MINUTES
COMMITTEE-OF-THE-WHOLE WORK SESSION
June 1, 2015
City Hall Council Chambers

PRESENT: Mayor Thomas Stiehm, Council Members Steve King, Michael Jordal,
Judy Enright, Jeff Austin, Jeremy Carolan, and Council Member-at-Large
Janet Anderson

ABSENT: Council Member David Hagen

STAFF PRESENT: City Administrator Craig Clark, Director of Administrative Services Tom
Dankert, Public Works Director Steven Lang, Planning and Zoning
Administrator Holly Wallace, City Clerk Ann Kasel

ALSO PRESENT: Kim Hillberg, Austin Daily Herald, Public

Mayor Stiehm opened the meeting at 6:07 p.m.

Item No. 1 — CliftonLarsonAllen Audit Report

Kim Hillberg from CliftonLarsonAllen, LLC presented the 2014 audit report, single audit report,
and executive audit summary. Ms. Hillberg noted the City of Austin once again received a
“clean” or unqualified opinion and that everything in the financial statement is fairly presented.
Ms. Hillberg also noted that there were no adjustments made and that everything during the audit
went smoothly. There were no compliance issues. This is the 29" consecutive year that the City
has received this opinion which speaks very highly of the City’s finance department and Director
of Administrative Services Tom Dankert.

Moved by Council Member Austin, seconded by Council Member-at-Large Anderson,
recommending approval of the 2014 audit report. Carried.

The item will be placed on the June 15, 2015 Council meeting.

Item No. 2 — Fox Point Transportation Project

Public Works Director Steven Lang presented three roadway options for the proposed HRA
development at Fox Point. The first would be utilizing the existing right of way plat for the
development, however the plat was specific to the prior development and would not serve the
proposed development. The second option would be a cul-de-sac design. This would serve the
site well but would not improve overall mobility to residents in the area.

The last design would be the 21* Avenue link proposal which would provide a neighborhood
link to the 18" Avenue retail corridor. It would also be the best for emergency vehicles to access
the area. Village Cooperative is not willing to work with the City on this options so eminent
domain may be required to make it work. There are also challenges with wetlands for this



option, depending on the layout of the road. This was presented to Village Cooperative and was
not approved by the Cooperative.

Mayor Stiehm inquired what percentage was in favor of combining the entrances.

Mr. Lang stated he didn’t know the actual figures.

Council Member Austin stated he was not in favor of using eminent domain due to the fact it
may upset the neighbors in the cooperative. He felt access is just as easy and quick through

Elmhurst Addition and spoke in favor of the cul-de-sac design.

Council Member Jordal added it would be nice to know the percentage of support of residents in
the cooperative.

Council Member Carolan asked if sidewalk would be included in this development.
Mr. Lang stated the road would include sidewalk.

Council Member King spoke in favor of option 3 due to the fact that the traffic wouldn’t be
funneled through the existing neighborhood.

Mr. Lang added that the proposal would shorten the Cooperative’s driveway and the City would
maintain the shared portion.

Mayor Stiehm directed Mr. Lang to gather additional information regarding the Village
Cooperative results.

The item will be placed on a future work session.

Item No. 3 — Turtle Creek 2 Information

Public Works Director Steven Lang provided the Council information regarding the Turtle Creek
2 proposed annexation. The feasibility report identified a capital cost of $22,722 per parcel with
water service to the properties at an additional cost. There are 40 homes in the Turtle Creek 2
area. The residents have voted to become part of the City over staying with the Township to
access City services. Mr. Lang wanted to revisit the topic with Council to make sure they were
still in favor of the annexation. Mr. Lang added that the cost for the sewer would be paid via
hookup fees and not with assessments.

Moved by Council Member-at-Large Anderson, seconded by Council Member King, to move
forward with the annexation of the area known as Turtle Creek 2. Carried.

Item No. 4 — Transfer Station Lease Option




Public Works Director Steven Lang reviewed the options for the transfer station options with the
Council. Due to changes and decreases in waste stream, the revenue the City receives from the
lease dropped from $60,000 to $6,000 a year with lessor Waste Management.

There are a few different options for the future of the transfer station. One is to discontinue
operations there or repurpose the station for additional revenue. One option for repurpose would
be to work with Mower County on their proposed single sort recycling program. The recycling
company may manage the transfer station and still maintain hours for the public to dispose of
their solid waste.

For informational purposes only, no Council action needed at this time.

Item No. 5 — 2015 Council Goals

City Administrator Craig Clark provided an update to the 2015 Council goals. He stated staff
met to discuss moving to the utility building in the future. He added that the engineering
department works best on the main floor for space, Park & Rec is proposed to take the current
administration area and administration may take the second floor of the utility building. The
plan is ongoing and there will be additional meetings with staff to discuss the issue.

He also added that the City is making progress on the economic development front by working
collaboratively with different departments and the DCA to make the Cook Farm a “shovel ready
site” certified by DEED. This classification is beneficial because DEED will promote the site.

Item No. 6 — Open Discussion

Director of Public Works Steven Lang stated MN DOT is looking at putting a committee
together to discuss the 11 bridges slated for reconstruction from 2020-2025. He invited the
Mayor and Council to be part of the group which won’t start meeting until later in the summer.

Council Member Austin stated a constituent contacted him regarding notice for a meeting and
received a legal description with no property address. He noted that the citizen did not know the
location of the property based on the legal description and property addresses should be added to
notices.

Council Member Austin noted the hours in engineering department are different than other City
offices and would like some regularity for citizens. This would be especially important as the
City moves into the utility section of the building. He noted the idea of government is to serve
the public and all departments should be open from 8-5.

Moved by Council Member Austin, seconded by Council Member King, adjourning the work
session at 7:10 p.m.



Respectfully Submitted:

Ann M. Kasel
City Clerk



