy.

Information for bidders and proposal forms may be obtained from Ehlers at 3060 Centre Pointe Drive, Roseville,
Minnesota 55113-1105, Telephone (651) 697-8500.

By Order of the City Council

City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota
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PROPOSAL FORM

The City Council May 10, 2022
City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota (the "City")

RE: $3,025,000* General Obligation Improvement Bonds, Series 2022A (the "Bonds")
DATED: June 2, 2022

For all or none of the above Bonds, in accordance with the Terms of Proposal and terms of the Global Book-Entry System (unless otherwise specified by the
Purchaser) as stated in this Official Statement, we will pay you $__________________ (not less than $2,988,700) plus accrued interest to date of delivery for
fully registered Bonds bearing interest rates and maturing in the stated years as follows:

% due 2024 % due 2029 % due 2034

% due 2025 % due 2030 % due 2035

% due 2026 % due 2031 % due 2036

% due 2027 % due 2032 % due 2037

% due 2028 % due 2033 % due 2038

* The City reserves the right to increase or decrease the principal amount of the Bonds on the day of sale, in increments of $5,000 each. Increases or decreases
may be made in any maturity. If any principal amounts are adjusted, the purchase price proposed will be adjusted to maintain the same gross spread per $1,000. 

The rate for any maturity may not be more than 1.00% less than the rate for any preceding maturity. (For example, if a rate of 4.50% is proposed for
the 2024 maturity, then the lowest rate that may be proposed for any later maturity is 3.50%.) All Bonds of the same maturity must bear interest from date
of issue until paid at a single, uniform rate. Each rate must be expressed in an integral multiple of 5/100 or 1/8 of 1%.  
A good faith deposit (“Deposit”) in the amount of $60,500 shall be made by the winning bidder by wire transfer of funds. Such Deposit shall be received
by Ehlers no later than two hours after the proposal opening time. Wire transfer instructions will be provided to the winning bidder by Ehlers after the
tabulation of proposals. The City reserves the right to award the Bonds to a winning bidder whose wire transfer is initiated but not received by such time provided
that such winning bidder’s federal wire reference number has been received by such time. In the event the Deposit is not received as provided above, the City
may award the Bonds to the bidder submitting the next best proposal provided such bidder agrees to such award. The Deposit will be retained by the City as
liquidated damages if the proposal is accepted and the Purchaser fails to comply therewith. We agree to the conditions and duties of Ehlers and Associates, Inc.,
as escrow holder of the Deposit, pursuant to the Terms of Proposal. This proposal is for prompt acceptance and is conditional upon delivery of said Bonds to The
Depository Trust Company, New York, New York, in accordance with the Terms of Proposal. Delivery is anticipated to be on or about June 2, 2022. 

This proposal is subject to the City’s agreement to enter into a written undertaking to provide continuing disclosure under Rule 15c2-12 promulgated by the
Securities and Exchange Commission under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as described in the Preliminary Official Statement for the Bonds.

We have received and reviewed the Official Statement, and any addenda thereto, and have submitted our requests for additional information or corrections to
the Final Official Statement. As Syndicate Manager, we agree to provide the City with the reoffering price of the Bonds within 24 hours of the proposal
acceptance.

This proposal is a firm offer for the purchase of the Bonds identified in the Terms of Proposal, on the terms set forth in this proposal form and the Terms of
Proposal, and is not subject to any conditions, except as permitted by the Terms of Proposal. 

By submitting this proposal, we confirm that we are an underwriter and have an established industry reputation for underwriting new issuances of municipal bonds. 
YES: ____  NO: ____.

If the competitive sale requirements are not met, we elect to use either the: _____10% test, or the _____hold-the-offering-price rule to determine the issue price
of the Bonds.

As set forth in the Terms of Proposal, this proposal shall be cancelled and deemed to be withdrawn in the event that the competitive sale requirements are not
satisfied and the City determines to apply the hold-the-offering-price rule to any maturity of the Bonds (such terms are used as described in the Terms of Proposal),
unless we affirmatively confirm this proposal and agree to comply with the hold-the-offering-price rule no later than 90 (ninety) minutes after receiving
notification that the City has determined to apply the hold-the-offering-price rule to any maturity of the Bonds. If we provide that confirmation orally, we will
promptly confirm it in writing. If we do not confirm our proposal within the required time period (as set forth in this paragraph), this proposal shall be cancelled
and deemed to be withdrawn. The City thereupon may award the Bonds to another bidder, or the City may cancel the sale of the Bonds, as set forth in the Terms
of Proposal.

Account Manager: By:
Account Members:

Award will be on a true interest cost basis. According to our computations (the correct computation being controlling in the award), the total dollar interest
cost (including any discount or less any premium) computed from June 2, 2022 of the above proposal is $_______________and the true interest cost (TIC) is
__________%.

The foregoing offer is hereby accepted by and on behalf of the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota, on May 10, 2022.

By: By:

Title: Title:
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City of White Bear Lake 
Planning & Zoning Department 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
To:  Lindy Crawford, City Manager 
From:  Samantha Crosby, Planning & Zoning Coordinator  
Date:  May 10, 2022 
Subject: Beartown Bar, 4875 Highway 61, Case No. 96-5-Sa2 
 
 
SUMMARY  
The City Council will consider a request by Sandra and Joseph Claussen for A 4-foot variance 
from the 10 foot hard-surface setback requirement adjacent to a railroad right-of-way, to allow 
a 2,700 square foot deck expansion to be six feet from the east property line and an 
amendment to an approved conditional use permit to modify condition #5 “no outside music 
shall be allowed”.   
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION  
Applicant/Owner: Sandra and Joseph Claussen 
 
Existing Land Use / Restaurant and Bar; zoned DCB – Diversified Central Business  
Zoning:  
 
Surrounding Land North: Single Family; zoned DCB – Diversified Central Business 
Use / Zoning: West: Single Family; zoned R-4 – Single and Two Family Residential 
 South: A car wash; zoned DCB - Diversified Central Business 
 East: Office; zoned B-4 – General Business 
 
Comprehensive Plan: Downtown 
 
Lot Size & Width: Code: 20,000 sq. ft.; 100 feet 
 Site: 43,124 sq. ft; 181 feet 
   
Beartown Bar, located at the northwest corner of 7th Street and Highway 61, is a roughly 4,000 
square foot building with 107 indoor seats and 72 parking spaces.  The structure was built in 
1966 for a different use and added onto in 1977.  In 1996, the City approved a Conditional Use 
Permit (CUP) to operate a restaurant with on-sale liquor in the DCB zoning district.  In 1998, the 
City amended to the CUP to allow the construction of a 26x30 deck on the south side of the 
building.  In 2021, staff administratively approved the expansion of this area, as you see it 
today.  
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The code requires that hard-surface be setback 15 feet from the sides abutting public right-of-
way (north, west and south property lines) and a 10-foot setback from the side abutting a 
railroad right-of-way (east property line).  The parking lot has encroached into these setbacks 
on all sides for many years.  Staff applied the rationale of an administrative variance to “extend 
an existing line of non-conformity” to allow the patio to expand upward from the already non-
conforming parking lot along the east side.  Since the hard-surface is six feet from the property 
line and 10 feet is required, this technically should have been a four-foot variance.  Given that 
the property is guided “downtown”, which has an established character of improvements being 
built up to the property lines, staff found the design to be compatible and appropriate.  Along 
the south side, the hard-surface was pulled back by 15 feet and landscaping, including trees and 
sod was approved.  
 
Since the permit was issued, the applicant has constructed a 20-inch-tall concrete block 
retaining wall that was not included in the approved plans.  The new wall runs around the area 
that was to be landscaped, acting like a giant planter bed.  The City’s Engineering department 
has indicated that because the wall is located completely on private property it is not a 
concern.  Planning staff also supports the wall as the additional height it provides the 
landscaping therein might enhance the outdoor seating experience by better screening the 
patio area from the intersection. 
 
The expansion of the raised patio eliminated approximately five parallel parking stalls which 
used to be located along the east curb line. Also, during this process it was discovered that the 
western-most row of parking encroached into the City’s right-of-way.  To resolve this issue, 
these stalls were re-striped to be parallel rather than head-in (loss of 10 stalls).  Finally, one stall 
was converted to ADA striping.  Overall, the number of stalls was reduced by 16. Meanwhile the 
number of seats was expanded by 34 on the new patio.  The overall seating, both indoors and 
out is now 181 (107 indoor and 74 outdoor), requiring 72 stalls (at 1 stall per every 2.5 seats). 
 
The curb cut which was abandoned with this project has not yet been removed.  The 
Engineering department waived that requirement because the 7th Street intersection will be 
reconstructed in the near future in association with the North Campus High School expansion 
project. 
 
The applicant is requesting to have live music on the raised patio Saturdays from 1:30 to 4:30 
p.m. and from 6:00 to 9:00 p.m.  Staff foresees no issue with these days and times so long as 
the music season is between Memorial Day and Labor Day, as other establishments have been 
limited to.  In addition, staff has included a condition that the speakers, musicians and any 
other sound equipment face east, away from the residential neighbors, which differs from the 
applicant’s request.  See attached graphic.  
 
The City’s discretion in approving or denying a conditional use permit is limited to whether or 
not the changes meet the standards outlined in the Zoning Ordinance.  If it meets these 
standards, the City typically must approve the Conditional Use Permit.  Additional conditions 
may be imposed as the Council deems fit. 
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The City has a high level of discretion when approving or denying a variance because the 
burden of proof is on the applicant to show a practical difficulty.  If the proposal is deemed 
reasonable (meaning that it does not have an adverse effect on neighboring properties, it is 
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, and it is harmony with the intent of the zoning code) 
then the criteria have been met. 
 
SUMMARY 
Staff recommended approval of the request to the Planning Commission. The Commission held 
a public hearing on April 25th.  No one other than the applicant spoke at the hearing.  After 
discussing the location of the musicians and speakers, the Commission voted to delete 
condition #6, as the issue is amply addressed by condition #10. With that one change, the 
Commission unanimously recommended approval to the City Council.   
 
RECOMMENDATION  
The Planning Commission recommends the City Council adopt the attached resolution of 
approval.   
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Resolution 
Music Set-up Graphic 
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RESOLUTION GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AND A VARIANCE  
FOR 4875 HIGHWAY 61 WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA 

 
 

 WHEREAS, a proposal (96-5-Sa2) has been submitted by Sandra and Joseph Claussen, to 
the City Council requesting approval of an amendment to an approved conditional use permit 
and a hard-surface setback variance from the Zoning Code of the City of White Bear Lake for 
the following location: 
 

LOCATION:  4875 Highway 61 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  Lots 2, 6, 7 and 8, Clock 27, White Bear, Ramsey County, 
MN.  (PID: 143022140075 and 143022140143); and 

 
WHEREAS, THE APPLICANT SEEKS THE FOLLOWING:  An amendment to an approved 

conditional use permit to expand the deck on the south side of the building by 2,700 square 
feet and to modify condition #5 “no outside music shall be allowed” per Code Section 1301.050 
and a 4 foot variance from the 10 foot hard-surface setback requirement adjacent to a railroad 
right-of-way per Code Section 1303.226, Subd.6.e in order for the deck to be 6 feet from the 
east property line; and  
 

RESO. 8259, May 12, 1998: An amendment to the conditional use permit to 
construct a 26’ x 30’ deck on the south side of the building 
 
RESO. 7744, March 12, 1996: A conditional use permit to operate a restaurant 
with on-sale liquor in the CDB, Diversified Central Business district. 

 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing as required by the Zoning 

Code on April 25, 2022; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the advice and recommendations of the 

Planning Commission regarding the effect of the proposed CUP amendment and variance upon 
the health, safety, and welfare of the community and its Comprehensive Plan, as well as any 
concerns related to compatibility of uses, traffic, property values, light, air, danger of fire, and 
risk to public safety in the surrounding areas;  
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake that, in 
relation to the Conditional Use Permit, the City Council accepts and adopts the following findings 
of the Planning Commission: 
 
1. The proposal is consistent with the city's Comprehensive Plan. 
2. The proposal is consistent with existing and future land uses in the area. 
3. The proposal conforms to the Zoning Code requirements. 
4. The proposal will not depreciate values in the area. 
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5. The proposal will not overburden the existing public services nor the capacity of the City 
to service the area. 

6. Traffic generation will be within the capabilities of the streets serving the site. 
  
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota that, in 
relation to the variance, the City Council accepts and adopts the following findings of the 
Planning Commission: 
 
1. The requested variance will not: 

a. Impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property. 
b. Unreasonably increase the congestion in the public street. 
c. Increase the danger of fire or endanger the public safety. 
d. Unreasonably diminish or impair established property values within the 

neighborhood or in any way be contrary to the intent of this Code. 
 
2. The variance is a reasonable use of the land or building and the variance is the minimum 

required to accomplish this purpose.  
 

3. The variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the City Code. 
 

4. The variance will not be injurious to the neighborhood or otherwise detrimental to the 
public welfare. 
 

5. The non-conforming uses of neighboring lands, structures, or buildings in the same 
district are not the sole grounds for issuance of the variance. 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake hereby 

approves the requested CUP amendment and variance, subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. All application materials, maps, drawings, and descriptive information submitted with this 
application shall become part of the permit, unless revised to comply with conditions 
listed below. 
 

2. Per Section 1301.050, Subd.4, if within one (1) year after approving the Conditional Use 
Permit, the use as allowed by the permit shall not have been completed or utilized, the 
CUP shall become null and void unless a petition for an extension of time in which to 
complete or utilize the use has been granted by the City Council.  Such petition shall be 
requested in writing and shall be submitted at least 30 days prior to expiration. 

 
3. This Conditional Use Permit shall become effective upon the applicant tendering proof 

(ie: a receipt) to the City of having filed a certified copy of the signed resolution of 
approval with the County Recorder pursuant to Minnesota State, Statute 462.3595 to 
ensure the compliance of the herein-stated conditions. 
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4. Access and egress from the deck shall be through the building only; deck will be signed 
accordingly. 
 

5. Hours for deck use shall be limited to not later than 11:00 p.m. on Fridays and Saturdays 
and not later than 10:00 p.m. all other nights. 

 
6. Number of musicians shall be limited to 2 at any one time. 

 
7. The music season shall be Memorial Day to Labor Day. 
 
8. The outdoor music is limited to Saturdays from 1:30 to 4:30 p.m. and from 6:00 to 9:00 

p.m. 
 

9. The noise from the outdoor music shall not create a nuisance. 
 

10. The applicant shall install the landscaping and pass final inspection by June 30, 2022. 
 

The foregoing resolution, offered by Councilmember ______ and supported by 
Councilmember ______, was declared carried on the following vote: 
 
    Ayes:  
 Nays:  
 Passed:  

______________________________ 
 Dan Louismet, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
 
****************************************************************************** 
Approval is contingent upon execution and return of this document to the City Planning Office. 
I have read and agree to the conditions of this resolution as outlined above. 
 
 
 
     
Applicant's Signature                    Date 
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City of White Bear Lake 
Community Development Department 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
To:  Lindy Crawford, City Manager  
From:  Samantha Crosby, Planning & Zoning Coordinator 
Date:  May 10, 2022 
Subject: Tommy Car Wash /4061 Highway 61 / Case No. 22-1-CUP & 22-5-V 
 
 
SUMMARY  
The City Council will consider a request by Christian Companies for a conditional use permit for 
a car wash in the B-3 Auto-Oriented Business district, including site plan approval for 
development in the Shoreland Overlay district, and three variances:  
 A 10 foot variance from the 15 foot hard-surface setback in order to allow the existing 

curb encroachment to remain, 
 A 79 car variance from the 100 car stacking requirement, in order to stack for the 

estimated peak demand rather than for the maximum capacity of the facility, and 
 A variance from the 30% impervious area limit of the Shoreland Overlay district to allow 

57.3% impervious surface.   
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION  
Applicant/Owner: Christian Companies / Classic Collision, LLC 
 
Existing Land Use /  Car Repair Shop, Hertz Rental Car, Gas Station and Convenience Store; 
Zoning   B-3 – Auto-Oriented Business, and S – Shoreland Overlay  
 
Surrounding Land North: Polar Mazda; zoned B-3 – Auto Oriented Business 
Use / Zoning: West: Saputo; zoned I-1 – Limited Industry 
 South: Dairy Queen; zoned B-3 Auto Oriented Business 
 East: Holiday; zoned B-3 – Auto Oriented Business 
 
Comprehensive Plan: Commercial 
 
Lot Size & Width: Code: None; 100 feet 
 Site: 1.32 acres; 210 feet 
 
The site is 1.32 acres in size and slopes down gently from south to north.  There is a 24 foot 
wide access easement that runs north-south through the property in line with the eastern 
access to County Road F.  The land was platted in 1919 and further subdivided in 1981 and 
1991.  The current building was constructed in 1987.  In 2016, the City approved a CUP for an 
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outdoor storage and rental area in order to allow Hertz the use of 15 parking spaces.  There has 
been a recent history of code compliance issues, particularly in relation to signage.       
 
The B-3 zoning district requires the building be setback 30 feet from the front (north and east) 
and rear (west), and 10 feet from the side (south).  It also requires that hard-surfaces be 
setback 15 feet from the front, 5 feet from the side and rear, and 5 feet from the building.  The 
proposal meets code, except for the southern 30 feet of the eastern curb, which is non-
conforming and must remain in that location because of the shared access easement – a true 
practical difficulty.    
 
The B-3 district requires that stacking is provided to accommodate that number of vehicles 
which can be washed during a 30 minute period.  This particular facility is an express wash with 
the ability to service 100 cars every half hour.  Based on other washes in similar sized or larger 
communities, the applicant estimates that the peak demand will be an average of 18 vehicles 
per half hour.  The proposed design provides 21 stacking spaces (as counted from the entrance 
door) before encroaching into the shared access drive.  Given that the estimated demand is 
significantly less than the capacity of the equipment, staff is confident that the cars will 
progress quickly and will not even utilize all of the stacking space provided.  Staff supports the 
variance with the inclusion of a condition regarding encroachment into the access easement.  
 
The applicant has chosen to eliminate the western access opening.  This does not cause any 
circulation concerns - there is an opportunity for an “out” if a customer decides not to go 
through the wash.  This by-pass opportunity lines up with the hatched area on the northwest 
corner of the south side parking area. 
 
Staff agrees that the proposed use will not likely draw more traffic than the existing use and a 
traffic study was not required. 
 
The applicant has voluntarily expanded the access easement on the south side of the site to 
include all of the area being used for ingress and egress by Dairy Queen.  An extra 1,075 square 
feet is being dedicated.  The owner of Dairy Queen contacted staff to express support for the 
project.    
 
For an automatic drive-through car wash, the code requires a minimum of 10 spaces or 1 for 
each employee on the maximum shift, whichever is greater. The applicant has indicated that 
the facility will have 3 employees on the largest shift and there are 17 stalls total: 3 standard, 
one handicap and 13 vacuum stations.  The proposal meets code.   
 
The facility will feature a water reclamation system with tanks located underground near the 
northeast corner of the building. The facility uses 33 gallons of water per vehicle, 10 of which is 
reclaimed (net 23 gallons).  The applicant estimates that the facility will average 384 washes per 
day, resulting in 8,832 gallons of water per day.  At approximately 3.16 million gallons per year, 
this use would be the 5th highest non-residential water user in the city.  When asked why the 
system could not be enlarged to reclaim a greater percentage of the water used, the applicant 
responded that “There is not equipment on the market that we are aware of that can achieve a 
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reclamation rate of higher than 33%”.  According to the Engineering department, the city’s 
system has the capacity to support the use.  The applicant has been made aware of the pending 
lake level litigation on more than one occasion.    
 
There is an existing infiltration basin located along the east edge of the property.  The basin will 
be reconstructed to meet current stormwater management standards.  The applicant’s 
narrative states that in order to make up for the impervious surface being above the 30%, the 
plan will exceed the City’s stormwater requirements.  Staff supports the impervious area 
variance based on this assumption.  However, the design has not yet been approved by the 
Engineering Department, therefore, it is not yet clear if excess storage is provided, or if so, by 
how much.  There is a small portion of the site that must remain paved only to serve the 
neighboring property to the south.  This imposition is a roughly 2,425 square foot practical 
difficulty (4.2%).  While the proposed redevelopment is a reduction in impervious area from 
77.8% to 57.3%, the proposal well exceeds the maximum and off-sets have been provided by 
other commercial reconstruction projects in the past for similar impervious variances, most 
recently Polar Chevorlet, and in 2013, Prelude (located on White Bear Parkway in the Birch Lake 
Shoreland).  Staff has included a condition that the applicant shall over-size the basin, if 
possible.  As always, Stormwater Operation and Maintenance Agreement is required.  
 
The plans do not identify the size or type of trees to be removed, therefore, the tree 
preservation calculation has not yet been reviewed, however, a rough estimate indicates that 
the proposal far exceeds requirements.  The applicant has done a nice job of filling in trees in as 
many locations as possible on the landscape plan without over-crowding the site.  The 
additional trees will help to both uptake rainfall and to absorb carbon generated by idling 
vehicles.  The applicant is working with staff to insure that as many trees as possible are a 
native species.  
 
As part of the off-set for the requested impervious area variance, both the green space to the 
east of the eastern curbline and the south side landscape area will be a no-mow native prairie 
installed and maintained for the first three years by a landscape company that specializes in 
such installations.  While these areas will still need to be irrigated to ensure the establishment 
of the trees, shrubs and prairie, after the first few years, the amount of irrigation needed 
should drop significantly.  This will help off-set some of the site’s water use.   
 
The standard franchise architecture (see attached graphic) of beige and bright red metal panels 
have been replaced with mostly grey brick and some grey fiber cement panels.  Some of the 
corporate bright red does remain at the entrance and exit of the wash tunnel.  The applicant 
has indicated that the tower elements at either end of the building are both functional in 
nature and therefore are not faux elements.  Staff does not support the LED Accent band within 
the Shoreland Overlay district.  Otherwise, given the site’s context – surrounded by commercial 
and industrial properties – staff supports the proposed building design.  
 
The lighting plan proposes very low light levels.  Staff’s only concern is with the up-cast flood 
lights, which are not allowed.  LED light sources must be “controlled and equipped with opaque 
covers, lenses, louvers, or shields, or otherwise designed to prevent direct views of the light 
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source”.  Staff has included a condition of approval regarding this and a couple other aspects of 
the lighting plan.  
 
The applicant has conducted a Phase I Environmental Assessment that concluded that a Phase II 
Assessment was not required.  A certified contractor is required to remove the tanks, sample 
the soil and notify the MPCA.  As with the McNeely and the Tice projects, if any issues are found 
during construction the proper reporting and abatement procedures would be required. 
The stacking variance was not realized until after the public notice was sent.  As with the 
McNeely case, to be thorough, the adjacent property owners will be re-noticed prior to the City 
Council meeting and the City Council should open up the floor to the public in case anyone 
would like to speak. 
 
The City’s discretion in approving or denying a conditional use permit is limited to whether or 
not the changes meet the standards outlined in the Zoning Ordinance.  If it meets these 
standards, the City typically must approve the Conditional Use Permit.  Additional conditions 
may be imposed as the Council deems fit. 
 
The City has a high level of discretion when approving or denying a variance because the 
burden of proof is on the applicant to show a practical difficulty.  If the proposal is deemed 
reasonable (meaning that it does not have an adverse effect on neighboring properties, it is 
consistent with the comprehensive plan, and it is harmony with the intent of the zoning code) 
then the criteria have been met.  
 
CONCLUSION 
Staff recommended approval of the request to the Planning Commission. The Commission held 
a public hearing on April 25th.  No one other than the applicant spoke at the hearing. The 
Commission unanimously recommended approval as presented to the City Council.   
 
RECOMMENDATION 
The Planning Commission recommends the Council adopt the attached resolution of approval. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Resolution  
Site Plan 
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RESOLUTION GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AND THREE VARIANCES  
FOR 4061 HIGHWAY 61 WHITE BEAR LAKE, MINNESOTA 

 
 

 WHEREAS, a proposal (22-1- CUP & 22-5-V) has been submitted by Christianson 
Companies, to the City Council requesting approval of a conditional use permit and three 
variances from the Zoning Code of the City of White Bear Lake for the following location: 
 

LOCATION:  4061 Highway 61 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  Lots 1, 2 and 3, Block 4, Rearrangement of White Bear Park, 

except the South 93 feet thereof, and that part of vacated Linden Street lying South of the 
Easterly extension of the North line of said Lot 1, lying North of the Easterly extension of the 
North line of the South 93 feet of said Lot 1, and lying Northwesterly of the Northwesterly right-
of-way line of State Trunk Highway No. 61, Ramsey County, Minnesota; EXCEPT The West 70 
feet of Lot 3, Block 4, Rearrangement of White Bear Park, according to the recorded plat 
thereof and situate in Ramsey County, Minnesota, except the South 93 feet thereof.  (PID: 
273022110027); and 
 

 WHEREAS, THE APPLICANT SEEKS THE FOLLOWING: A conditional use permit for a car 
wash in the B-3 - Auto-Oriented Business zoning district, per Code Section 1303.140, Subd.4.; 
site plan approval for development in the Shoreland Overlay district, per Code Section 
1303.230, Subd.6; a 10 foot variance from the 15 foot hard-surface setback requirement along 
a front per Code Section 1302.050, Subd.4.h.17.a, to allow an existing curb encroachment to 
remain; a 79 car variance from the 100 car stacking requirement, per Code Section 1303.140, 
Subd.4.c.2, in order to stack for the estimated peak demand rather than the maximum capacity 
of the facility; and a variance from the 30% impervious area limit to allow 57.3% impervious 
surface in the S – Shoreland Overlay zoning district, per Code Section 1303.230, Subd.5.a.5; all 
in order to allow the demolition of the existing improvements and construction of a new 
express car wash facility; and  
 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing as required by the Zoning 
Code on April 25, 2022; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the advice and recommendations of the 

Planning Commission regarding the effect of the proposed conditional use permit and variances 
upon the health, safety, and welfare of the community and its Comprehensive Plan, as well as 
any concerns related to compatibility of uses, traffic, property values, light, air, danger of fire, 
and risk to public safety in the surrounding areas;  
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake 
that, in relation to the Conditional Use Permit, the City Council accepts and adopts the following 
findings of the Planning Commission: 
 

1. The proposal is consistent with the city's Comprehensive Plan. 
 

2. The proposal is consistent with existing and future land uses in the area. 
 

3. The proposal conforms to the Zoning Code requirements. 
 

4. The proposal will not depreciate values in the area. 
 

5. The proposal will not overburden the existing public services nor the capacity of the 
City to service the area.  

 
6. Traffic generation will be within the capabilities of the streets serving the site. 

 
 BE IT FURTHER, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake, 
Minnesota that the City Council, that in relation to the variances, the City Council accepts and 
adopts the following findings of the Planning Commission: 
 
Because the impervious area variance is being off-set by enhanced landscaping at a minimum, 
and potentially also an over-sized infiltration basin; 
Because the hard-surface setback variance accommodates the access easement for the 
neighboring property to the south; and 
Because the car wash has the capacity to handle a greater demand than it is expected to 
generate, minimizing the need for car stacking; 
 
1. The requested variances will not: 

a. Impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property. 
b. Unreasonably increase the congestion in the public street. 
c. Increase the danger of fire or endanger the public safety. 
d. Unreasonably diminish or impair established property values within the 

neighborhood or in any way be contrary to the intent of this Code. 
 
2. The variances are a reasonable use of the land or building and the variances are the 

minimum required to accomplish this purpose.  
 

3. The variances will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the City Code. 
 

4. The variances will not be injurious to the neighborhood or otherwise detrimental to the 
public welfare. 
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5. The non-conforming uses of neighboring lands, structures, or buildings in the same 
district are not the sole grounds for issuance of the variances. 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake hereby 

approves the full request, subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. All application materials, maps, drawings, and descriptive information submitted with this 

application shall become part of the permit, unless revised to comply with conditions 
listed below. 
 

2. Per Section 1301.050, Subd.4, if within one (1) year after approving the Conditional Use 
Permit, the use as allowed by the permit shall not have been completed or utilized, the 
CUP shall become null and void unless a petition for an extension of time in which to 
complete or utilize the use has been granted by the City Council.  Such petition shall be 
requested in writing and shall be submitted at least 30 days prior to expiration. 
 

3. Per Section 1301.060, Subd.3, the variances shall become null and void if the project has 
not been completed or utilized within one (1) calendar year after the approval date, 
subject to petition for renewal.  Such petition shall be requested in writing and shall be 
submitted at least 30 days prior to expiration. 

 
4. This Conditional Use Permit shall become effective upon the applicant tendering proof 

(ie: a receipt) to the City of having filed a certified copy of the signed resolution of 
approval with the County Recorder pursuant to Minnesota State, Statute 462.3595 to 
ensure the compliance of the herein-stated conditions. 

 
5. The applicant shall obtain sign permits prior to the installation of any signage.  The size 

and amount of signage is limited to what is permitted by the City’s Sign Code.  
 

6. Any rooftop mechanical equipment will be positioned far enough away from the edge of 
the building so that it is not visible from the public right-of-way. 
 

7. If the demand is such that the stacking begins to encroach into the road easement, the 
owner/operator shall be responsible for adjusting operations so that the stacking does 
not encroach into the road easement. 

 
8. The applicant shall obtain a building permit prior to beginning any work. 
 
Prior to the issuance of a building permit the applicant shall: 
 
9. Extend a letter of credit consisting of 125% of the exterior improvements, which renews 

automatically every six months.  The amount of the letter shall be based on a cost 
estimate of the exterior improvements, to be approved by the City prior to the issuance 
of the letter of credit.   
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10. Revise the elevations to remove the LED accent bands. 

 
11. Over-size the stormwater basin, if possible.  Design subject to approval by the Stormwater 

Engineer. 
 

12. Light pole height shall not exceed 22 feet on top of a maximum 2 foot tall base. The light 
sources shall be shielded from view from County Road F and Highway 61.  Up-cast flood 
lights shall not be used.   Kelvins shall not exceed 3,500.  The light source shall be recessed 
into the head of all fixture types.  Revised plans and details subject to staff approval. 

 
13. Revise the landscape plan to utilize native plantings in appropriate locations, subject to 

staff approval.  
 

14. Comply with Engineering Memo, dated April 6, 2022. 
 

15. Comply with Fire Department Memo, February 16, 2022. 
 
16. Provide a SAC (Sewer Availability Charge) determination letter from the Metropolitan 

Council.   
 

17. Obtain permits as necessary from relevant agencies (such as MnDOT, Ramsey County, 
Watershed District) and provide a copy of each to the City. 

 
18. Enter into a Stormwater Operation and Maintenance Agreement for the new on-site 

stormwater features.  
 
Prior to the release of the letter of credit: 
 
19. The applicant shall provide an as-built plan that complies with the City’s Record Drawing 

Requirements. 
 
20. All exterior improvements must be installed. 

 
21. All landscaping must have survived at least one full growing season. 
 
22. The applicant shall provide proof of having recorded the Resolution of Approval and the 

Stormwater Operation and Maintenance Agreement with the County Recorder’s Office. 
 

 
The foregoing resolution, offered by Councilmember ______ and supported by 

Councilmember ______, was declared carried on the following vote: 
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    Ayes:  
 Nays:  
 Passed:  
 

______________________________ 
 Dan Louismet, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
 
 
 
****************************************************************************** 
Approval is contingent upon execution and return of this document to the City Planning Office. 
I have read and agree to the conditions of this resolution as outlined above. 
 
 
 
     
Applicant's Signature                    Date 
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City of White Bear Lake 
Community Development Department 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
To:  Lindy Crawford, City Manager 
From:  Tracy Shimek, Housing & Economic Development Coordinator 
Date:  May 10, 2022 
Subject: Resolution Appointing Members To The County Road E Corridor Planning 

Study Project Team and Authorizing The City Manager To Recruit and Invite 
Citizen Advisory Group Members 

 
 
SUMMARY  
The City Council will consider approving the suggested nominees for the County Road E 
Corridor Planning Project Team and authorizing the City Manager to recruit and appoint 
members to the Citizen’s Advisory Group in the categories as outlined in this memo. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
At its January 23, 2022 meeting the City Council authorized the City Manager to enter into an 
agreement with Ramsey County accepting funds to engage in a cross-jurisdictional corridor 
planning process for County Road E in addition to enter into a contract for services with Local 
Initiatives Support Corporation, Twin Cities (“LISC”).  Staff has been preparing for this project 
with LISC to utilize their Corridor Development Initiative process and is prepared to begin the 
next phase of the project, appointing members to the Project Team and the Citizen Advisory 
Group. 
 
A Project Team will be established to: 
• Identify the goals and objectives of the CDI process 
• Assist with the creation of an outreach and communication strategy to recruit community 

participation, and 
• Reach agreement on the final recommendations supported through the CDI process. 
 
The Project Team will be comprised of up to 20 members to include City, County, State, 
Metropolitan Council and community leaders.  The city has the discretion to appoint three 
elected, appointed or staff leaders to the project team and will be working in collaboration with 
project partners to appoint the remainder of the positions.  This team will meet periodically 
throughout the process. 
 
In addition to the Project Team, a Citizen Advisory Group will be created to ensure diverse 
representation from a range of community interests and backgrounds, consisting of up to 20 
members that will provide the following functions: 
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• Identify outreach strategies to engage underrepresented groups to participate and inform 
the County Road E Corridor Action Plan 

• Expand the range of perspectives and expertise that inform the final recommendations.   
 
The city has the discretion to appoint five community members to the citizen advisory group 
and will be working in collaboration with project partners to appoint five at large members to 
the group. This team will also meet periodically throughout the process.  
 
It is staff’s recommendation that Councilmember Edberg, Councilmember Jones, and Planning 
Commissioner Mike Amundson be appointed to the Project Team.  Additionally, staff 
recommends appointing Jan Johnson, County Road E business owner and EDC member, to the 
project team as a community leader. 
 
For the Citizen Advisory Group, staff recommends appointing a Ward 4 resident and Ward 5 
resident identified with the input of their respective Councilmember representatives, an 
employee from a County Road E business, a business owner, executive or manager from a 
County Road E business in White Bear Lake and a resident or staff member from an affordable 
housing development.  A component of the grant is to ensure a diversity of lived experiences in 
the makeup of stakeholders represented on this committee and staff feels drawing from the 
recommended categories will accomplish this goal. 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
Staff recommends the City Council adopt the attached resolution appointing the above listed 
community members to the County Road E Project Team and authorizing the City Manager to 
recruit and invite members to participate in the Citizen’s Advisory Group based on the 
parameters listed within the resolution. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Resolution 
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RESOLUTION APPOINTING MEMBERS TO THE COUNTY ROAD E CORRIDOR PLANNING STUDY 
PROJECT TEAM AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO RECRUIT AND INVITE CITIZEN 

ADVISORY GROUP MEMBERS 
 

 
 WHEREAS, County Road E is a commercial and residential corridor that has significant 
impact on the vitality of the community; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City has invested significant resources into the corridor by securing a 
development site, creating the County Road E Revolving Loan and Grant program, engaging the 
community about future investment and development along the corridor, and time spent 
responding to potential development proposals; and 

 
 WHEREAS, in 2020 the City was awarded a Ramsey County Corridor Revitalization 
Program matching grant in the amount of $25,000 to engage in a cross-jurisdictional planning 
process for County Road E; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the City will be working with Local Initiatives Support Corporation to utilize 
their Corridor Development Initiative Process to carry out this project which involves project 
guidance from a Project Team and Citizen Advisory Group; and          
 
 WHEREAS, staff has identified potential appointees for the Project Team and appointee 
categories for the Citizen Advisory Group which will support the goal of diverse representation 
throughout this process. 

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of White Bear Lake, 
Minnesota that they authorize the appointment of Councilmember Kevin Edberg, 
Councilmember Dan Jones, Planning Commissioner Mike Amundson, and community member 
and County Road E business owner Jan Johnson to the Project Team; 

 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED That the City Council hereby authorizes the City Manager to 
recruit and invite members representing the following categories to the Citizen Advisory Group:  
 

• One Ward 4 resident and one Ward 5 resident identified with the input of their 
respective Councilmember representatives in White Bear Lake, 

• an employee from a County Road E business in White Bear Lake, 
• a business owner from a County Road E business in White Bear Lake, 
• an executive or manager from a County Road E business in White Bear Lake, and 
• a resident or staff member from an affordable housing development within the corridor 

in White Bear Lake.   
 

The foregoing resolution, offered by Councilmember ______ and supported by 
Councilmember ______, was declared carried on the following vote: 
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    Ayes:  
 Nays:  
 Passed:  
 

______________________________ 
 Dan Louismet, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  
Kara Coustry, City Clerk 
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