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  TOWN of MAY 

WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

OFFICIAL TOWN BOARD MINUTES 

February 1, 2024 
 

 

The Board of Supervisors of the Town of May convened their regular monthly meeting on February 1st, 

2024, at the May Town Hall.  Those present included:  Board members John Pazlar, Steve Magner, and 

Don Rolf.  Clerk/Treasurer Bobbi Hummel; Deputy Clark/Treasurer Marsha Olson; Planner Nate 

Sparks, and Attorney Dave Snyder and those with business before the Town.  Engineer Erichson was 

absent. Chair John Pazlar called the meeting to order at 7:01 p.m.  

 

 

MINUTES 
Pazlar moved, seconded by Rolf to approve the minutes from the January 4th, 2024 Board Meeting. All 

in favor.  Motion Passed. 

 

 

CHECKS AND TREASURER’S REPORT 
Treasurer Marsha Olson presented the Treasurer’s report, showing total cash and investments of 

$2,177,659.75 of which $713,124.50 is in investments.  $1,842,565.99 is committed.  $335,093.77 is 

non committed.  

 

Pazlar moved, seconded by Magner to approve the cash control statement from 01/01/2024 to 

01/31/2024.  All in Favor.  Motion Passed. 

 

Checks #21948 to #21972 and EFT0224B, EFT00224F, and EFT0224S are also presented. 

 

Pazlar moved, seconded by Rolf to approve the Treasurers Report. All in Favor.  Motion Passed. 

 

 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
Chair Nelson presented a variance request for an unaddressed property between 17665 and 17741 

Keystone Ave.  The applicant intends to construct a single-family house and is seeking a variance to the 

setback from a driveway to a wetland on the property.  There is no alternative to get access to the rear 

property. 

 

The planning commission recommended approval with the following conditions: 

 
1. All construction shall generally adhere to the plans dated January 16, 2024 except as may be 

modified herein. 

2. The Applicant shall meet all requirements of the Washington County Conservation District. 

3. The Applicant shall meet all relevant requirements of the Wetland Conservation Act. 

4. The Applicant shall provide a vegetative buffer to the wetland meeting the requirements of the 

Town Wetland Ordinance subject to review and approval of Town and Conservation District 

Staff. 
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5. The Applicant shall finalize the review process with the Watershed District. 

6. The Applicant shall seek all necessary permits. 

7. The final site plan, driveway elevation, and plowing plan shall be subject to review and 

approval of the Town Engineer. 

 
Pazlar motions to approve Resolution 2024-05 for applicant Patrick Zahler related to the setback from 

a driveway to a wetland at property his property on Keystone Ave.  Seconded by Magner.  By roll call 

vote: Magner: YES, Pazlar: YES, Rolf: YES.  Motion Passed. 

 

 

PUBLIC VIOLATIONS HEARING 

 
13xxx – 120th St. N.   

The Board is presented with Resolution 2024-04 for consideration.  The owners of the property are in 

attendance tonight, they would like to work the issue out.   

 

Owners contend the second (field access) driveway has been there at least since 1967 and would like to 

understand the purpose behind not allowing a second access point.  Pazlar clarifies that the township 

ordinance does not allow a secondary driveway.  In this case it appears to be used as an access point to 

store recreational vehicles (campers).  Vehicle use over this second driveway has been documented, it 

is not just a small access to allow for mowing the acreage.  The town has received several complaints.  

Magner explains that this ordinance (not allowing multiple access points) is not uncommon.  The reason 

behind the ordinance is to minimize accidents, culvert/drainage reasons, or maintenance issues.   

 

Magner requests that the owners present a specific plan to the Board.  Indicating when the 2 trailers will 

be moved to an approved location, relocate the vehicles and debris on the property.   

 

Magner motions to table the matter infinitely and give the owners 30 days to submit a plan to move the 

trailers and vehicles to an approved location.  This will include a timeline of compliance and shall be 

submitted to Town Planner, Nate Sparks.  Seconded by Rolf.  All in Favor.  Motion Passed. 

 

 

201 SEWER SYSTEM 
No updates 

 

 

ENGINEERING AND ROADS 
Discussion on Washington County’s Long Range Transportation Plan will be discussed next month 

when Mark Erichson is present.   

 

Keystone Ave. N. 

Magner is addressing the issue of the sinking apron.  At this time, filing is unable to be complete.  He 

can not put fill over frost.  A plan is being worked on by Engineer Katie Koscielak to complete the 

project. 
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VIOLATIONS/COMPLAINTS

17xxx Olinda  Trail N.

The Board requested that the property owner remove materials on the property and take steps towards

completing clean-up  then  submit photos to the Board of the progress.  Some photos were submitted but

the owner indicated that he was injured and unable to complete the work.  A good faith effort was made.

Based on the submitted pictures, it appears a majority of the appliances were removed.

Magner motions to table this matter until Spring  (May meeting).  Seconded by Pazlar.  All in favor.

Motion passed.

14xxx  –  130th St. N.

The last  request  was to have a plan of demolition from the owners by the end of January.  Planner Sparks

has not heard from the owners in several weeks and does not have any further information at this time.

The  town  building  inspector  has  noticed  that  the  roof  is  collapsing  further  and  the  condition  is
deteriorating. Several complaints have been received from the surrounding neighbors.  Planner Sparks

advises contact be attempted again with the hope to update at the March meeting.

Rolf suggests Planner Sparks try to get  in  contact with the owners, if nothing is heard by the March

meeting the Board will need to move forward to get it remedied.  Magner agrees.

No action tonight and Sparks will update the Board next month.

OLD BUSINESS

Plowing along the private section of Panorama Ave. N.

JoAnne Grady would like confirm the  written  submissions she provided  of previous plowing along the

private portion of Panorama have been received.

Attorney  Snyder reports background that at a previous hearing on this issue, the Board and consultants

talked to the road crew about plowing along Panorama,  it was reported  that  the road was not plowed nor

was it the intention to use it as a public road.  Following the hearing,  information was supplied  by Ms.

Grady  that suggested  a  prior road crew had completed some plowing and grading along the road. The

town has not heard from the owner of the  private  road at this time.  If the town Board wishes to hold an

additional public hearing to consider the additional information it can, and make a decision based on

new information.  Snyder suggests the City Engineer review and confirm that information.  At that point

a legislative decision could be made.

Rolf notes the substandard condition of the road  and has concerns about plowing it as it is.  Pazlar agrees,

there is a risk there.

Snyder agrees, the township would have ability to acquire the road and bring the road up to township

standard  and  assessments  may  be  applied.  Pazlar  asks  if  the  residents  have  considered  the  potential

changes in asking for plowing services along the private road in front of their homes and/or making it a

public road.  It may include widening the road or making ditches.  Potentially taking some  of their front

yard property.
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The residents have considered that but find it confusing because another part of the same private road is 

being maintained by the township but has not been brought up to standard.  Ms. Grady notes that it has 

been maintained my township equipment in the past. 

 

Pazlar is open to further discussion on this issue, but wants to be clear that this case can come with some 

impacts that may need to be considered. 

 

Magner notes that the Township does maintain a portion of the private road for the sole purpose of 

maintaining access to the township’s triplex sewer lift station.  There is an easement on that part of the 

private road to do that.  There is not an easement beyond the lift station. There are logistical difficulties 

in expanding this road given it is a short and does not provide sufficient space to have a cul-de-sac.  

Additionally, connecting this road to other dead-end roads (making it a through road) in the area could 

be a difficult task with the other people living on dead-end roads. Additionally, approving free road 

service to a few people on a private road provides no public good to the whole township.   

 

Catherine Solheim (resident on Panorama) finds it upsetting that untrue things are being said here.  

Particularly, if the road “may or may not have” been plowed.  Mr. Voedisch was on the Board for over 

20 years and has said that he approved it, requested it, and planned it.  She has provided proof that it has 

been done.  It is not “may or may not have”.  The township has provided service for 25 years.  If the 

township has maintained service for 6 years the township is then responsible to continue.   

 

Snyder responds that Solheim’s comments are a gross oversimplification.  Maintaining the road depends 

on a number of factors.  Including actual intended activity on the road.  Continued intent and dedication 

by the owner. To date, the township has not yet heard from the actual owner of the property/road.  The 

Board talked to the road crew; they reported their version of events.  Thereafter, more information was 

gathered.  The Board can decide to evaluate that information if it chooses.  In short, it is more detailed 

and complex than stating if you plowed it for 6 years, you must continue.  Also worth mentioning, the 

township presented evidence where plowing was provided but homeowners were billed for it.   

 

Rolf comments it is important to uphold township ordinances.  He questions what would happen if the 

township votes to maintain the road.  Would that lead to a township road being non-compliant with their 

own ordinances.  Don would like to understand the time and costs of having the Engineer looking at it. 

 

Pazlar comments on the practicality of more study on this given the time of year.  He would like to get 

Engineer Erichson’s estimate on time/cost to look into the request given new information. 

 

Jason Jahnke Land Reclamation Permit  

Mr. Jahnke would like to know what he needs to complete on his project to get the balance of his escrow 

funds back and if he can get a new building permit.   

 

Planner Sparks updates the board that the security deposit was intended to ensure that the project was 

complete correctly.  The project is not complete.  The applicant has provided an as-build survey that the 

Engineer is reviewing in connection with the Watershed District.  The applicant will then be provided a 

task list to wrap up the project.  Upon completion, the balance of the security will be released. The need 

for another as-built survey will be determined by the Engineer and the Watershed District.  All direction 

will come after the initial review is complete.  Speculation about timelines and completing different 

parts of the project at later dates is not recommended.    
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Jack Kramer states that issuing a building permit prior to completing the first project could put the 

township in an unpleasant situation by over-riding approvals from the Engineer and the Watershed 

District.  It’s best to follow the steps in a legal manner, one step at a time following policy.   

 

Magner asks if discussion can be had with the Engineer to determine a rough timeline.  Planner Sparks 

and Engnineer Erichson have been in weekly communication regarding this project.  Coordination with 

the Watershed District has been challenging.  Magner recommends Mr. Jahnke contact the Watershed 

District with his concerns.   

 

Pazlar will keep the issue on the top of the list in order to keep the project moving. 

 

 

NEW BUSINESS 
 

Special Event Permit Application for Stillwater Log Run 

An application has been received for a special event permit.  The event is for the Stillwater Log Run ½ 

marathon on September 21st, 2024.  The run does not use any scenic or rustic roads.  The timeframe is 

listed from 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. The ordinance requires events start after 9:00 a.m.  Special 

consideration would need to be granted from the Board.  The overall plan appears to be well managed.  

No other events are currently scheduled around this time.   

 

A representative from the race clarifies that the 7:00 a.m. start time is actually for set up.  The actual 

race starts at 8:00 a.m.  Conclusion of the race is 12:00 (noon).  The 8:00 a.m. start is better for safety 

reasons.  The weather is the biggest concern and an early start can make a big difference in temperature.  

Also, an earlier start usually means less traffic on the roads.  They expect about 630 participants this 

year and this race has been on this same route since 1996 with no issues. 

 
Pazlar motions to approve this permit with a one-time exemption to the ordinance rules.  Rolf seconds.  All in 

favor.  Motion passed. 

 

Resolution 2024-02.  Appointing Election Judges for the Presidential Nomination Primary Election 

on March 5th, 2024.  

Pazlar motions to approve resolution 2024-02, seconded by Rolf.  By roll call vote: Magner: YES, Rolf: 

YES, Pazlar: YES. 

 

Resolution 2024-03.  Appointing Election Judges for the Township Election on March 12th, 2024.  

Pazlar motions to approve resolution 2024-03, seconded by Rolf.  By roll call vote: Magner: YES, Rolf: 

YES, Pazlar: YES. 

 

Town Hall Gate 

The town hall gate is not closing in the evenings as it should.  This has been an issue over the past year.  

It is important that the gate close to prevent vandalism at the Town Hall Park.  Barnum Gate suggested 

some needed upgrades.  In particular, the front roller is low and dragging in the mud, it needs to be 

raised.  The quote to repair/raise the roller is $1845.00.  This quote also includes installing a required 

safety mechanism on the gate. 
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Pazlar motions to approve the quote for $1845.00 from Barnum Gate to complete the work. Rolf 

seconds.  All in favor.  Motion passed. 

 

   

 

 

Meeting adjourned at 8:52 p.m. without objection. 

 

 

______________________________  _____________________________  
Bobbi Hummel    John Pazlar 

Clerk/Treasurer             Board Supervisor, Chair 
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TOWN of MAY 

WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES 

February 19, 2024 

 
 

The Board of Supervisors of the Town of May convened a special meeting on Monday, February 

19, 2024, at 9:00 a.m. Those present included:  Board members John Pazlar, Steve Magner, and 

Don Rolf; Deputy Clerk/Treasurer Marsha Olson, and Clerk/Treasurer Bobbi Hummel.   

 

Notice was posted on the township’s website and at the Town Hall more than 72 hours prior to 

February 19th, 2024.  

 

The sole purpose of the special meeting was to review and approve the proposed 2025 levy. 

 

Board Chair John Pazlar called the meeting to order at 9:05 a.m.  

 

The proposed levy has been reviewed by all Board members individually prior to this meeting. 

 

The initial proposal includes re-paving Lynch Road.  Estimates are $1.8 million to complete the 

project.  This initial draft proposes $150,000.00 be levied every year over the next 10 years. This 

would mean a nearly 20% levy.   Previous years have levied $20,000 per year for this project, 

which would put the 2025 levy closer to 6%.   

 

Pazlar has concerns about this and notes it is a low traffic road with about 30-40 homes on it.  

Perhaps an ask of $40,000 to $50,000 would get the township closer to the goal in 10 years. 

 

Rolf questions why spend this much money on a road that has limited use.  Don is comfortable 

with a 5%-6% levy. 

 

Magner is not in support of this large of a levy.  6% is realistic, closer to 5% is better.  There is 

some savings in plowing costs this year due to the mild winter this year.  But there is still potential 

for snowfall. The grading used up some of those funds because grading was still being done late 

into the year. He is in support of lowering the gravel request from $40,000 to $30,000 also. 

 

Pazlar motions to approve the May Township 2025 proposed levy of 1,104,986 at 5.69% and that 

these totals be presented at the annual meeting on March 12th, 2024.  Seconded by Magner.   

 

By Roll Call Vote:  Pazlar YES, Rolf YES, Magner YES. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 9:41 a.m.  

 

Submitted:    Approved:  

 

 

______________________________  _____________________________  

Bobbi Hummel    John Pazlar 

Clerk/Treasurer             Board Supervisor, Chair  



 

A great place to live, work and play…today and tomorrow 
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www.co.washington.mn.us 
 

Washington County is an equal opportunity organization and employer 
 

PUBLIC WORKS 
Wayne Sandberg, P.E., Director, County Engineer 

Frank D. Ticknor, P.E., Deputy Director 

January 29, 2024 

 
2024 CONTRACT STRIPING NEEDS 

 
Washington County Traffic Operations is in the process of identifying estimated striping quantities for the 
2024 striping season. If your community would like any local roads to be included in our striping 
contracts, we are requesting that you provide us with a request letter no later than April 29, 2024. The 
following must be included in your letter.  

 
• Clearly label the name of your community 
• Estimate the quantities (linear feet) of centerline and edge line striping 
• Mark the number of pages - (Example, Page 1 of 3) 
• Provide a 11” x 17” PDF map of your community showing the roadways to be striped with the 

striping endpoints marked, for example “From 1st Street to 100 ft north of 10th St”. 
• Mark NORTH on your map 
• Color code the map according to what is needed on each segment: 

o YELLOW for center line only 
o BLUE for edge line only 
o GREEN for both center line and edge line 

• Please indicate if you would like the marking to be striped wider than 4 inches”.  6 inch” edge 
lines are sometimes used. 

 
If we do not receive a letter by April 29, 2024, we will not be able to include your community in our 2024 
striping operations. 

 
We will not know the unit cost until the contract is bid.  Last year’s cost for a 4” line was approximately 
$0.09 per foot. Please note that this cost refers only to the actual length of the material placed, and not 
the gaps in between the markings. 

 
Feedback from our contractors is that they have in the past submitted higher bid prices due to 
communities not being ready for striping at the same time as the nearby county roads.  To keep bid 
prices down, this contract should be used only for roads that are ready to stripe early in the season. If 
you are planning crack patching, sealcoating or other pavement resurfacing projects for your local 
roadways, please include striping in those contracts, as Washington County will no longer order our 
contractor to return to stripe roadways which were not ready at the time that adjacent county highways 
were striped. 

 



 
  
 

Please note that the use of yellow centerline markings are not required for roads with less than 6000 
vehicles per day.  However, if centerline markings are used, No Passing Zones must be properly 
marked.  If your community wishes to have centerlines marked on local roads, including roads with 
existing centerline markings, please contact your City or Township Engineer to determine and mark the 
appropriate passing zones. A summary of this procedure is contained in MnDOT’s Traffic Engineering 
Manual, Section 7-5.00. Alternatively, the entire roadway may be marked as a No Passing Zone; 
however, this approach will result in a substantial increase in paint usage.  Washington County’s 
contractor will only mark local roadways in compliance with this requirement. 

 
If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at 651-430-4398 

 
Adam M. Bruening 

Transportation Coordinator-Traffic 
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DEPUTY CLERK/TREASURER 
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Marine on St. Croix, MN 55047 
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 TO: Washington County Public Works 

 

FROM: May Township 

 

RE: 2024 Contract Striping Needs 

 

DATE: March 7, 2024 

 

May Township is interested in Washington County Traffic Operations contracting the striping of Lynch 

Road from Keystone Avenue North (County Road 57) to Manning Avenue North (County Road 15).  This 

stretch of Lynch Road is approximately 2.112 miles in length which is approximately 11,151.36 linear feet.   

 

 

The township is interested in 4” edge line only striping.  See attached 11X17 township map outlining the area 

we are requesting.  The Town Board passed a “not to exceed” figure of $_________at its March 7th, 2024 

board meeting.  If the project is projected to be more than $__________, please let us know.   

 

If you have any questions regarding this project, please reach out to Road Supervisor Steve Magner at 651-

439-5366.   

 

 

 



DRAFT Meeting Notes 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Long Range Transportation Plan 
City and Township Work Sessions 
 
 

Meeting Details: 
Meeting Date Location 
Wednesday February 7 
4:00-5:30 p.m. 

Washington County Public Works  
11660 Myeron Rd N, Stillwater, MN 55082 

Thursday February 8 
4:00-5:30 p.m. 

R. H. Stafford Library  
8595 Central Park Place, Woodbury, MN 55125 

 
Attendees: 

Agency Work Session 1 
Wednesday February 7, 2024 

Work Session 2 
Thursday February 8, 2024 

TOTAL ATTENDEES 22 20 
Washington County Commissioner Fran Miron (District 1) 

Commissioner Stan Karwoski (District 2) 
Commissioner Gary Kreisel (District 3) 
 
Frank Ticknor, Deputy Public Works Director 
Lyssa Leitner, Planning Director 
Kevin Peterson, Design Engineer 
Madeline Dahlheimer, Sr. Planner 
Andrea Rehm, Planner II 
Andrew Giesen, Engineer III 
 
Craig Vaughn, Transportation Collaborative 
(project consultant representative) 

Commissioner Stan Karwoski (District 2) 
Commissioner Karla Bigham (District 4) 
Commissioner Michele Clasen (District 5) 
 
Frank Ticknor, Deputy Public Works Director 
Madeline Dahlheimer, Sr. Planner 
Andrea Rehm, Planner II 
Andrew Giesen, Engineer III 
 
Lance Bernard, Transportation Collaborative 
(project consultant representative) 

Afton  Lucia Wroblewski, City Council – Ward 2 
Bayport Mayor Michele Hanson  
Cottage Grove Ryan Burfeind, Public Works Director Mayor Myron Bailey 

Councilmember Monique Garza 
Forest Lake Councilmember Hanna Valento 

Kristina Handt, Interim City Administrator 
 

Hugo Rachel Juba, Community Development Dir. 
Mark Erichson, City Engineer 

 

Lake Elmo Mayor Charles Cadenhead Marty Powers, Public Works Director 
Mahtomedi  Council Member Lilly Melander 
May Township Mark Erichson, City Engineer  
Newport  Councilmember Marvin Taylor 
Oak Park Heights Mayor Mary McComber 

Councilmember Chuck Dougherty 
 

   



 

 

 
 
 
 

Oakdale  Mayor Kevin Zabel 
Jesse Farrell, City Engineer 

Scandia Kyle Morell, City Administrator Council Member Steve Kronmiller 
St. Paul Park  Council Member Tim Conrad 
Stillwater Tim Gladhill, Community Development Dir.  
West Lakeland Township  Chairman Dave Schultz 
Woodbury Eric Searles, Asst. Community Development 

Dir./City Planner 
Janelle Schmitz, Community Development Dir. 

 

Meeting Notes: 

1. Welcome and Introductions by Agency (20 minutes) 
County Commissioner Kriesel provided welcoming remarks at Meeting 1. Commissioner Karwoski provided 
welcoming remarks at Meeting 2. 
o What is your name? What agency are you representing? What is your role/position? 
o What are 3-5 transportation “hot topics” in your community from the perspective of Elected Officials, staff, 

and/or community members? Topics could cover priorities, common comments, what’s working well/what 
isn’t, etc. (responses summarized in following table) 
 

Agency Work Session 1 
Wednesday February 7, 2024 

Work Session 2 
Thursday February 8, 2024 

Washington County ⋅ Turnbacks 
⋅ Multi-modal 
⋅ Circual transit routes (connections to retail 

and jobs) 
⋅ Cost share Policy  
⋅ Goldline 

⋅ Gold Line 
⋅ Circual transit routes (connections to retail 

and jobs) 
⋅ Traffic safety 
⋅ State Highway 95 (Manning Ave.) 
⋅ Environment 
⋅ Transit 
⋅ Regional trail connection from Battle Creek 

to St/ Croix River  
⋅ County Road 19A/100th Street 
⋅ Red Rock Corridor (East-West connection) 

Afton  ⋅ Pavement condition on CSAH 18 
⋅ Speeds 
⋅ Want implementation of Middle St. Croix 

Master Plan 
⋅ Pedestrian safety on Neal Ave. 
⋅ Want off road trail on Manning Ave. 
⋅ Pedestrian connections  

Bayport ⋅ Speeds (on State Hwy 95) 
⋅ Traffic changes with school relocation 
⋅ Bike trails / bike lanes 
⋅ Public transportation  

 

Cottage Grove ⋅ Pedestrian enhancements 
⋅ Transit (both regional and local, Red Rock 

Corridor) 
⋅ Planning for growth 
⋅ East-West connection (east of 95) 

⋅ Aerial access from business park to Hwy 61 
⋅ Circular bus 
⋅ Trails 
⋅ County hwy expansion  

Forest Lake ⋅ Road maintenance / beautification  
⋅ Lack of transit options 
⋅ Perceived travel speeds 
⋅ Walkability  

 



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
Hugo 

⋅ Planning for growth 
⋅ Trails / walkability / gaps 
⋅ Rethinking transit  

 

Lake Elmo  ⋅ Pedestrian traffic and crossings 
⋅ Hwy 36 intersection improvements 
⋅ Trail connections  

Mahtomedi  ⋅ Quality of highways 
⋅ Lake Links Trails 
⋅ Turnback of State Highway 244 

May Township ⋅ Safety 
⋅ Pedestrian access 
⋅ Environment and size of project  

 

Newport  ⋅ Transit Station 
⋅ Trail connections to Woodbury 
⋅ Intersection of Bailey and Military (account 

for future growth)  
Oak Park Heights ⋅ Adding double turn lanes for NB Osgood 

to WB 36 
⋅ Directional signage for business district 
⋅ Proposed homeless shelter 
⋅ 58th Street connection  
⋅ Trail connections and maintenance 
⋅ Truck noise (36, 95, and Stagecoach) 

 

Oakdale  ⋅ Safety (Century Ave.) 
⋅ Mobility for non-motorized users 
⋅ Safe connections to schools 

Scandia ⋅ Speed 
⋅ Safety 
⋅ Walkability 
⋅ Bike accessibility / safety 
⋅ Intersection safety (Manning and 97) 

⋅ Trails and connections 
⋅ Multi-Modal 
⋅ Cost 
⋅ Manning and State Highway 97 intersection 

St. Paul Park  ⋅ Hwy 61 and 70th Street Operations 
⋅ County Road 74 hill towards Hwy 61 
⋅ 3rd Street (City Street) 
⋅ Add trail along Mississippi River 
⋅ Refinery traffic  

Stillwater ⋅ Growth management (along Manning 
Ave.) 

⋅ Safety (ex. Washington Ave. & Hwy 36) 
⋅ Pavement management (Myrtle Street, 

Turnbacks) 
⋅ Transit (local and 36 corridor) 
⋅ Bike and pedestrians 

 

West Lakeland Township  ⋅ Funding 
Woodbury ⋅ Walkability 

⋅ Gap analysis 
⋅ Speeds 
⋅ Scale (crossings for pedestrians)  
⋅ Circulator transit routes, connections to 

Gold Line  

⋅ Transit 
⋅ Public safety on transit  
⋅ Feeder buses / micro-transit / vanpools 
⋅ Pedestrian connections 
⋅ Mobility and safety 
⋅ Livability vs. speeds  

  



 

 

 
 
 
 

2. Presentation - Long Range Transportation Plan Introduction & Overview (10 minutes) 
County staff presented Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) introduction and overview including initial project 
objectives, timeline, and stakeholder engagement approach. See attached presentation slides. Opportunity for 
questions following presentation: 

• Will feedback received be coalesced into one summary or kept separate based on feedback from each 
agency?  Feedback from work sessions will be summarized with general themes as well as some analysis 
as to which themes are consistent across the County or potentially different across community types. This 
will be completed following in-person work session series and online opportunity to provide feedback for 
those unable to attend. 

• What spurred this project? Interest in centralizing information related to transportation decision making, 
layering different mode or issues information to holistically review system needs, and identifying 
performance measures to track progress toward goals were several considerations in initiating project. 
LRTP provides opportunity to create unique tool specific to Washington County needs and interest areas. 

• How will feedback be incorporated into the process? Engaging with partner cities and townships at the 
start of process to get feedback on prioritization of transportation network characteristics which will help 
inform any revisions to County transportation goals, development of potential performance measures, and 
inputs to transportation network analysis. 

3. Facilitated Group Discussion (50 minutes)  
 

Q1) System Prioritization Exercise: System condition, safety, and regional connectivity will continue to be core 
themes of the County’s transportation goals and policies. What other areas should the County’s Long Range 
Transportation Plan (re)emphasize? Select your top four: 

System Characteristic Top Four/Priorities 1-4 Second Tier/Priorities 5-
8 

Notes 

Ease of travel [11] Woodbury; Oak 
Park Heights; Oak Park 
Heights; May 
Township; Lake Elmo; 
Hugo; Scandia; Forest 
Lake; Hugo; Bayport; 
Forest Lake 
--- 
[9] Oakdale; St. Paul 
Park; Lake Elmo; 
Oakdale; West 
Lakeland Township; 
Mahtomedi; Cottage 
Grove; Cottage Grove; 
Woodbury 

[4] Stillwater; Cottage 
Grove; Oak Park Heights; 
Oak Park Heights 
--- 
[3] Scandia; St. Paul 
Park; Newport  

⋅ Woodbury – consider consistency, 
noted that desired “speed” depends 
on context. 

⋅ Bayport – does NOT mean faster 
speeds 
Oak Park Heights – consider 
pavement condition as part of ease of 
travel 

⋅ Forest Lake – consider efficiency, 
direct paths to destination. 

--- 
⋅ Cottage Grove – easy access to 

business park, connections between 
modes, user comfort/ familiarity with 
roundabouts has room for 
improvement 

⋅ Woodbury – intersection 
improvements 

⋅ St Paul Park – syncing of traffic lights, 
and sense of security at transit stops 
(ease and comfort of use) 

⋅ Oakdale – ease of travel related to 
capacity; relievers in County 
disjointed 

Economic Vitality 
 

[6] Lake Elmo; Forest 
Lake 

[4] Hugo; Woodbury; 
Hugo; Scandia  
--- 

⋅ Cottage Grove – relates to SW Arterial 
project: access to 61 supports growth 
and job creation 



 

 

 
 
 
 

Oak Park Heights; 
Forest Lake; Cottage 
Grove; Stillwater 
--- 
[6] Cottage Grove; Lake 
Elmo; Cottage Grove; 
Newport; Oakdale; 
Mahtomedi 

[8] Oakdale; Oakdale; 
Cottage Grove; 
Woodbury; Scandia; 
Lake Elmo; Afton; 
Mahtomedi 

⋅ Forest Lake – consider many factors of 
supporting a downtown, such as 
pedestrian friendliness, parking, 
minimal congestion, and appropriate 
vehicular speed. 

Tourism 
 

[3] Scandia; Stillwater; 
Oak Park Heights 
--- 
[1] Scandia 

[3] Woodbury; Forest 
Lake; Bayport 
--- 
[4] Cottage Grove; 
Afton; Cottage Grove; St. 
Paul Park 

 

Environmental 
Stewardship 
 

[2] May Township; 
Bayport 
--- 
[9] Cottage Grove; 
Mahtomedi; Scandia; 
Oakdale; Lake Elmo; 
Woodbury; Oakdale; 
Afton; West Lakeland 
Township 

[4] Forest Lake; Cottage 
Grove; Hugo; Hugo 
--- 
[4] Newport; 
Mahtomedi; Cottage 
Grove; Lake Elmo 

⋅ Scandia – values open space and 
lakes, thus want to reduce emissions, 
and improve stormwater mgmt 

⋅ West Lakeland Township – consider 
PFAS, township on wells 

Climate Resilience 
 

[1] Stillwater 
--- 
[0] 

[0]  
--- 
[1] Oakdale 

 

Geographic Equity 
 

[6] Oak Park Heights; 
Hugo; Oak Park 
Heights; Hugo; Scandia; 
May Township 
--- 
[1] Afton 

[6] Oak Park Heights, 
Bayport; Cottage Grove; 
Forest Lake; Forest Lake; 
Lake Elmo 
--- 
[6] Mahtomedi; Cottage 
Grove; Lake Elmo; West 
Lakeland Township; 
Scandia; Oakdale  

 

Demographic Equity 
 

[3] Forest Lake; Forest 
Lake; Woodbury 
---- 
[1] Newport 

[5] Scandia; Lake Elmo; 
Bayport; Stillwater; 
Cottage Grove 
--- 
[5] Oakdale; Scandia; 
Oakdale; St. Paul Park; 
West Lakeland Township 

 

Innovation/Emerging 
Technology 
 

[2] Oak Park Heights; 
Bayport 
--- 
[0] 

[6] Woodbury; Scandia; 
Lake Elmo; Hugo; Hugo; 
Forest Lake 
--- 
[5] Woodbury; Oakdale; 
Afton; Mahtomedi; West 
Lakeland Township  

⋅ Scandia – cost burden of EV should 
fall on users, not tax payers 

⋅ West Lakeland Township – cost of EV 
stations is high 

⋅ Afton – small communities cannot 
compete for grant money aimed at EV 

Transit Expansion 
 

[3] Stillwater; Cottage 
Grove; Woodbury 
--- 

[8] Scandia; Oak Park 
Heights; Hugo; Forest 
Lake; Hugo; Lake Elmo; 
Bayport; Forest Lake 
--- 

 



 

 

 
 
 
 

[4] St. Paul Park; 
Woodbury; Cottage 
Grove; Newport 

[2] Cottage Grove; West 
Lakeland Township 

Active Transportation 
(biking/walking) 
 

[10] Oak Park Heights; 
Hugo; Bayport; Cottage 
Grove; Hugo; 
Woodbury; Scandia; 
Forest Lake; Forest 
Lake; May Township 
--- 
[11] Cottage Grove; 
West Lakeland 
Township; Lake Elmo; 
Oakdale; St. Paul Park; 
Afton; Woodbury; 
Scandia; Mahtomedi; 
Oakdale; Newport 

[1] Stillwater 
--- 
[3] Oakdale; Cottage 
Grove; Lake Elmo 

 

County Highway 
Expansion 
 

[4] Lake Elmo; Hugo; 
Cottage Grove; Hugo 
--- 
[4] Cottage Grove; St. 
Paul Park; West 
Lakeland Township; 
Oakdale 

[3] Woodbury; 
Stillwater; Forest Lake 
--- 
[3] Woodbury; Cottage 
Grove; St. Paul Park 

⋅ Hugo – relates to supporting a 
growing business corridor between 
Hugo and Lino Lakes 

⋅ Lake Elmo – relates to growth along 
Manning, Lake Elmo Ave into CSAH 14 

⋅ Saint Paul Park – widen county roads 
for safety reasons 

⋅ Cottage Grove – expansion to 
eliminate at grade railroad crossings, 
add roadway to support new regional 
park at Grey Cloud Island. Generally, 
“expand” means to respond to 
circumstances. 

⋅ Oakdale – forward thinking on 
“receiver roads” and the 
consequences of the state’s 
Rethinking 94 project 

Other 
 

[1] Lake Elmo – 
Highway Safety 
--- 
[2] Scandia – 
Snowmobile/ATV Trails; 
Afton – Safety, can’t 
compete with high 
volume areas 

[0] 
--- 
[2] Woodbury – 
Livability; Afton – 
Coordination with DOT, 
Co and city with 
Manning and other 
roads – trails N-S & E-W 
corridors 

 

 
  



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
Q2) Round Robin: What are the challenges/barriers to achieving positive outcomes related to transportation in 

your community? 
 
Work Session 1 – February 7, 2024 

• Bayport – topography; communication from County (example speed limits) 
• Cottage Grove - impacts of pandemic on transit ridership; speeds and traffic control practices on county 

highways (impacts walkability, crossings of high-volume roads) 
• Forest Lake - lack of funding; lack of jurisdictional authority 
• Hugo - flexibility related to development; timing of development; funding 
• Lake Elmo - pedestrian crossings on County Highways 
• Oak Park Heights - limited right-of-way; cut thru traffic; city desires vs standard county practice (related 

to ped facilities)   
• Scandia - public perception; appropriateness of the project for the area 
• Stillwater - limited right-of-way 
• Woodbury – convenience (for vehicles) vs. walkability; every decision has a consequence, finding a 

balance; private property vs public good 
 

Work Session 2 – February 8, 2024 
• Afton - don’t have traffic volumes to warrant improvements (compared to higher populated 

communities) 
• Cottage Grove - regional grant funding scoring favors even bigger cities such as Minneapolis or St Paul 
• Scandia - no state aid funds for smaller communities; Multiple jurisdictions makes project coordination 

difficult 
 

Q3) Round Robin: What would you like to see the County’s Long Range Transportation Plan address in order to 
support or bolster goals/policies in your community?   

 
Work Session 1 – February 7, 2024 

• Forest Lake - flexibility in responding to development 
• Hugo - flexibility in design standards based on community context 
• Lake Elmo - long term pavement management plan 
• Stillwater – MnDOT involvement 
• Woodbury - maintain consistent design standards; county to lead transit 

 
Work Session 2 – February 8, 2024 
Question skipped due to meeting schedule. 

4. Next Steps & Adjourn (10 minutes) 
Washington County will send out meeting notes following work session series. Communications will include link for 
online comments for those unable to attend work sessions or to share across agencies for additional feedback 
(elected officials or staff). 
 
County Commissioners Miron and Karwoski provided closing remarks at Meeting 1. Commissioner Bigham provided 
closing remarks at Meeting 2. 



 

 

A MAP OF THE PROPOSED RACE ROUTE AND DETOUR ROUTE MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION 

May Township 
 

Special Event Permit Application 
P.O. Box 60 | Marine on St. Croix | Washington County | Minnesota 55047 

651-439-1706 | bobbi@townofmay.org  
 

 

*An application must be submitted at least 60 days in advance of the date of the event* 
 

 

 

Event Organizer Name:___________________________ Event Name: _______________________________ 

Event Organizer Email: __________________________  Phone Number: _____________________________ 

Date of Event: __________________________________ Hours of Event: _____________________________ 

Will there be a set-up/take-down time required: _______  If so, when: ________________________________ 

Approximate Number of participants: _______________  Is this an annual event: _______________________  

 

Type of Event (check one) 
 

ATHLETIC EVENT: A scheduled and registered event or gathering of persons for physical 

exertion that moves from on location to another location. (including biking running, walking, skiing).  

All athletic events that start, traverse, and/or finish in the town. 

 

PARADE: Any procession or motorcade, consisting of persons, animals, vehicle on any public 

grounds within the town that interferes with the normal flow or regulation of traffic.  Not including 

funeral processions. 

 

PUBLIC EVENT: Any public non-commercial event hosted by a property owner on a specific 

parcel of land. (including sports tournaments or water access events) Not including social gatherings, 

private parties or athletic events in public parks. 
 

Will the event require or use any of the following? (please answer yes or no to each) 

Firearms: _______   Sound amplification: _______  Portable restrooms: _______ 

Pyrotechnics: _______  Musical entertainment: _______  Waste/recycling: _______ 

Fireworks: _______   Animals: _______    Parks: _______ 

Tents/canopies: _______  Temporary Structures: _______  Parking restrictions: _______ 

Propane: _______   Food Service/Vendors: _______  Security: _______ 

Power generation: _______  Alcohol/Liquor: _______   Entertainers: _______ 

 

General Description of Event: (please include names and contact information for any security personal, food 

vendors and/or entertainers).__________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

mailto:bobbi@townofmay.org


 

 

 

REVIEW.  The application shall be referred to the Town Board for review of the contents of the application 

and for recommendation as to matters of public safety.  

 

PERMIT PERFORMANCE STANDARDS AND CONDITIONS.  If the Special Event does not occur 

completely within a public roadway or on another publicly-owned property, the organizer must distribute a 

notice to all properties immediately adjacent to the event location. A copy of the notice should be included with 

the application. The notice shall include: 

1. Name of the event 

2. Location of the venue 

3. Date of the event 

4. Time of the event 

5. Contact information for questions 
 

A. The Town Board may issue the permit with such conditions and requirements as are necessary to protect 

the safety and rights of the public including the requirement that private security personnel, contracted 

police services, and/or emergency medical technicians be employed by the permittee in the conduct of 

the event. 
 

B. The applicant shall be responsible for clean-up, proper disposal of garbage and trash, and restoration of 

the special event site or route to the same condition as existed prior to the event. The applicant shall be 

responsible for the reasonable costs incurred by the Town for clean-up, proper disposal of garbage and 

trash, and restoration of the special event site. 

 

FEES 

A. A non-refundable permit fee in an amount set by the Town Fee Schedule shall be made to the Town 

Clerk at the time the application is made.  

B. The applicant shall submit a refundable deposit to cover any costs incurred by the Town for clean-up, 

police services, or other costs generated by the event. The minimum deposit should be an amount set by 

the Fee Schedule.  The Town Clerk may increase the deposit based on the nature of the event. 

C. Multi-day Special Events will require a permit and permit fee for each day of the event as set forth in the 

fee schedule and shall be considered an event for each scheduled day. 

D. All costs incurred as a result of the event shall be reimbursed in full to the Town by the applicant or 

sponsoring organization within 30 days of receipt of an itemized invoice from the Town. 

 

Special Event Permit     $500 plus $500 escrow* 

Special Event Deposit    $1000 

 

*Escrow may be increased by the Town Clerk for certain events 

 

DENIAL OF APPLICATION.   A permit may be denied based upon a determination that:  

A. The event may seriously endanger public safety; 

B. The event may seriously inconvenience the general public; 

C. The event may unreasonably infringe upon the rights and quietude of other property owners; 

D. The event may conflict with another proximate event or interfere with construction or maintenance 

work; 

E. Sufficient parking near the site of the event has not been provided to accommodate the number of 

vehicles reasonably expected, or the applicant has not provided a plan that is sufficient to shuttle visitors 

to and from the event; 

F. The event lacks sufficient sanitation, security personnel, first aid, or other safety precautions; 



 

 

G. The applicant failed to complete the application form after being notified of the additional information 

or conditions required; 

H. The applicant cannot meet or is unwilling to meet, or has a demonstrated history of not meeting the 

requirements of this ordinance; 

I. Other issues in the public interest were identified by the Town Clerk; 

J. Failure to prepay fees. 

K. The applicant or property has hosted one other event during the calendar year. 

L. The proposed event is a violation of the Town Code or Town Zoning Ordinance. 

M. The proposed event is commercial in nature. 

 

EXEMPTION FROM PERMIT.  The Town and groups authorized by license from the Town to use public 

parks and facilities for their intended purpose shall be exempt from the requirements of this Article.  Properties 

that are within the GB, General Business District and/or that are otherwise permitted via a conditional use 

permit or the Zoning Ordinance to host events are excepted from the requirements of this Article when the event 

is consistent with all applicable zoning standards and previously issued permits. 

USE OF TOWN FACITIES FOR SPECIAL EVENTS.  Except for Special Events hosted by the Town and 

community groups with a license to use Town facilities for the intended purpose of said facilities, no special 

event may use Town facilities.  Park facilities including parking are intended for public park use only and are 

not available for Special Events. 

NOISE REGULATIONS.  Each person who is issued a Special Event permit shall comply in all respects with 

all applicable noise and nuisance provisions of the Town Code. Additionally, the noise produced by the event 

shall not disturb the peace and quietude of neighboring residential property owners or residential tenants. 

REVOCATION.  Any Special Event permit issued by the Town may be suspended or revoked upon a finding 

that the permittee, during the term of the permit, failed to comply with: 

A. Any provision of this ordinance; 

B. Any directive or order issued by a law enforcement officer; 

C. Any condition imposed upon the issuance of the permit; 

D. Any term, restriction, or provision stated upon the permit; or 

E. Any applicable federal or state statute, administrative rule, or city or county ordinance. 

 

PENALITY.  Any person who violates any provision of this Chapter is guilty of a misdemeanor and shall, 

upon conviction thereof, be punished according to law. Each act of violation and each day a violation occurs or 

continues constitutes a separate offense. In all cases the Town shall be entitled to collect its enforcement costs 

as permitted by law. 

 

 

 

OFFICE USE ONLY 

        

 

Clerk/Treasurer Received: ____________________________________________________________________ 

Town Board Approval: _______________________________________________________________________ 

Notes: ____________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________ 



 

 

 

SPECIAL EVENT PROVISIONS 

 

 

1. No special events shall be held or conducted between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 9:00 a.m. 

2. No special events shall utilize a Township public roadway that is deemed to be a Rustic or Scenic Road. 

3. No more than two special event permits may be granted in any three-month period.  Not two events may 

occur on the same day.  The events shall be granted in the order of the receipt of the permit application. 

4. All participants and event officials shall obey all Minnesota and Local laws pertaining to the use of 

highway rights-of-way. 

5. There shall be no signed changes to yield or stop conditions at any intersections along the route. 

6. No stands, buildings, tents, or other encroachments will be permitted within the township right-of-way 

unless specifically noted in the permit application and map. 

7. The use of spray paint on roadways, telephone poles and trails are prohibited, except for temporary chalk-

based material. All temporary signage for event will be allowed during the event period only. Permanent 

road signs shall not be removed or covered with event signage. 

8. This permit does not in any way relieve the Applicant/Organization of liability for damages caused to the 

road or resulting from traffic accidents that may in any way be related to the permit. All damages, claims, 

or adjustments shall be the responsibility of the Applicant/Organization. 

9. The Event Coordinator listed on the front page shall monitor the event to ensure the safety of participants 

and spectators. This person shall be available during the event should Washington County Sheriff’s 

Department, May Township officials or staff have concerns with the safety aspects of this event. 

10. This permit cannot be assigned, transferred, or subcontracted to others without written consent of May 

Township.   

11. The Event Coordinator shall be responsible for all necessary street cleaning to May Township’s 

satisfaction. 

12. The Applicant/Organization agree to indemnify, save, and hold harmless May Township and all its agents 

and employees from all suits, actions and claims of any character brought because of injuries of damages 

received or sustained by any person, persons, or property on account of any problems, accidents or other 

issues associated with the event. 

13. Permission from state, county, cities and/or townships is required for roads under their jurisdiction. 

14. Other: ______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

I/We, the undersigned, herewith accept the terms and conditions of the regulations of May Township’s Board of 

Supervisors and agree to fully comply therewith to the satisfaction of the May Town Board.  In consideration of 

May Township’s approval granted herein and by signing below, the Applicant/Organization shall indemnify, hold 

harmless and defend May Township, its officers and employees against any and all liability, loss, costs, damages, 

expenses, claims or actions, including attorney’s fees which May Township, its officers or employees may 

hereinafter sustain, incur or be required to pay, arising out of or by reason of the permitted activity and or use of 

road right-of-way including, but not limited to any negligent or willful act or omission of the 

Applicant/Organization, its agents, servants, employees, business invitees or guests or of any other parties. 

 

 

Dated:_____________________ Requested By:________________________________________________ 

                   Permittee Signature & Title of Authority  

 



Fat and Happy
Short Course

11.8 miles
Long Course

21.9 (stick, 2x loop, stick)



Venue Address:
Square Lake Park

15450 Square Lake Trail N, Stillwater,
MN 55082 

SHORT LONG 

Interactive Maps



 

 
 

PLANNING MEMO  
 
To:  Town of May Board Chair and Supervisors 
 
From:  Nate Sparks, Town Planner 
 
Date:  March 6, 2024 
 
Re: Comprehensive Plan Implementation 

Historic Structures / Cultural Resources / Scenic Views 
 
Background 
Since the Comprehensive Plan was last updated, the Town Board has been undertaking efforts to 
implement the plan.  One key aspect of the plan is to preserve the existential character of the 
Township.  This led to the recent discussions regarding the preservation of natural resources, the 
Conservancy District, and the bolstering of policies related to Township Scenic and Rustic Roads.  
 
Last year, the Town Board received comments from members of the public expressing concern that 
there are potentially imperiled historic structures and scenic views in the community, as well.  The 
Town Board chose to enact a moratorium in November on the issuance of demolition permits for 
structures on larger tracts of land where many of the potentially impacted historic structures would be 
located.  This moratorium is intended to lead to a study of the related issues. 
 
Comprehensive Plan 
The Comprehensive Plan has a list of cultural resources and historic structures/sites of importance to 
the Town.  This list should be reviewed for potential additions and subtractions.  Also the �³Cultural 
Resources�  ́section has many of the facilities listed have been facing significant changes in recent 
years.  It may also be advisable to update this list. 
 
A goal listed in the Comprehensive Plan is to �³preserve key historic and cultural resources.�  ́ There 
are also listed several �³implementation actions�  ́as part of the Plan.  The relevant list of goals and 
actions include: 
 
�‡���(ncourage continued use of established historic and cultural resources manners consistent with this 
plan. 
�‡���8�W�L�O�L�]�H���O�R�Z�H�U���L�P�S�D�F�W���G�H�V�L�J�Q���U�R�D�G�Z�D�\�V�����V�X�F�K���D�V���W�K�H���6�F�H�Q�L�F���D�Q�G���5�X�V�W�L�F���5�R�D�G���G�H�V�L�J�Q�D�W�L�R�Q�V�����W�R���O�L�P�L�W 
infrastructure impacts on key natural and scenic areas. 
�‡���0�D�\���Z�L�O�O���H�[�D�P�L�Q�H���S�H�U�I�R�U�P�L�Q�J���D�Q���L�Q�Y�H�Q�W�R�U�\���R�I���³�V�F�H�Q�L�F���Y�L�H�Z�V�´���Z�L�W�K�L�Q���L�W�V���E�R�X�Q�G�D�U�L�H�V���W�R���L�Q�I�R�U�P���I�X�W�X�U�H��
policy and code. 
�‡���7�K�H���7�R�Z�Q���Z�L�O�O���L�Q�F�U�H�D�V�H���V�W�U�X�F�W�X�U�H���V�H�W�E�D�F�N�V���I�U�R�P���7�R�Z�Q���6�F�H�Q�L�F���D�Q�G���5�X�V�W�L�F���5�R�D�G�V���D�Q�G���&�R�X�Q�W�\���6�F�H�Q�L�F 



 

Highways to preserve views of important natural areas. 
 
Action Items 
From the Comprehensive Plan, it would appear that there are a few tasks ahead that should be 
undertaken.   
 
Historic Structures 
The Town should be examining the list of historic resources.  Then the Town should also be making 
an inventory of potentially important historic structures.  Based on this inventory, the Town could 
decide that there is a need for some regulatory engagement on this issue.  The first step could be to 
inspect the structures on the larger tracts of land covered by the moratorium. 
 
Cultural Resources 
The Town should update the Cultural Resources section of the Comprehensive Plan and discuss any 
desired modifications. 
 
Scenic Views 
The Town should begin doing an inventory and map of scenic views.  Upon identification of these 
areas, the Town may wish to establish measures for protection.  This could be simply identifying 
these areas and establishing requirements for preservation in the Subdivision Ordinance, at minimum.  
 
Recommended Action 
The Board may wish to engage in the property owners to do an inventory of historic structures on the 
larger tracts of land and establish a means for identifying the key scenic views. 
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	City and Township Work Sessions
	Meeting Details:
	Attendees:
	Meeting Notes:



	Event Organizer Email: vicki@tfcoachingmn.com
	Phone Number: 612-442-8096
	Date of Event: April 13,2024
	Hours of Event: 7 am- 12 pm
	Will there be a set-up/take-down time required: Yes
	Approximate Number of participants: 30
	Is this an annual event: Yes
	: A scheduled and registered event or gathering of persons for physical: Yes
	: Any procession or motorcade, consisting of persons, animals, vehicle on any public: Off
	: Any public non-commercial event hosted by a property owner on a specific: Off
	fill_1: Fat tire event starting and leaving from Square Lake Park
	vendors and/or entertainers): 
	vendors and/or entertainers)_1: 
	Firearms: No
	Pyrotechnics: No
	Fireworks: No
	Tents/canopies: Yes
	Propane: No
	Power generation: Yes
	Sound amplification: Yes
	Musical entertainment: No
	Animals: No
	Temporary Structures: No
	Food Service/Vendors: No
	Alcohol/Liquor: No
	Portable restrooms: Yes
	Waste/recycling: Yes
	Parks: Yes
	Parking restrictions: No
	Security: No
	Entertainers: No
	Text Field0: Vicki Ostendorf
	Text Field1: Fat and Happy
	Notes_2: 
	Notes_1: 
	Notes: 
	Town Board Approval: 
	Clerk/Treasurer Received: 
	Text Field2: Vicki Ostendorf, Founder
	Text Field3: Included in above


