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Agenda

City of Plymouth
Special City Council Meeting

Tuesday, March 13, 2007
6:00 p.m.

Medicine Lake Room
Call to Order
Discuss park referendum and use of funds
Set future Study Sessions

Adjourn



DATE: March 6, 2007 for meeting of Tuesday, March 13™ 6:00p.m.

TO: Laurie Ahrens, City Manager
FROM: Eric J. Blank, Director, Parks and Recreation ég
SUBJECT: Study Session — Open Space, Park Land Aquistion.

Attached for Council review are some of the staff reports and background material that the
Council reviewed in 2006 leading up to the November Open Space referendum. I have also
included the decision resource questions that were used for the survey and the city open space
parks referendum information brochure that was mailed to all households in the community prior
to the election.
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Agenda Number:

TO: Laurie Alyens, City Manager
FROM: Mike Kohri“Finkmeial Analyst and Bric Blank, Park & Recreation Direcior
SUBJECT: Potential Park Systern Projects and Financing

DATI: March &, 2006

1. ACTION REQUESTED:

Evaluate this report and place the issue of future park system projects and financing on a futare
City Council study session agenda for further consideration.

2. BACKGROUND:

The Park and Recreation department has prepared a list of projects that they would like to
accomplish to finish off the park system for the City of Plymouth (see Attachment I). Some of
these items may change, be added to, or be eliminated as part of the Comprehensive Plan
process. However, they currently represent the best menu of potential projects available.

in addition, the Park and Recreation and Administrative Services departments have attempted to
estimate revenues that may be available to pay for these projects (see Attachment 11}, Once
again, these revenue estimates may change significantly based on decisions made m the
Comprehensive Plan process. These projections can be compared in total to see if the list of
projects is reasonable in total, These projections must also be compared from a tiuning
perspective to see if the projects can be adequately cashflowed.

The figures developed for this report rely heavily on a great nurnber of assumptions regarding, -
Jand costs, land donation vs. fee collection, park dedication fee amounts, inflation, uitimate land
use, comnmunity needs and others. In general we feel the report is fairly accurate with the
understanding that the margin of error is potentially in the $1,000,000 plus range.

3. DISCUSSION:

Expenditures
The list of potential projects (Attachment 1) includes items already contained in the CIF (bold) as

wel] as jtems which were omitted from the CIP due to timing or cost considerations. The items
contained in the CIP are projected 1o cost approximately $5,150.000 and 1t 1s projected thal these



items can be adequately financed with funds on hand, plus projected park dedication fees
received in the next five year period.

The other projects on the list include: development costs for six neighbothood parks (the
assumption 1s that the land - approximately 40 acres - will be donated); additional cost for
acquisition of the 10" playfield due to rising land prices; possible acquisition of an additional 20
acres for the 10" playfield; development of 15 miles of trails; acquisition of approximately 23
acres of land for the Northwest Greenway Corridor (it is assumed that about 30 acres of trail
corridor will be donated); development of the Northwest Greenway Corridor; 10" gl
development; West Med Park building; Parker’s Lake pavilion upgrade; Zachary Park program
building; skate park; and tennis dome. In total, this list represents projects with a cumulative
tolal cost of $38 million.

Revenues

Attachment II, which projects park dedication fee revenues, consists of three separate tables
illustrating three separate scenarios. The first scenario is based on the Metropolitan Council’s
estimales on household growth for the City of Plymouth. The Met Council projects that
Plymouth will add 6,000 households between 2005 and 2030 with specific targets in 2010 and
2020. Based on this information, a computation of land donation vs. fee revenues, and a
projection of fee increases, the first scenario estimates revenues of $5.3 million by 2010, §22.5
million by 2020 and $45.6 million by 2030. If this scenario is correct the City would receive
more than enough revenue from the Park Dedication Fund to eventually pay for all the items in
the Potential Parks Projects list.

The second scenario reflects what could potentially happen if the City of Plymouth chooses to
develop at a lower density than desired by the Met Council. This scenario projects a total of
5.000 new households by 2030. Based on this information, the second scenario estimates
revenues of $3.3 million by 2010, $17.8 million by 2020, and $36.8 million by 2030. 1f this
scenario is correct the City would receive just about enough revenue from the Park Dedication
J'und 1o pay for all the ifems in the Potential Park Projects list.

The third scenario reflects what conld happen if the City of Plymouth chooses to develop at an
even lower density. This scenario projects a total of 4,000 new households by 2030. Based on
this information, the third scenario estimates revenues of $2.3 million by 2010. $14 million by
2020, and $26.4 million by 2030. If this scenarjo is correct, the City would not receive enough
revenue from the Park Dedication Fund 1o pay for all the items on the Potential Park Projects list.

All of these scenarios are greatly aflected by a number of assumptions. One of the primary
assumplions 1s the park dedication fee. Currently, the fee is $4.000 per unit for residential
property. Several other communities have fees that are considerably higher than $4,000. In
addition, a model based on land costs of $150,000 per acre and 6.000 new units suggests that 4
fee of up 1o $6,400 could be justilied. When the mode] is run based on land costs of $200.000
per acre and 4,000 new units it suggests that a fee of up to $9,300 could be justified. The
Couneil may wish to become more aggressive in raising park dedication fees which would
greatly impact the amount of revenues that would be received.
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Cashflows
For the most part, development costs are assumed 10 increase at the rate of inflation (3%). Land

costs are quite another matter. Raw land prices in Plymouth have increased dramatically over the
years. The attached table (Attachment IfI) shows the escalation of land prices since 1969. From
1969 1o 2005 land prices have gone up an average of 13% per year. However, there has been a
recent spike in land prices both inside and outside the MUSA area, and in adjacent arcas such as
Mapje Grove. Land speculation by deveiopers who believe that development will be allowed in
N'W Plymouth, as a result of Comprehensive Plan modifications, is well underway. Any actual
change in the Comprehensive Plan may cause land values to shoot even higher, To provide some
perspective, land is currently going for over $300,000 per acre in Maple Grove for property that
is served by sewer and water. Other areas of Plymouth are sceing Yz acre lots served by streets
and utilities going for nearly $500,000.

Given the rapidly increasing price of land, it is clear that land acq uisition should be a priority, if
the City does desire to add a 10" Playfield and create a Northwest Greenway Corridor. On the
bottom of Atiachment 1 there is a breakout entitled “Select Land Acquisition”. This breaks out
the cost of land acquisition for the 10" Playfield (40 acres only) plus the Northwest Greenway.
The cost per acre for the 10" Playfield has been held at $200,000 per acre since negotiations are
currently underway. The cost of land for the Northwest Greenway has been inflated from the
current price of $200,000 per acre by 15% per year and is projected to be acquired in 2007, 2008,
and 2009, In total, it is estimated that it will cost approximately $14,000,000 to acquire the 10"
Playfield and Northwest Greenway. Of this amount, $4,000,000 is already programmed into the
CIP and is funded by monies currently in the Capital Improvement Fund, Community
Improvement Fund, and Park Dedication Fund, as well as park dedication proceeds that will
hopefully be received over the next 5 years. This leaves a shortfall of approximately
$10,000.000 if only land, and the other items contained in the CIP, are done in the 2006-2010
timeframe.

Alternatives

To solve this cashflow issue the City has only a few alternatives. Most available reserves have
already been spoken for which leads to the conclusion that some form of debl must be utilized.
There are two reasonable debt alternatives for the acquisition of the 10" Playfield and Northwest
Greenway: 1) General Obligation debt backed by a tax levy on the taxable market value of the
City (requires referendum), and 2) Annual Appropriation Lease Revenue Bonds backed by future
park dedication fees (does not require a referendum). '

The sinple most important consideration when evaluating these two alternatives is to answer the
question of who should be paying 1o suppori the debl service ( and ultimately the land purchase).
There are several items to consider including: who will use the facilities, historical precedents,
and the purpose of fees being collected.

When evalualing the 10" Playfield we would argue that this facility is primarily required to serve
the new residents who will be moving inta WW Plymouth as it develops. Consequently, it would
seemn reasonable that the new residents should pay for that facility with the park dedication fees
that they generate vs. usage of a general tax levy paid for by all residents. including those who
have already paid for playfields located in ather areas of the community Park dedication fees are
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authorized for the acquisition, development and expansion of park facilities necessary Lo serve
new development. Therefore, use of these fees to acquire the 10" Playfield would seem to be a
good .

When evaluating the NW Greenway we would argue that this is primarily open space that
benefits the community as a whole. Consequently, the acquisition of this property should be paid
for by the City as a whole. This has been the City’s past practice. The last time the City acquired
open space it was paid for by $2,235,000 of GO bonds issued in 1995.

When making the decision to issue debt, the City must temain cognizant that this will likely not
be the only debt that will be issued by the City in the not too distant future. It is likely that the
City may have 1o issue some debt for future street reconstruction projects, a fourth fire station,
and reconstruction/expansion of streets such as Vicksburg Lane, CR 47, and possibly others.

Summary
If the City desires to acquire land for a 10" Playfield and NW Greenway in the near future it may
make sense 1o issue two separate bond issues. The first would be an Annual Appropriation Lease
Revenue Bond for the 10" Playfield. This would enable the City to use firture park dedication
fees to pay for the purchase of the property. If a portion of the funds currently earmarked for use
n the purchase of the 1™ playfield were used, the bond issue could be bought down to
approximately $6,000,000. The remainder of the proceeds could be transferred into the Park
.Dedication Fund 1o cashflow debt service and other park dedication funded projects. Two
examples of cashflows are attached (see Attachment IV). '

If this option is acceptable it could be done fairly quickly without waiting for a referendum in
November of this year. This could result in more favorable sales terms.

The second bond issue would be a General Obligation bond issue for purchase of the portion of
the NW Greenway not likely to be acquired through land dedication. It has been the City’s past
practice to purchase open space with GO issues which results in the spreading of the cosl on all
taxable market value in the City. If'a GO bond is pursued, it would require that the item be
placed on the ballot as a referendum question at either the Novermber, 2006 or 2007 general
elections. The daie for notification of the County for intent to place an jtemm on the ballot is
September 15 of each year.

1f a GO bond were issued for the approximately $6,000,000 cost of acquiring the NW Greenway
Corridor. it would result in an annual levy of $23.14 for an average valued home of $356.200
(see Attachment V). This would be at least partially offset by the maturity of the current open
space bond which matures 1n 2010. This maturity will free up approximately $10.77 of levy
from the average valued home for other uses (which may not be parks retated).

4. BUDGET IMPACT:

Any action taken 1o increase the authorized costs or change funding sources for acquisition of the
10" Playfield and NW Greenway will reguire an amendment to the 2006-2010 CIP.



5. RECOMMENDATION:

The scope and funding of future park systein projects is & complex issue with potential long-ierm
ramifications. Due Lo market conditions, and deadlines for submission of ballet referendum
questions, it is important that staff receive some timely direction on which course(s) of action 1o
pursue to ensure the future that the City Council desires. Consequently, staff would recornmend
that the City Council place the issue of future park projects and financing on a future study
session agenda for more detailed analysis and consideration.



DATE: April 7, 2006

ool

TO: Mayor & Council ' C’ ,,‘Jc’}’

FROM: Eric Blank, Director of Parks & Recreation {_.~%
SUBJECT: Follow-up Information from March 21 Council Work Session on
Parks.

Mike Kohn has put together a packet of information answering many of the questions
that were raised at the study session on parks two weeks ago. One of the questions had to
do with the number of teams and percentage of players participating in youth athletic
associations,  Those statistics are attached in the report. When reviewing this
information, please keep in mind that Plymouth both imports players to our community
and exports players to surrounding communities. All of the athletic associations that are
parent-run use their school district boundary, ie. Wayzata, Hopkins, or Robbinsdale, as
the official attendance boundary for their athletic associatjons. Thus, you have many
cities in each of these districts supplying children to each of the athletic associations.
You also have a number of cities providing facilities to these athletic assocations, not just
Plymouth. Keep in mind that we allocate our facilities based on the number of Plymouth
kids to each athletic association, not the total number of kids playing.

I'was also asked to talk to the Wayzata School District about the plans at their elementary
school site on County Road 47. I spoke by phone with their business manager, Alan
Hopeman, Alan indicated that the disctrict has no plans at this time to build another
elementary school. However, their planning only goes out about five years, and he
certainly would leave the door open for something to change that they are not anticipating
at this time. He felt confident that as we have at other locations, we could work out some
type of a lease/use agreement of their property as long as we understood that they may
still need it for district needs some time in the future. A very quick review of their site,
then, would indicate that of the 20 acres they own, it might be possible for us to use in a
range of 8-12 acres of this site for athletics. He did not feel at this time that they would
be in a position to sell the site to the city. It was also brought up at the meeting about (he
property owned by Speak the Word Church. Afler a recent council meeting, their facility
and property manager, Reginald Cammon, and 1 briefly discussed this. 1 told Mr,
Cammon what our needs and our interests were and gave him a business card. He



indicated that they would think about this issue and get back to me as soon as possible.
The last issue was the possibility of purchasing property in another community. Because
I was on vacation this past week, [ have not had a lot opportunity fo pursue this issue. |
will follow up on this issue as time permits. 1 think Medina is probably a more likely
joint powers candidate than the City of Corcoran. If there is any other information the
Council would like us to research, please send us an e-mail, and Mike and I would be

= e

happy to provide anry additional information in which you would be interested.

EB/ds
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Park Dedication Fees Sample - March 2006

Maple Grove (Single-Family)
Eden Prairie (Single-Family)
Apple Valley (Single-Family)
Bloomington (Single-Family)
Plymouth (Max Per Unit)
Prior Lake (Single-Family)
Brooklyn Park (Single-Family)
Medina (Single Family)
Bumsville (Single-Family)
Woadbury (Single-Family)
Wayzata (Single-Family)
Minnetonka (Single-Family)
New Haope (Single-Family)
Golden Valley (Single-Family)

2005
$4,000
$3,400
$4,584
$4,800
$3,400
$3,750
$3,400

$2,288
$2,000

$2,375

2006
$5,500
$5,000
$4,584
$5,400
$4,000
$3,750
$3,600

$3,500 to $8,000
$2,860
$2,500
$2,500
$2,375
$1,500
$1,000

Based on 8% of land value

OMccountingiWRKSHT S\Wkohn\Comp Plan\[Park Dedication Fees Sample - March 2006.xis]Sheet1



2005 Field Usage

Numbers of Teams & Players

Organization Teams Players Plymouth Player %
ISummer Soccer
PSA 200 2,552 75%
Wings 104 1,575 48%
WSC 30 300
Adult 4 77
Fall Soccer
PSA 450 75%
Wings 437 44%
g 160 69%
Park & Rec 77%
Fall Football
Wayzata Youth Football 697 71%
armstrong/Cooper 320 27%
OMGFA Flag 140 18%
Park & Rec Flag 70%

Adult 4-Man

Summer Baseball

PWYBA

RAYB

PNHLL

OMGBA

Park & Rec Evening

AALU
dut

Fall Baseball
PWYBA
RAYB

PNHLL

Summer Softball
PWYSB
Cooper/Armsirong
OMGSB
Adapiive

CooperfArmstrong
PWYSB
Osseo/Maple Grove
dul

Spring Rugby
Armstrong Boys Club
Armstrong Girls Club
Wayzata Boys Club
Wayzata Girl

Armsirong Boys Club

ayzata Boys Club
Wayzata Youth Girls
\Wayzata Girls Club/Var

)

Summer Lacross
Armstrong/Cooper Boys
Armstrong/Cooper Girls
Wayzata Youth Boys

Park & Rec Leagues

3%
2

Armstrong Boys Club
Wayzata Boys Club

TOTALS

mmstrong Girls Club/ Var.

Spring Ultimate Frishee |

120 1,400
26 350
26 334

7 84
& 96
1 12
1

17 204




" DATE: March 24, 2006

TO: Eric Blank, Park and Recreation Director

£
FROM: Mike Kolin, Financial Analyst
SUBIJECT: Increase in Park Dedication Fees

Per the information contained on the attached “Park Dedication Fee Fact Sheet” it
appears that the City of Plymouth could justify a higher maximum per-unit park
dedication fee. Land values of $200,000 per acre could justify as maximum fee of
$11,346 per unit for single-family detached housing units. In addition, several other
communities are leading the way in terms of setting the standard for fees acceptable to
the market. ‘Maple Grove currently has their fee set at $5,500. Eden Prairie has its fee set
at $5,000. ’

While Plymouth would have a hard time gaining acceptance of a fee of $11,000, it is not
unreasonable to join the ranks of other similar communities by raising our fee from
$4,000 to §5,000. This could be done by ordinance at anytime this year. However, a
logical break would be to make it effective for the last 6 months of the year. Per state
statute the mid-year increase would not apply to applications for final approval that have
been submitted to the City.

If the City were to adopt a fee increase to be effective 7/1/06 it would have to be placed
on the Council agenda for the meeting of June 27" at the latest.



Park Dedication Fee Fact Sheet

By statute, cities ... may require that a reasonable portion of any proposed subdivision be dedicated to the
public or preserved for conservation purposes or for public use as parks, recreation

facilities. .. playgrounds, trails, wetlands, or open space...”. Statute also states that a ...”municipality may
choose to accept an equivalent amount in cash from the applicant for part or all of the portion required to
be dedicated to such public uses or purposes based on the fair market value of the land...”.

In order to follow the statute, the City of Plymouth developed a formula for park dedication fees based on
a benchmark of land per capita and market value for the land. Based on the 2000 Comprehensive Plan,
the City determined that existing parkland and open space amounted 1o .0183 acres per capita. This
amount was adopted as the standard for future park land need, and has since been utitized to determine the
amount of land that should be required for donation, or the required cash fee in lien of land.

The park dedication fee (currently $4,000 maxiinum per dwelling unit) paid in each development may
vary. Different housing types have different average household sizes. Single family detached dwellings
are estimated to average 3.1 persons per unit. Duplexes and townhomes are estimated to average 2
persons per unit. Multi-family dwellings are estimated to average 1.9 persons per unit. The total
expected population in each development is multiplied by the per capita share (.0183) to determine how
much land is required. The resulting number — the acres of land required for that development — is then
multiplied by the current land value to determine the maximum cash donation in lieu of land, up to the
maximum amount per unit established by the City (currently $4,000). The following table shows several
examples of the maximum per unit fee for various housing types and land values if the $4,000 maximum

were not 1n existence:

Land Value Maximum Potential Fee
Single Farnily $100,000 per acre $5,673
Multi-Family $100,000 per acre $3.,477
Single Family $200,000 per acre $11,346
Multi-Family $200,000 per acre’ $6,954
Single Family $300,000 per acre $17,019
Multi-Farmily $300,000 per acre $10,431

Since land prices are now in the $200,000 to $300,000 range, it is clear that the City can justify a higher
rate than $4,000 based on the need for patk land created by residential development. However, there is
the practical consideration of how much the market will consider generally acceptable. The following is a
list of park dedication fees for Plymouth and other cities:

2005 2006
Maple Grove (Single-Family) $4,000 $5,500
Eden Prairie (Single-Family) $3,400 $5,000
Apple Valley (Single-Family) 34,584 - $4,584
Bloomington (Single-Family) $4,800 $5,400
Plymouth (Max Per Unit) $3,400 $4,000
Prior Lake (Single-Family) $3,750 $3,750
Brooklyn Park {(Single-Family) 33,400 $3,600
Burmsville (Single-Family) $2,288 $2,860

Woodbury (Single-Family) $2,000 $2,500



DATE: March 24, 2006

TO: Eric Blank, Park and Recreation Director
FROM: Mike Kohni,' Financial Analyst
SUBJECT: Community {mprovement Fund

The Community Improvement Fund was created from the arbitrage, and other surplus
monies, from various special assessment bond funds. In the past it has been used to
finance items such as the following:

Development of the Bass Lake playfield
Development of the Parker’s Lake playfield
Construction of the public safety building
Public safety building expansion

PW building expansion

Currently, the Community Improvement Fund has a cash balance of approximately
$6,950,000. The 2006-2010 Capital Improvement Plan anticipates the expenditure of an
additional $2,323,000 for acquisition of a 10" playfield and small portions of railroad
crossing improvements. If all projects are done as planned, this would bring the cash
balance down to around $5,500,000 by 2008. It has been the policy of the City to
maintain a cash balance of at least $5,000,000 in the Community Improvement Fund for
emergencies or other unique opportunities that may arise. There are other potential
projects which could be funded from this source, such as a 4™ fire station.

Use of funds from the Community Improvement Fund is regulated by the City Charter
and is reflected in the City Code. A copy of the code is attached for yOur review.



Sectionr 321 - Community Improvement Fund Page 1 of 2

Section 321 - Community Improvement Fund

321.01. Eslablishmen{ of Fund. Pursuant to City Charter Chapter 7, Section 7.14, there is
established a fund to be known as "Community Improvement Fund."

321.03. Allocation of Monies to Fund. There shall be accumulated in such Community
Improvement Fund (1) surplus money from the various special assessment funds that remain after the
costs of each improvement project have been fully funded and bonds issued for the project paid or
defeased, and which money has not been transferred to another separate improvement fund, (2)
collections of special assessments received after an improvement project has been fully funded and
bonds issued for the project paid or defeased, (3) investment earnings generated by the money in the
fund, (4) any other money appropriated by the Council or donated to the City for the purposes of the

fund.

321.05. Use of Fund. Subdivision 1. Generally. The Community Improvement Fund shall be
used only when all of the following are met:

(a) The project has sufficient community wide benefit as determined by its intended uses,
addresses a community need or problem, and is consistent with other City goals,

programs and policies.

(b) The expenditure for the project is for an item of a capital nature.
(c) The Council has conducted a public hearing on the project.
(d) There has been an estimate prepared outlining the operating expenses and proposed

funding sources for the project for a five year period.

(e) Expenditures for a project in excess of three million dollars have been approved by a
majority of the votes cast in a regular or special election. '

Subd. 2. Expenditures requiring 5/7ths Council Approval. Upon meeting the requirements of
Subdivision 1, expenditures from the Community Improvement Fund shall require at least five
affirmative votes of the Council, but shall not require voter approval, if the expenditure 1s for a project
that has been included in the Capital Improvement Program for at least the current year or 1s declared to
be an emergency, e.g., an "Acl of God" as that term 1s defined by generally accepted business general
liability insurance policies, and does not exceed three million dollars for any site or project location.

Subd. 3. Expenditures requiring Majority Council Approval. Upon meeting the requirements of
Subdivision 1, expenditures from the Community Improvement Fund shall require a simple majority
votes of the Council, but shall not require voter approval, if the expenditure:

(a) 1s for a project that has been included in the Capital Improvement Program for at least
two years;
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Section 321 - Community lmprovement Fund
Yy lmp

Plymouth City Code 321.05, Subd. 3(b)

is a loan from the Community Improvement Fund and must be repaid or is made with the

(b)
condition that no further expenditures from the Community Improvement Fund shall be
made until the principal is repaid plus ten percent of the investment earnings that would
have been generated on the principal at the previous amount; and

(c) expends a total amount of principal not to exceed an amount equal to the Community

Improvement Fund's investment earnings from the previous two calendar years prior to
the expenditure, not to exceed three million dollars for any site or project location.

(Ord. 94-9, 5/16/94)
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PROP ID # SELLER BUYER SALE SALE GROSS $/ACRE
DATE PRICE ACRES
04-22-0001 | Seaburg Lundgren Bros. 12/3/2004 | $ 3,000,000 20.47 $146,556
04-23-0001 Scherber Lundgren Bros. 5/4/2005 | & 5,014,162 32.25 $155,478
(Part of) ’
04-31-0007 - Lavedure Piymouth 12/29/2005 | $ 1,700,000 4.98 $341,365
Development
04-34-0001 Hampton Hills Hampton Hills 12/31/2004 | $ 9,000,000 146.42 361,467
04-43-0003 Development
09-11-0001
09-21-0001
04-43-0010 Leeper Hampton Hills 1/6/2006 | § 300,840 5.20 $ 57,854
Investment
04-43-0011 Leeper Hampton Hills 1/4/20056 | $ 1,446,600 12.05 $120,050
Development
7 1 06-13-0005 Lundgren Bros. Scherber Investment 5/4/2005 | $ 2,864,048 51.27 $ 55,862
8 |06-22-0003 Smith Estate MCM Rand 12/8/2004 | $ 2,600,000 27.25 585,413
9 | 07-22-0003 Bendickson Charles Cudd 7/15/2005 | $ 1,637,437 21.54 5 76,018
10 | 07-22-0003 Charles Cudd Scherber Investment | 7/15/2005 | $ 2,478,200 21.54 $115,051
11 104-31-0008 Brown Plymouth 10/14/05 | $ 1,150,000 5.00 $230,000
: Development




DATE: March 24, 2006

TO: Eric Blank, Park and Recreation Director
P

FROM; MikerlffohrL{, Financial Analyst

SUBJECT: Referendum Dates and Considerations

The City could place an item on the ballot authorizing issuance of general obligation debt
at either the November, 2006 or November, 2007 general elections. The date for
notification of the County for intent to place an item on the ballot is September 15" of
cach year.

The November 2006 general election ballot will include elections for federal, state and
local offices. Tt 1s expected that turnout will be about 80% or about 40,000 voters. The
2007 general election s for school district seats. It is expected that turnout will vary
between 5% and 30%, by school district, depending on whether each school district
places a bond levy referendum on the ballot. This would mean that between 2,500 and
15,000 voters will likely be going 1o the polls in November of 2007. Staff has been
informed that Robbinsdale and Osseo do plan on placing referendum questions on the
ballot in 2007, Wayzata and Hopkins may still choose to do so as well. This means that
voter turnout will likely be toward the top end of the range.

The following are considerations relating to election date:

November 2006

¢ The November 2006 referendum date 1s only 7 months away. This limits the
inflationary increase in the price of land compared to waiting 19 months.

# The November 2006 referendum date 1s only 7 months away, This limits the
amount of preparation time available for education of voters on the issue.

¢ The November 2006 ballot will include federal, state, and local elections as well
as a constitutional amendment question. Any City referendum question could get
lost amongst the other items on the ballot. _

s The November 2006 referendum date would ensure the largest voter turnout and
broadest community input.




November 2007

o The November 2007 referendum date is 19 months away. This may result in
significantly greater land acquisition cost due to inflation.

» The November 2007 referendum date is 19 months away. This would allow more
preparation time for education of voters on the issue.

e The November 2007 ballot will have fewer offices and other questions. A City
bond referendum will be less likely to be iost amongst the other items on the
ballot.

¢ The November 2007 referendum would likely experience lower voter turnout.
Voter makeup may also be targeted to those persons most interested in school
elections.

¢ The City would experience additional costs for sharing the schools ballot. The
cost could vary significantly depending on whether the City would need to take
over or share in the costs of the election. -




DATE: March 16, 2006

TO: Laurie Ahrens

X7
FROM: Eric J. Blank, Director, Parks and Recreation /D
SUBJECT: Study Session — Land Acquisition Northwest Plymouth

Attached for Council review is some of the technical information we’ll be presenting at the
Tuesday night Special Study session regarding land acquisition in mnorthwest Plymouth.
Information in the packet relates to what we currently own and operate as our playfield system
and why we see the need for future expansion. Because of our limited time on Tuesday night, we
will need to move very quickly through this data to allow the Council time to ask questions and
give direction to staff on how to proceed. Because we are just in the beginning process of
updating the comprehensive plan, there is some technical data that we won’t be able to review
until the land use guiding has been determined by the City Council.

EB/np



COMMUNITY PLAYFIELDS

¢ Bass Lake

e FElm Creek

¢ La Compte Green

¢ Oakwood

o Parkers Lal;e

¢ Plymouth

¢ Plymouth Creek * (_E‘u’f i ?AC,)

¢ Ridgemount

e Zachary

ACTIVE RECREA'I;ION: 1734 acres ** ] Ac AcTive

PASSIVE RECREATION: 9 acres

TOTAL AREA: 182.4 acres
004 AeriES

* Refer to Plymouth Creek City Park, page 8-A-5°
** Acreage of Plymouth Creek Playfield included in Plymouth Creek City Park

8-A-7



EXHIBIT 1
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

COMMUNITY PLAYFIELD

Size and Function

Service area: 1 community {driving neighborhood)
(approximately 1 to 1.5 mile radius)

Spatial standard: 2.5 developed ac./1,000 popuiation (ultimate)
Size: minimum 20 developed acres; maximum 65 developed aér‘es
Type of use: dntensive, active, formal, programmed

Clientele: -primary emphasis on ages B8-50

Functional characteristics: almost entirely recreation

75/_ oo 2006 popatii == 000 = 73

92 X 2.5 AC T ] g S AC AT RECREAT L)



.PROPERTY

COMMUNITY PLAYFIELD

ACRES ACQUIRED

ACQUISITION DATA

YEAR

COST

Bass Lake 19 1983 $130,000 $6,842 Park Dedication
Elm Creek 37 1994 $1,.216,000  $32,864 Park Dedication
La Compte / 1960-19265 NA NA _ NA
Oakwood 19 1980 $0 $0 Lease
Parkers Lake 26 1983 $0 $0 Park Dedication
Plymouth 19 1980 $0 $0 Lease
Plymouth Creek 18 1975-1980 NA NA State & Federal

Grants w/Local match
Ridgemount 15 1980 $0 $0 Lease
Zachary 30 1980 $277.,004 $2.100 Park Dedication
Greenwood 20 2000 $0 $0 Lease




YOUTH ASSOCIATIONS ~-:.%

YEAR 2005

.| Baseball — Summer & Fall

2,469

Football

1,157

Lacrosse — Spring & Summer

413

Rugby

149

Soccer - Summer & Fall

5,474

Softhall — Summer & Fall

558

Ultimate Frisbee

46

:

TOTALS |

10,266 |

. YOUTH ASSOCIATIONS

YEAR 2004

Baseball — Summer & Fall

2,300

Football

1,132

Lacrosse — Spring & Swinmer

373

Rugby

[11

Soccer — Summer & Fall

5,863

Softball — Summer & Fall

502

Ultimate Frisbee

TOTALS |

10,281 |

YEAR 2003

:NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS

Baseball — Summer & Fall

1,986

Football

1,170

Lacrosse — Spring & Sununer

141

Rugby

73

Soccer — Summer & Fall

5,205

Softball — Summer & Fall

448

Ultimate Frisbee

[

TOTALS |

9,023 |

YEAR 2000

Baseball — Summer & Fall

1,621

Football

1,185

Lacrosse - Spring & Sununer

Rugby

77

Soccer — Summer & Fall

4,772

Softball — Summer & Fall

400

Ultimate Frisbee

TOTALS |

8,055 |




Youth Associations - Number of Participants

0 2,000 4,000 6,000 8,000 10,000




GAMES PER FIELD

Year All City & School District Fields City Field Only
1995 5,111 4,801
2005 7.057 5,734
Biad ln:raefse !
16%

Increase

All City & School District Fields City Field Only




Year Population

School Distribution K-12 Population
District 281 & District 284

1995 21,980
1998 22,560
2001 22,945
2004 23,206
2006 22,945
2009 22,519

25,000 TN 5t

21,980 22,560 22,945 <3,2Ub _ 22945 22,519

20,000

15,000 -

10,000 -+

5,000 -
1995 E1998 112001 [O2004 @®2008 (2009




Decision Resources, Ltd. City of Plymouth

3128 Dean Court Park Bond Study
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55416 REVISED 2.0 JUNE 200¢
Hello, T'm of Decision Resources, Ltd., a polling firm

located in Minneapolis. We've been retained by the City of
Plymouth to speak with a random sample of residents about issues
facing the city. This survey is being taken because your cily
representatives and staff are interested in your opinions and

suggestions. I want to assure you that all individual responses

will be held strictly confidential; only summaries of the entire
sample will be reported. (DO NOT PAUSE)

1. Approximately how many years have LESS THAN TWO YEARS..... 1

you lived in City of Plymouth? TWO TO FIVE YEARS....... 2

SIX TO TEN YEARS........ 3

11 TO 20 YEARS.......... 4

21 TO 30 YEARS.......... 5

OVER THIRTY YEARS....... )

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED...... 7

Turning to parks and recreation....

i would like to read you a list of parks and recreation facilities
in the City of Plymouth. First, please tell me if you or members
of your household use that facility. Then for each one used,
please rate that facility as excellent, good, only fair, or poor.

NOT VIS VIS VIS VIS DK/
VIS EXC GOO FAI POO REF

Small neighborhood parks?
Large community parks?
Community ballfields?
Trails?

Sk b
=
(SRR
W w W w
i T N Y
S RE R
S

As you may know, the northwest corner of the city is the last
portion of Plymouth to be developed. As the area is developed the
City will need to provide parks and recreation facilities for new
residents.

Tn order to provide these facilities, the City of Plymouth 1is
considering a park referendum to fund acquisition of open space
for the city’s Greenway corridor. The Greenway would consist of

a4 2.5 mile corridor that preserves Plymouth’s natural areas, trees
and wetlands. The Greenway corridor will include a public trail
that extends between Cheshire Lane on the east and Peony Lane on



the west. It would also include a trail around the wetland complex
east of Wayzata High School.

6. Do you suppert or oppose the pur— STRONGLY SUPPORT........ 1

chase of open spaces and natural SUOPPORT . ... ... ......... 2
areas to complete the City's OPPOSE. ..t i i i it e e e 3
Greenway? (WAIT FOR RESPONSE) Do STRONGLY OPPOSE......... 4
you feel strongly that way? DON'T KNOW/REFUSED...... 5
7. How much would you be willing to NOTHING. ... cieiiane e 0
see your property taxes increase 3 P 1 1
in order to fund the acguisition 82,00, e e 2
of open space and natural areas? $3.00. . . 3
Would you be willing to pay S - $4.00. .. . i e 4
per month? (CHCOSE RANDOM START- 55.00.........¢c.00iun... 5
ING POINT; MOVE UP OR DOWN DEPEND— $6.00.........¢c0uvieneun. &
ING ON ANSWER)} How about $  per $7.00................... 7
month? (REPEAT PROCESS) 5800 s sonswivwnanwsmss g
DON'T EKNOW/REFUSED...... 9

The City would also need funds te purchase land and develop parks
and communty ballfields as part of the referendum proposal. The
new facilities would include additional athletic fields for
baseball, soccer, lacrosse and other activities.

8. Do yod suppert or oppese the land STRONGLY SUPPORT........ 1
purchase and development of parks SUPPORT................. 2
and community ballfields? (WAIT OPPOSE . i s i et e e e 3
FOR RESPONSE) Do you feel STRONGLY OPPOSE......... 4
strongly that way? DON'T KNOW/REFUSED...... 5

9. How much would you bhe willing to NOTHING. ... oo inunnn 0
see your property taxes increase S1.00. ..t i e 1
in order to fund the land purchase $2.00....... .. ... .. .. ... 2
and development of parks and com- 33.00................... 3
munity ballfields? Would you be SA.00.0ss i csnccnvsnnan 4
willing to pay $  per month? 8 T o 5
(CHOOSE RANDOM STARTING POINT; $6.00. ... i e 6
MOVE UP OR DOWN DEPENDING ON $7.00 ................... 7
ANSWER}) How about $  per month? $8.00................... 8
{REPEAT PROCESS) . DON'T KNOW/REFUSED...... 9

The City of Plymouth is considering a £7 million bond referendum
to fund both the acguisition of open spaces and natural areas to
complete the city's greenway, as well as purchase land and develop
parks and community ballfields.



If the referendum were successful, the owner of a $350,000 homne
would see a property tax increase ol $2.25 per month, or $27.00
per year. And, the owner of a $500,000 home would have a tax
increase of $3.15 per month or $37.90 per year. '

10. If the election were held today, STRONGLY SUPPORT........ 1
would you support or oppose this SUPPORT . . v et i i e e i e i e ms 2
referendum proposal? (WAIT FOR OPPOSE. . i et st e e st eaemns 3
RESPONSE) Do you feel strongly STRONGLY QOPPOSE......... 4
that way? DON'T KNOW/REFUSED...... 5

IF A RESPONSE IS GIVEN, ASK:

11. Why do you feel that way?

12. In comparison with neighboring VERY HIGH. .« v vt i i i e ns 1
areas, do you consider total pro- SOMEWHAT HIGH........... 2
perty taxes in your community to ABCQUT AVERAGE........... 3
be very high, somewhat high, about SOMEWHAT LOW............ 4
average, somewhat low, or very VERY LOW. . oo i v e e i e e i e 5
low? DON'T KNOW/REFUSED...... 6

Changing topics....

13. Do you currently use the Intermet Wi sscisonaressewens e 1
at home? (IF "YES," ASK:) How do YES/DIAL-UP AT 28K...... 2
you connect to the internet -- on YES/DIAL-UP AT S56K...... 3
a dial-up modem at 28K, on a dial- YES/DSLi e v s v e et e m o aen 4
up modem at 56K, DSL, Comcast High YES/COMCAST HIGH SPEED..D5
Speed Internet, or some other way? YES/OTHER............... 6
(IF “OTHER,” ASK) How? DON’T KNOW/REFUSED...... 7

Now just a f[ew more questions for demographic purposes...

14. How interested are you in the up- EXTREMELY INTERESTED....1
coming November election - ex- VERY INTERESTED......... 2
tremely interested, very interest- INTERESTED.............. 3
ed, interested, not very interest~ NOT VERY INTERESTED..... 4
ed, or not at. all interested? NCT AT ALL INTERESTED...5

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED...... 6



15. What is your likelihood of voting ABSOLUTELY CERTAIN...... 1

this November - absolutely certain,VERY LIKELY.......u..... 2
very likely, about half and half, ABOUT HALF AND HALF..... 3
not toc likely, or definitely will NOT TOO LIKELY.......... 4
not wvote? DEFINITELY WILL NOT..... 5

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED...... 6

From time to time, cities and school districts ask voters to
approve referendum proposals...

16. Thinking about past city and ATLWAYS VOTE............. 1
school district referendum elec- OFTEN VOTE.............. 2
tions, would you say you always SOMETIMES VOTE.......... 3
vote, often vote, sometimes vote, RARELY VOTE............. 4
rarely vote or never vote? NEVER VOTE.............. 5

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED...... 6

Could you please tell me how many people in each of the following
age groups live in your household. Let's start oldest to
youngest, and be sure to include yourself....

17. First, persons 65 or over? NONE. ... ... ... 0
ONE. ... .. s i 1

TWO OR MORE. .. .......... 2

REFUSED. . ..o oo 3

18. Adults under 657 NONE........coooo.. 0
ONE. ..... ... 1

SWE, L s s g snssanigRs 8 3 2

THREE OR MORE........... 3

REFUSED., s 5 s s vsnwoems o mwe 4

12. School-aged cor pre-school NONE. ..ot e e e et 0
children? ONE. ..ot i e 1

TWO. o et e e e e e e 2

THREE OR MORE........... 3

REFUSED: « s s s s s wcaw s wsn s 4

20. Do you own or rent your present RENT. ...t iiie e e e 1
residence? (IF "OWN," ASK:} Which OWN/UNDER %250,000...... 2

of the following categeories con- OWN/$250,000-5350,000...3
tains the approximate value of OWN/$350,001-%$450,000.. .4

your residential property -- under OWN/$450,001-$550,000...5
$250,000, $250,000-35350,000, OWN/OVER $550,000....... 6
$350,001-5450,000, $450,001~ DON'T KNOW.............. 7

$550,000 or over $550,000%? REFUSED. . . ..o o oo i oo 8



21. What is your age, please? 18-24. . . i e

Thank you very much for your time. Good-bye.

22, Gender. (DO NOT ASK) MALE . v v it s e e et e e e

23. REGION OF CITY

LIST:

PHONER:

DATE : PHONE #:




Article from Nov./Dec. 2006 Plymouth News

Open space, gréenway, parks question to be on ballot

When Plymouth voters cast their ballots on Nov. 7, they will see a ballot question asking
them to decide whether the City should issue $9 million in general obligation bonds to
buy land for open space preservation and parks.

If a majority of people vote yes, it will authorize the City to issue bonds to purchase land
for future open space, a community playfield, the Northwest Greenway and parks. A no
vote is a vote against the bond issue.

Plymouth has a tradition of acquiring land and setting it aside before development occurs.
This has allowed the City to build an extensive park and trail system to serve the
developed areas of Plymouth. In citizen surveys, residents cite Plymouth’s parks and
trails as one of the community assets they value most.

The City is asking for authorization to issue bonds now because Northwest Plymouth, the
last largely rural area of the city, is at a pivotal point as land buyers and sellers anticipate
future development. A regional planning agency, the Metropolitan Council, has extended
sanitary sewer to the area, making it feasible for significant development to occur in the
area. In addition, the City recently adopted a preliminary land use plan for Northwest
Plymouth as part of the Comprehensive Plan update. The Metropolitan Council mandates
that cities periodically review and, if necessary, update their plans,

As undeveloped land becomes increasingly scarce, land prices will continue to increase.
By asking voters to consider a bond issue now, the City will maximize the am(;unt of

land it can purchase for the greenway, open space, community playfield and parks.



Northwest Gréenwaﬁf

In 2000, the City Council approved a long-range plan for Northwest Plymouth that
included the concept of the Northwest Greenway. The idea is to acquire trees and open
space in the corridor and maintain it as public land

As planned, the Northwest Greenway is a corridor of land that is about 2 /2 miles long,
and varies in width from 50° to 300, The land, which is currently privately owned by
multiple owners, runs between the large, high quality wetland complex near Wayzata
High School on the west to the Lake Camelot rarea on the east where it will connect to the
Three Rivers Regional Trail Corridor.

This greenway will preserve trees and open space, enhance wildlife corridors and provide
long distance recreational opportunities for people throughout Plymouth as trails are
developed and linked to regional trails.

Community Playfield

If approved, the City will use a portion of the funds from the bond issue to buy land for
the City’s 10" community playfield. Another playfield will be needed in the future to
meet increased demand for youth athletics facilities as Northwest Plymouth develops.
Land Acquisition & Timing

If voters approve the bond issue, it will improve the City’s ability to acquire substantial
tracks of land for the Northwest Greenway, community playfield and parks as appropriate
sites become available from willing sellers.

Effect on Property Taxes

The chart below explains how much more would be collected from Plymouth property

owners if voters approve the ballot question. The amounts below reflect the maximum



annual and monthly cost to homeowners for the life of 15 year bonds. The amounts below
also assume that the City will issue the entire $9 million in bonds at one time. However,

it is likely the City will make two separate bond issues rather than one so that the bond
issues coincide with land availability. If the City makes two separate bond issues, it will
have the effect of phasing in the costs outlined below. As the City continues to grow, the

cost will be spread among a larger number of taxpayers than the calculations below

reflect.
. Bond Issue Effect on
Residential Homestead Property
Taxable Market Value Annual Increase Monthly Increase
for Bond Issue for Bond Issue
$150,000 $16 $1.33
$200,000 T $21 : $1.75
$250,000 $26 $2.17
$300,000 _ $31 $2.58
$350,000 $36 $3.00
$400,000 $42 $3.50
$500,000 $52 $4.33

To learn more about the ballot question, please refer {o the publication that was mailed to

all homes 1n early October or visit the City web site.




Guest Column for the Plymouth Sun-Sailor

City to have open space, greenway question on November ballot
By Eric Blank

Plymouth Parks and Recreation Director

When Plymouth voters cast their ballots on Nov. 7, they should be sure to turn
over their ballot so they can vote on the City of Plymouth’s ballot question on open
space, parks and greenways. (The qﬁestion will be on the same side of the ballot as
judicial offices.)

The question will ask voters whether the City should issue $9 million in general
obligation bonds to buy land for open space preservation and parks. If a majority of
people vote yes, it will authorize the City to issue bonds to purchase land for future open
space, a community playfield, the Northwest Greenway and parks. A no vote is a vote

against the bond issue.

Plymouth has a tradition of acquiring land and setting it aside before development
occurs. This has allowed the City to build an extensive park and trail system to serve the
developed areas of Plymouth.

The City is asking for authorization to issue bonds now because Northwest
Plymouth, the last largely rural area of the city, is at a pivotal point as land buyers and
sellers anticipate future development. As land becomes increasingly scarce, prices will
increase. If voters approve the bond issue, the City will be able to buy land as it becomes

available from willing sellers, maximizing the amount of land the City can purchase at

- today’s cost.



Greenway: The Northwest Greenway Plan adopted in 2000 calls for the City to
acquire trees and open space in a 2 %2 mile long corridor that runs from the wetland
complex near Wayzata High School on the west to Lake Camelot on the east, The
Greenway’s width would vary from 50” to 300, The greenway will preserve trees and
open space, enhance wildlife corridors and provide long distance recreational
opportunities for residents as trails are developed and linked to regional trails.

Playfield: The City would also use a portion of the funds from the bond issue to
buy land for the City’s 10™ community playfield. This playfield will be needed in the
future to meet increased demand for youth athletics facilities as Northwest Plymouth
develops.

Open Space: The City would also use funds to purchase eﬁvironmentally
significant pieces of land as they become available from willing sellers.

The Cost: The cost to a residential homeowner for a 15-year bond issue is
1‘0ughly $1 a month for 15 years for each $100,000 of taxable market value of his‘her
home. For example, the owner of a $250,000 home would pay $26 a year or $2.17 a
month in increased property taxes. The oﬁner of a $400,000 home would pay $42 a year
or $3.50 a month.

To learn more, I encourage Plymouth voters to read the publication which the
City mailed in early October, read the City newsletter that was mailed the week of Oct,

23 or visit the City web site at www.ci.plymouth.mn, us.



Photo by Plymouth resident Sally Strand

GITY OF PLYMOUTH
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Open space and parks question
will be on November 7 ballot

Plymouth voters will decide whether to issue
$9 million in bonds for open space, parks and greenways

Ballot Question Overview The ballot question will read:
Voters will decide on Nov. 7 whether the City Shall the City Council of the City of

of Plymonth should issue up to $9 million Plymouth, Minnesota be authorized to issue
in general obligation bonds to buy land and its general obligation bonds in an amount
preserve it for a future greenway, open space not to exceed 89,000,000 for the purpose of
and playfield. acquiring land for open space, greenways and

The City of Plymouth hés alréady aéqﬁfred Iandr
around Lake Camelot (pictured).

parks?

A yes vote authorizes the City to issue bonds
to purchase land for future open space, a
community playfield, parks and the Northwest
Greenway. A no vote is a vote against the bond
issue,

Public Information Open Houses

The City will host two open houses at City
Hall, 3400 Plymouth Blvd., so residents can
learn more. Open houses are set for:

* Tues., Oct. 17, 4 - 6 p.m.
* Wed., Oct. 25, 6:30 - 8:30 p.m.

continued page 2
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Why Now?

Historically, the City of Plymouth has
acquired land and set it aside before
development occurs. This has permitted
the City to develop a well-planned and
extensive park and trail system to serve
people and neighborhoods throughout
Plymouth. In citizen surveys, residents
cite Plymouth’s parks and trails as one of
the community assets they value most.
In a 2006 survey, 72% of Plymouth
residents said that they supported the
City acquiring more open space. The
telephone survey has a margin of error
of plus or minus 5 percent.

Maximizing Investment. Northwest
Plymouth is at a pivotal point as land
buyers and sellers anticipate future
development. The Metropolitan Council,
a regional planning agency, has extended
sanitary sewer service to Northwest

COUNW RO

1 OPTIONAL/§
LoOP

LS 1

Plymouth. This makes significant
development possible in this largely
rural area when it previously was not.
In addition, the City Council recently
adopted a preliminary land use plan

for Northwest Plymouth as part of the
Comprehensive Plan update, a process
mandated by the Metropolitan Council.

The City is placing this question on

the ballot now in anticipation of future
development that will occur in light

of these changes. As undeveloped land
becomes increasingly scarce, land prices
will continue to increase. By purchasing
land sooner rather than later, the City
will maximize the investment of taxpayer
dollars.

Looking to the Future. Plymouth
residents have a tradition of planning for

HENON SNVIHHIING

"

EXISTING = = 2 PUYMQUTH

PARK/OPEN
SPACE

WAYZATA
HIGHSCHOOL

ngrsrahgvuuoad

UN

and investing in greenways, parks and
open space. By putting this question to
the voters now, the City is asking voters
to consider preserving land for future
generations before it is developed or
becomes too costly.

Serving the Entire Community.

The City is asking voters to vote on

this issue now to ensure that the last
undeveloped area of Plymouth includes
parks, greenways and open space similar
to the rest of the city. In addition, the
Northwest Greenway will be a unique
recreational feature drawing people from
throughout Plymouth. Like our current
community playfields, the planned 10th
playfield will serve recreation enthusiasts
from throughout Plymouth. ; R

PROVIDENCE
ACADEMY

This aerial viewaf Northwest Plymut sthns for the Northwest Geay The site for a future tenth

playfield is yet to be determined.

Published by the City of Plymouth e www.ci.plymouth.mn.us ° page 2




h resident Jim Strand

The Greéﬁway d/d',bovd
a corridor for wildlife.

What is the
Northwest Greenway?

As planned, the Northwest Greenway is a
corridor of land that is about 2 1/2 miles long,
and varies in width from 50’ to 300’. The
land, which is currently privately owned by
multiple owners, runs between the large, high
quality wetland complex near Wayzata High
School on the west to the Lake Camelot area
on the east where it will connect to the Three
Rivers Regional Trail Corridor. (See aerial
photo at left).

In 2000, the City Council approved a long-
range plan for Northwest Plymouth that
included the concept of the Northwest
Greenway. The idea is to acquire trees and
open space in the corridor and maintain it as
public land. This will allow the corridor to be
preserved as open space even as Northwest
Plymouth develops. Over time, the City

will construct recreational trails along the
Northwest Greenway.

The Northwest Greenway, which includes
environmentally-significant sites, will:

® Preserve trees and wetlands;

* Enhance wildlife corridors and
connections;

* Link City-owned parks, trails, open
spaces, schools and other public
amenities; and

* Provide long-distance recreational
opportunities as trails are developed and
linked to other City and regional trails.

Effect on Property Taxes

The chart below explains how much more would be collected from Plymouth
property owners if voters approve the ballot question.

Bond Issue Effect on

Residential Homestead Property

Taxable Market Value Annual Increase Monthly Cost

for Bond Issue

$150,000 $ 16 $1.33
$200,000 $ 21 $1.75
$250,000 $26 $2.17
$300,000 $31 $2.58
$350,000 $36 $3.00
$400,000 $42 $3.50
$500,000 $52 $4.33

P/ymufh has a hisry o aqiihg éndpfesri/ing ark ah :
such as Three Ponds Park (pictured).

City Finances

The City of Plymouth has achieved the highest bond rating possible from Moody’s
Investor Services. Nationally, thousands of jurisdictions are rated, but only about 75
have achieved the Aaa bond rating. In Minnesota, 6 cities have earned the top rating.
Plymouth’s Aaa bond rating permits the City to borrow money at the lowest rates to
finance major capital projects and land acquisition.

The City of Plymouth maintains low debt per capita. Plymouth currently carries a
property tax-supported debt of $184 per capita. The average amount of debt per capita
among Plymouth’s peer communities of Brooklyn Park, Eagan, Eden Prairie, Lakeville,
Maple Grove and Minnetonka is $429.

Published by the City of Plymouth e www.ci.plymouth.mn.us ® page 3




Community Playfield

If approved, the City will use a portion
of the funds from the bond issue to

buy land for the City’s 10th community
playfield. It will be needed to meet future
recreation needs as Plymouth continues
to grow. The community playfield will
be developed in the future as determined
by community needs.

A new playfield would
accommodate multiple sports.

Land Acquisition & Timing

The City has worked over the years to acquire land as it has been available. If voters
approve the bond issue, it will improve the City’s ability to acquire substantial tracks of
land for the Northwest Greenway, community playfield and parks as appropriate sites
become available from willing sellers. Significant pieces of open space — those with high
quality wetlands and tree cover — will be acquired as feasible for preservation.

S

Funds from the bond referendum would allow the City to acquire and preserve
undeveloped land in Northwest Plymouth as the area develops.

Poll Locations

Polls will be open for the General Election on Tues., Nov. 7, 7 a.m. to 8 p.m. If you need to
find out where to vote, visit the City web site, www.ci.plymouth.mn.us, or call 763-509-5000.
The Plymouth News, which will be mailed prior to the election, will include poll locations.

(R proutr

Adding Quality to Life

3400 Plymouth Blvd.
Plymouth, MN 55447-1482
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PARKS REFERENDUM

Public Information Open Houses

e Tues., Oct. 17,4 -6 p.m.

e Wed., Oct. 25, 6:30 — 8:30 p.m. Postal Customer
763-509-5000 ® www.ci.plymouth.mn.us

Open space and parks question
will be on Nov. 7 ballet. '




Agenda Number:

"'—'WE'E

TO: Mayor and City Council

FROM: Laurie Ahrens, City Manager /L~

SUBJECT: “Set Future Study Sessions

DATE: March &, 2007, for Council study session of March 13, 2007

1. ACTION REQUESTED: Review the pending study session topics list and set study
sessions or amend the topics list if desired.

2. BACKGROUND: Attached is the list of pending study session topics, as well as calendars
to assist in scheduling.



Pending Study Session Topics

(at least 3 Council members have approved the following study items on the list)
s Discuss Metro Transit Planning (GB, BS, SH)
e Sireet sweeping — purpose and service levels (Council)
o Special Assessment Policy (Council)
o Consider organized garbage collection (BS, JW, TB)

Other requests for study session topics:
s Possible ordinance on feeding of wildlife (Black)
e Discuss sign enforcement (Slavik)



OFFICIAL CITY MEETINGS

March 2007

Sunday

Monday

Tuesday

Wednesday

Thursday

Friday

Saturday

Feb 2007

SMTWTF S

Anr 2007

S MTWTTF 8§

1 2 3

4 5 6 7 8 910
11 12 13 14 15 16 17
18 19 20 21 22 23 24
25 26 27 18

29 30

1 2 3 45 6 7
8 9 16 17 12 13 14
15 16 17 18 19 20 21
22 23 24 25 26 27 28

/

3

5

6

§:30 PMYOUTH

Parkers Lake

ADVISORY COLNCIL,

6:00 PM SPECIAL
COLNGCIL MEETING:
LISTENING SESSION
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COURSE, Council

Chambers

7:00 PM PLANNING
COMMISSION, Council
Chambers

10

400 PM PLYMOUTH
FIRE RECOGHNITION
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GCouncil Chambers
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March 9, 2007

City Council

City of Plymouth

3400 Plymouth Boulevard
Plymouth, MN 55447-1448

Re:  City Council Study Session — Park Referendum and Use of Funds
March 13, 2007 at 6:00 p.m., Medicine Lake Conference Room

Madam Mayor and Council Members:

We are submitting this letter and attached information for your consideration during the above-
referenced study session. We would like the opportunity to participate directly in the meeting, but are
unsure if the format will allow for it. In any case, we would like to state our understanding of the ballot
question and the vse of the bonded funds, and supply you with City-originated information that leads to
our understanding. We are asking that the results of this study session reaffirm the citywide use of the
voter-approved funds in the manner in which they were approved.

In the months leading up to the November 2006 election, the concept of issuing bonds to fund a more
aggressive parks, open space and playfields agenda was discussed, justified and approved through
Special Council Study Sessions and the supporting staff reports and memoranda. Throughout this
evolution, the Northwest Greenway was clearly the centerpiece of the niovement. But depending on
which report or minuntes you read and which date they originated, the picture becomes unclear as to
whether the northwest area was intended as the sole recipient of the proposed funds, or simply one of the
many recipients. Thus, the request for this study session seems appropriate. However, the primary
consideration should be the information presented to the public and the voters rather than
communications from staff to Council. Froin the public’s perspective, there is no mistaking the intent.

Enclosed are copies of several documents directed specifically to the residents of Plymouth. The source
of each can be directly attributed to the City. And in none of these can it be in any way construed that
the Northwest Greenway, or even the northwest area of Plymouth, will be the sole recipient of these
funds.

+ City survey of 400 residents, June 2006 (enclosed): The official telephone survey script,
prefaces two questions (6 and 7) with specific mention of the “City’s Greenway corridor”, but
then follows it with “The City also needs funds to purchase land and develop parks as part of
the referendum proposal” and goes on to state the sports it is intended to support. The
favorable results of this very poll, in which funds were not portrayed as solely for the
Northwest Greenway, is what encouraged the City to continue to pursue the funds.

+ A letter to the editor of the Sun Sailor from Ellie Singer, niember of the Plymouth Park and
Recreation Advisory Committee on October 25, 2006 (enclosed), describes the use of bond
funds for open space preservation, playfield construction and greenways, but nowhere
mentions the Northwest Greenway.

+ Plymouth News, November/December 2006 edition (enclosed): Both in the headline and in the
second paragraph of the article, the Northwest Greenway is listed among the uses of the bond
funds. There is no way to read exclusivity in the way this article is punctuated.



¢ A letter to the editor of the Sun Sailor (enclosed) from Jim Davis, then member of the
Plymouth Park and Recreation Advisory Committee (and cuirent member of the Plymouth
Planning Commission) on November 1, 2006 cites the increasing pressure for parks in the City
and urges voters to “Vote Yes for Parks on Nov. 7.” Again, there is no mention of the
Northwest Greenway.

+ A guest column in the Sun Sailor by Eric Blank, Plymouth Parks and Recreation Director, on
November 1, 2006 (enclosed) discussed the referendum in detail. In the second paragraph, he
lists the uses of the bond funds to include “future open space, a community playfield, the
Northwest Greenway and parks.”

¢ Lastly, the ballot itself (enclosed), with language approved by the City Council at the August
22, 2006 Council Meeting, makes no mention of directing the funds to any specific place.
General terms such as “open space, greenways and parks” are used.

The language contained in the references above makes sense for garnering the City-wide support needed
for passage of the bond funds. If the funds were to be dedicated only for the Northwest Greenway, then
the number of yes votes from other areas of the City is surely reduced. Would it have passed? No one
can know for sure. But as the voter approval was a result of the ballot language used and the materials
presented, the City is obligated to adhere to that language and materials.

Neighborhood reactions to recently-proposed changes to Hollydale Golf Course and the Westside
Church Parcel have made it clear that when an open space in Plymouth becomes the target of
development, the Council will be asked to utilize the bonded funds to acquire the land and keep it as
open space. The fact that the most recent requests for use of those funds beyond the Northwest
Greenway have been in response to land use or zoning change applications should not dilute these, nor
any future, requests. Absent a threat to change the current use of the land, the adjacent residents have no
motive to pursue City use of the bonded funds. An officially-proposed change is the only practical
catalyst for such a request from residents.

It will be tempting for the City Council to put an end to this by restricting fund usage to specific parcel
types. It may seem reasonable to restrict their use to the list of potential park projects presented at the
March 21, 2006 Special Session, the start of the process that resulted in the ballot question and the
resultant funds. Or, it may seem reasonable to restrict the funds to be used on only parcels guided for
open space, parks or trails by the Comprehensive Plan. But those are the easy routes, and neither
adheres to the ballot question the citywide residents of Plymouth were presented m the paper, our
mailboxes, over the phone or at the polls.

The purpose of your study session is to clarify the use of the park referendum funds. Your discussion
will likely delve into things like “intent”, “basis of funding amounts” and “guided use”, along with
setting a precedent for fielding the same question over and over again for every proposed development
that will take away open space. Each person involved will have their interpretation of what the funds
were for, and the appeal of never again having to make a difficult decision on a neighborhood request
for use of the funds will be strong. But in the end, the use of the funds has always been clear: for parks,
open space and trails in the entire City of Plymouth. Nothing more than that, and certainly nothing less.
If the Comprehensive Plan was to be the determinant, then that should have been on the ballot. If the
uses on a specific list developed prior to the election were to be the exclusive recipient, then that list
should have been made public and been included on the ballot. Since neither of those documents were
part of the approval, they simply cannot be inserted after the fact as the method of spending the money.



We ask that you hold true to the ballot question you presented to voters and that the voters approved,
despite the fact that you will lay the groundwork for many future requests to use those funds across the
City. The City Council must evaluate each request equally, regardless of the cause of the request or the
location of the land. The Comprehensive Plan should be the backdrop to begin site-specific discussion
of cach request, not the only criterion to reach a verdict. In your study session, please confirm the open
accessibility of the bonded funds to all areas of the City; your ability to administer the funds in
accordance with the way in which they were approved depends on it.

Sincerely,

Jupe and Debbie Hale
3210 Fountain Lane
Plymouth, MN 55447
(763) 208-2437

Enclosures



Decision Resources, Ltd. City of Plymouth

3128 Dean Court Park Bond Study
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55416 FINAL JUNE 2006
Hello, I'm of Decision Resources, Ltd., a polling firm

located in Minneapolis. We've been retained by the City of
Plymouth to speak with a random sample of residents about issues
facing the city. This survey is being taken because your city
representatives and staff are interested in your opinions and
suggestions. I want to assure you that all individual responses
will be held strictly confidential; only summaries of the entire

sample will be reported. {DO NOT PAUSE)

1. Approximately how many years have LESS THAN TWO YEARS....6%
you lived in City of Plymouth? TWO TO FIVE YEARS..... 15%

SIX TCO TEN YEARS......21%

11 TO 20 YEARS........ 35%

21 TO 30 YEARS........ 14%

OVER THIRTY YEARS...... 8%

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED..... 0%

Turning to parks and recreation....

I would like to read you a list of parks and recreation facilities
in the City of Plymouth. First, please tell me if you or members
of your household use that facility. Then for each one used,
please rate that facility as excellent, good, only fair, or poor.

NOT VIS VIS VIS VIS DK/
VIS EXC GO0 FAI POO REF

2. Small neighborhood parks? 24% 29% 43% 3% 13 0%
3. Large community parks? 26% 31% 42% 1% 0% 1%
4. Community playfields? 49% 17% 31% 3% 0% 0%
5. Trails? 26% 31% 40% 2% 0% 0%

As you may know, the northwest corner of the city is the last
portion of Plymouth to be developed. As the area is developed the
City will need to provide parks and recreation facilities for new

residents.

In order to provide these facilities, the City of Plymouth is
considering a park referendum to fund acquisition of open space
for the city’s Greenway corridor. The Greenway would censist of a
2.5 mile corridor that preserves Plymouth’s natural areas, trees
and wetlands. The Greenway corridor will include a public trail
that extends between Cheshire Lane on the east and Peony Lane on



the west. It would also include a trail around the wetland complex
east of Wayzata High School.

&. Do you support or oppocse the pro- STRONGLY SUPPORT...... 13%
posed referendum to purchase open SUPPORT.......vnovmnnn. 64%
spaces and natural areas to com- OPPOSE......c.io... 9%
plete the City’s Greenway? (WAIT STRONGLY OPPOSE........ 6%
FOR RESPONSE) Do you feel strong- DON'T KNOW/REFUSED..... 9%
Ly that way?

7. How much would you be willing to NOTHING. . & sc v ns 2 wm v s 26%
See your property taxes increase BLlal0um ce mcm v wew wonmm 15%
in order to fund the acguisition $2.00. .. ... 22%

- of open space and natural areas? $3.00. .. i ie i 9%
Would you be willing to pay $ 54.00. ... i e e %
per month? (CHOOSE RANDOM START- 85.00. .. . cuuuecennnn... 6%
ING POINT; MOVE UP OR DOWN DEPEND- $6.00. ... .%o useusnenn... 1%
ING ON ANSWER) How about $  per $7.00..........000u.... 0%
month? (REPEAT PROCESS) _ $8.00. ... ... ..., 3%

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED....14%

The City would also need funds to purchase land and develop parks
and community playfields as part of the referendum proposal. The
new facilities would include additional athletic fields for
basekall, scccer, lacrosse and other activities.

8. Do you support or oppose the land STRONGLY SUPPORT....... 8%
purchase and development of parks SUPPORT......c.0ovvnn.. 5%
and community playfields? (WAIT OPPOSE. ... ... .ieiea... 12%
FOR RESPONSE} Do you feel STRONGLY OPPOSE........ 7%
strongly that way? DON'T KNOW/REFUSED..... 9%

9. Bow much would you be willing to NOTHING. ..o v eevnrnn. 30%
see your property taxes increase 51.00. . i e e 1l6%
in order to fund the land purchase $2.00......c¢vvouuu.... 22%
and development of parks and com- $3.00......... .0 cuun... 8%
munity playfields? Would you be $4.00. ... i 4%
willing to pay $____ per month? L T P . 4%
(CHOOSE RANDCM STARTING POINT; 56.00. .. i 0%
MOVE UP OR DOWN DEPENDING ON 57,00, . e e e 0%
ANSWER) How about $§  per month? $8.00.................. 3%
(REPEAT PROCESS) DON'T KNOW/REFUSED....14%

The City of Plymouth is considering a $7 million bond referendum
to fund both the acquisition of open spaces and natural areas to
complete the city's greenway, as well as purchase land and develop
parks and community playfields.



If the referendum were successful, the owner of a $350,000 home

would see a property tax increase of $2.

25 per month, or $27.00

per year for fifteen years. And, the owner of a $500,000 home
would have a tax increase of $3.15 per month or $37.950 per year

for fifteen vyears.

10. If the election were held today,
would you support or oppose this
referendum proposal? (WAIT FOR
RESPONSE) Do you feel strongly
that way?

STRONGLY SUPPORT...... 15%
SUPPORT............... 57%
OPPOSE. s s oscccwamsns s 10%
STRONGLY OPPOSE........ 5%
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED..... o%

IF A RESPONSE IS GIVEN, ASK: {(N=363)

11. Why do you feel that way?

GOOD FOR COMMUNITY, 24%; MORE PARKS ARE NEEDED, 3%;
COST IS REASONABLE, S9%; TAXES ARE TOO HIGH, 15%; CITY
HAS ENOUGH PARKS, 3%; PRESERVE OPEN SPACE, 27%; NEED
PARKS AND BALLFIELDS FOR CHILDREN, 9%9%; NEED MORE
TRAILS, 3%; GOOD FOR PROPERTY VALUES, 4%; SCATTERED,

2%.

12. 1In comparison with neighbcring
areas, do you consider total pro-
perty taxes in your community to
be wvery high, somewhat high, about
average, somewhat low, or very
low?

Changing topics....

13. . Do you currently use the Internet
at home? (IF "YES," ASK:) How do
you connect to the internet -- on
a dial-up modem at 28K, on a dial-
up modem at 56K, DSL, Comcast High
Speed Internet, or some other way?
(IF “OTHER,” ASK) How?

VERY HIGH............. 1

1%
SOMEWHAT HIGH......... 35%
ABOUT AVERAGE......... 38%
SOMEWHAT TOW........... 2%
VERY LOW. o o v oo veennn e 0%
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED....15%
1 o 20%
YES/DIAL-UP AT 28K..... 4%
YES/DIAL-UP AT 56K....10%
YES/DSL. o ot e e e e e 19%
YES/COMCAST HIGH SPD..45%
YES/OTHER. . oot v ev e 1%
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED..... 2%

Now just a few more questions for demographic purpocses....



14. How interested are you in the up-~ EXTREMELY INTERESTED..17%
coming November election - ex- VERY INTERESTED....... 35%
tremely interested, very interest- INTERESTED............ 33%
ed, interested, not very interest- NOT VERY INTERESTED...11%
ed, or not at all interested? NOT AT ALL INTERESTED..4%

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED..... 1%

15. What is your likelihcod of voting ABSOLUTELY CERTAIN....50%
this November - absolutely certain,VERY LIKELY........... 34%
very likely, about half and half, ABOUT HALF AND HALF...10%
not too likely, or definitely will NOT TOO LIKELY......... 4%
not vote? DEFINITELY WILL NOT....1%

DON’T KNOW/REFUSED..... 1%

From time to time, cities and school districts ask voters to

approve referendum proposals...

16. Thinking about past city and
school district referendum elec-
tions, would you say you always
vote, often vote, sometimes vote,
rarely vote or never vote?

AILWAYS VOTE........... 43%
OFTEN VOTE............ 35%
SOMETIMES VOTE........ 12%
RARELY VOTE..... .. ... . 8%
NEVER VOTE............. 2%
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED. . ... 0%

Could you please tell me how many people in each of the following
age groups live in your household. Iet's start oldest to
youngest, and be sure to include yourself....

17. First, persons 65 or over?

18. Adults undexr 657

19. School-aged or pre-school
children?

NONE. cc - so smuemmmmsnox g0%
ONE. ..t i i i e i 10%
TWO OR MORE........... 10%
NONE. .. vuvuovnnn.- 14%
ONE. wsccspensmnsasmess 15%
TWO .t e i i i i e 62%
THREE OR MORE.......... 9%
NONE. ... i iana... 59%
ONE. ... iii e i e 18%
TWO . . s ss s wassanwsoswmss 18%
THREE OR MORE.......... 5%



20.

21,

22

23.

Do you own or rent your present

residence?

(IF "OWN,"™ ASK:)

Which

of the following categories con-
tains the approximate value of

your residential property -- under
$250,000, $250,000-$350,000,
$350,001-$450,000, $450,001-

5550, 000 or over $550,0007

What is your age, please?

Gender. {DO NOT ASK).

REGION OF CITY

1530011 20%
OWN/UNDER $250,000....10%
OWN/$250,000-$350,000.32%
OWN/$350,001-$450, 000.23%
OWN/$450,001-$550, 000. . 8%

OWN/OVER $550,000...... 5%
DON'T KNOW............. 1%
REFUSED................ 2%
18-24. ... ... .. .., 3%
T 10%
kL 28%
45-54 ., .. e 23%
L e e T T 21%
65 AND OVER........... 16%
REFUSED. ..o v o v iiin i 0%
MALE. .. ... et 50%
FEMALE. .. oo it m i a 50%
WARD ONE.............. 28%
WARD TWO. ... ivenvnint, 24%
WARD THREE............ 24%
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Support the referendum

{Created: Wednesday, October 25, 2006 10:51 P CDT)

To the editor:

The city of Plymouth is a leader in protecting wetlands, preserving open space and invasting in greenways.
This planning and investing in the future has given our residents the neighborhood parks, large playfields and
100 miles of paved trails. All of this adds to our quality of life and is a big reason people choose to live in
Plymouth.

On Nov. 7 a referendum will be on the ballot asking for authorization to issue bonds to continue the
preservation of open space, build a playfield and continue the greenways in Plymouth, Passage of this
referendum will allow the city to purchase appropriate land when it becomes available. Without this abiity,
we may lose out on desirable sites or, worse case scenario, not be able to complete the park and trail system
in our city.

My family has been lucky enough to enjoy the parks, trails and facilities for the past 25 years. I strongly

support the referendum se that all residents of Plymouth can enjoy the same quality of life my family has
enjoyed. Our city has planned wisely - let's continue that tradition and leadership.

Ellie Singer
Plymouth
Ellie Singer is a member of the Plymouth Park and Recreation Advisory Commission.

Also writing in support of the referendum were Kevin Johnsrud (for the Wings Soccer Club) and Jerry Lee
Fischer, both of Plymouth.

This site and its contents Copyright © 2006. Sun Newspapers
- Main Office: 952-829-0797 suninfo@acnpapers.com -
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Voters to elect mayor
and council members

When voters go ta the polls an Mo, ¥, they will elect fonr candidates
to the City Coumcil. City Council sears im the ballot are mayor, at farge,

ward 2 and ward 4. All seats are for four-year 1enns,

Mayaor Juily Johnson is net running for re-election. Three candidates sre
vying for the mayoral scat. Tncumhents Tim Bildsae and Ginny Black are
munning wnopposed for the at large and ward 4 coundl seats, respectively.
‘I'hrec candidates are rompeong for the ward 2 seat currendy held by

Kelli Slavik, wha is ranning for mayar.

On election night, Channel 12 News will begin coverage of Laeal races in
Plymouth and other northwest vitics at 9 p.m. In additon, Ciy Council
election resnlis will be posted om the Hennepin County wels site,

www.co.hennepin.mnn.us, as the results are available.

Open space, greenway, parks question
to be on November hallot

When Plymouth voters
cast their ballows an Wav.
7, they will sec a ballar
quescion asking them o
decide whether the City
should issue 2 million in
general obligation bunds
to buy land for open
space preservation and
macks.

1F 2 majority of people
vote yes, it will autharize
the Ciiy to issue hords
w purchase land for
Fnture open space, 4
cotununity playfield, the
Northwest Greenway
and parks. A ne vote is

a vote against the bond

issue. if approved by voters, funds from the bond referemdum would ailow the City to acquire an

Plymauth has a wadision
of acguiring land and
setting it aside befure developinent occurs. This has allowed
the City to build an extensive park and wail systems o serve
the developed areas of Plymouth, In citizen surveys, residents
cite Plymouth's parks and wails a3 one of the conmununizy
assers they value most.

The City is asking fur authorization ta issue honds now
eeanse Morchwest Plynouth, the last largely rural area

ol the city, is at a pivatal point as Iand buyers and scllers
anticiparc fnmre devclopment. A regional planning ageney,
the Merropolimn Counci, has extenled sanitary sewer to the
area, making it feasible for significant development to oceur.
n addiden, die City recendy adopted a preliminacy [and vse
plan for Northwest Plymouch as part of the Comprehensive
Dlan upchate. The Mewopalican Counsl wandates dhat cities
periodically review and, if necessany;, updare their plans.

As umleveloped faml becues inerzasingly searce, laod prices
will cantinne t increase. By asking vaters tn consider a

preserve land i Northwest Plymouth.

bond issue now, the City will maximize the smount of land
it can purchase for the greenway, open space, community
playfield and parks.

Northwest Greanway

Tn 2000, the City Council appraved a long-range plan

for Morthwest Plymanth that included the concept of the
Northwest Greenway. The idea is 1 acquire trees aml open
space in the corridor aml 1ainkin chose areas as pohlic
Iand.

As planmed, che Nocthwest Greenway is a corridor af land
that is about 2 122 iniles lony, and varies in widih fiom

50" to 306", "T'he Juxd, which is currendy privately owned
by multiple owners, rns henween the large, high quality
wetdand cownplex near Waymm High School on the west ta
the Lake Camelot area on the east where it will connect to

Continved page 3
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Open space question...from

page 1

the Three Rivers Regicual Trail
Corridor.

This greenway will preserve

wwees anil open spae, enhanee
wildlife cerridors and provide long
distance recreational apportmitics
For peeple thronghout Plpmonth
as krails arg developed and linked
to regional woails.

Community Playfield
If approved, the Ciry will use a
pordon of the funds from the
bond issue to buy land for the
City’s 10ch connnunity plagficld.
Angther playfield will be needed
in the future to neet increased
demand for youth athictic facilities
as Northwest Plymouth develops.

Land Acguisition & Timing

Tf vorers approve the bond issug, it will improve the
Ciry's ability to aceuire substantial rracks of lind for the
Northwest CGreenway, commnnity playfield and parks as
appropriate sites hecome availshle from willing sellers,

Effact on Property Taxes

The chart ahove explains how much mere would he
colfected from Plymonth property owners if voters
approve the ballot quesdon. The amounts above reflect the
inayinum amual and wenthly cost 10 harneowners for the
life of 15 year bonds. The amounts zhove also assume that
the City will issee the entire $9 million in bonds at one
e, Flowever, it is likely the City will inake tvo separate
bond issues radier than
e st that the bond
issues comcide with land
availability, I the Cicy
makes twa separate hend
issnes, it will have the
effect of phasing in che
cnsts outlined ahove. As
the City continues to
gru, the cost will he
spread aimong a lager
nunber of taxpayers than
the calculations reflect.

Far more infonnation,
please refer o the
yuhlication niled

o residents in eacly
October or visit the City
web site,

of Nerthiwest Plymouth shows plans for the Northwest Greenway,

ond issug te buy land for a future community playfiefd.

udget...from page 2

program and 54% will cover the cost of 2 new proactive
police progran, Anether .51% s set aside m cover the ost
of state mandates. The remaining 4,69 % is for other Cigy
services. The inerease in Plymouth’s growth and inflation
in 2006 was 8.3R¥.

Usder dhe 2007 proposed llget, the owners of an

average vatoe home of $367,900 will pay $901 a year

or $75 2 month for municipal services. This equates to
approximacely 827 a year more than the owner of an
average vatwe home paid in 2004. Please keep v mind that
in ackdivion to spending decisions, several factors alfect
mdividual property tax Lills, Those factors include properyy
type, market vahie changes, imited iarket vatue phase out

anul prast. state: legislative setons.

2007 Initiatives

“By investing in srreer maintenance and proactive policing,
we are striving to surike a good halance, Plymouth is ar an
interesting poincin iet develnpment. We continue m grow,
but we also have many areas of the community that are
matuong, We need 1o concmure i expard services to newly

developed areas while inaking invesoments in inflrastructure
that is srming to show its age,” saill City Manyer Lauric
Ahrens,

Streer Maintenance: Berause Plymonth’s infrasgucture
is aging, streets will remain an fmpartant facus in 2007,
To protect mxpayer invesunents and respors] to cigzen
cencerns, the City is proposing an addivonat $773,000
for sireet improvenents in 2007, This increase is one step
in s Jomg-range plan o bring City streers up to a higher
standard.

Proactive Policing: The 2007 budger emphasizes
proactive policing by funding a new Prohlem-Oriented
Policing Unir "O1 Squad). The POP Squad, coupled
with inproved crime analpsis, will allow the Palice
Deparament to 1rack and address emerging crime wends
and parcerns. This will give the police che abiliy
develop daily maps for sirategic deployinents of the squad.
Statistical-based policing has proven effecdve in reduting
crine it buth sl and large connnunitics nationally.

More inforinrtion on the proposcd budget is posted an the
City wb site.

www.thglymonth.m.us

®
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Support referendum

(Created: Wednesday, November 1, 2006 11:00 PM CST)

To the editor:

I am writing this letter to urge the citizens of Plymouth to vote yes on the Plymouth Open Space and Parks
Referendum,

Plymouth has always been recognized as a city that provides numerous parks for its citizens. These parks
have many uses, but they are used most especially for recreation. They are used for youth sports, biking,
walking, picnics - you name it.

Our current park system is under increasing pressure as the population of Plymouth grows. Development of
the northwest corner of Plymouth will add to the number of Plymouth citizens.

We have a unique opportunity to purchase land prior to it being developed, However, to do this, funding
must be available. The Plymouth City Council has developed a prudent financial plan that allows for the

purchase of open land as it becomes available. Let's not let this opportunity be wasted, Vote yes for parks
Nov. 7.

Jim Davis
Plymouth

Jim Davis is a member of the Plymouth Park and Recreation Advisory Board.

This site and Its contents Copyright © 2006. Sun Newspapers y
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BeEwspaDers



MNERSUN

a4 ?-;vm--m gnfg NEWEPAPErs

Open space, greenway question on November ballot

(Crested: Wednesday, Movember &, 2006 11:00 PM CST)

Eric Blank - guest columnist

When Plymouth voters cast their ballots Nov. 7, they should be sure to turn over their ballot so they can vote
on the city of Plymouth's ballot question on open space, parks and greenways. {The question will be on the
same side of the ballot as judicial offices.)

The question will ask voters whether the city should issue $9 million in general abligation bonds to buy land
for open space preservation and parks. If a majority of people vote yes, it will authorize the city to issue
bonds to purchase land for future open space, a community playfield, the Northwest Greenway and parks. A
no vote is a vote against the bond issue.

The city is asking for authorization to issue bonds now because Northwest Plymouth, the last largely rural
area of the city, is at a pivotal point as land buyers and sellers anticipate future development. As land
becomes increasingly scarce, prices will increase, If voters approve the bond issue, the city wili be able to
buy land as it becomes available from willing sellers, maximizing the amount of land the city can purchase at
today's cost.

The Northwest Greenway Plan adopted in 2000 calls for the city to acquire trees and open space in a 2.5 mile
long corridor that runs from the wetland complex near Wayzata High School on the west to Lake Camelot on
the east. The Greenway's width would vary from 50-feet to 300-feet. The greenway will preserve trees and
open space, enhance wildlife corridors and provide long distance recreational opportunities for residents as
trails are developed and linked to regional trails.

The city would also use a portion of the funds from the bond issue te buy land for the city's 10th community
playfield. This playfield will be needed in the future to meet increased demand for youth athletics facilities as
Northwest Plymouth develops.

The city would also use funds to purchase environmentally significant pieces of land as they become available
from willing sellers.

The cost to a residential homeowner for a 15-year bond Issue is roughly $1 a month for 15 years for each
$100,000 of taxable market value of his/her home. For example, the owner of a $250,000 home would pay
$26 a year or $2.17 a month in increased property taxes. The owner of a $400,000 home would pay $42 a
year or $3.50 a month.

To learn more, I encourage Plymouth voters to read the publication that the city mailed in early October,
read the city newsletter that was mailed the week of Oct. 23 or visit the city Web site at
www.cl.plymouth.mn.us.

Eric Blank is Plymouth Parks and Recreation director.

This site and its contents Copyright ® 2006. Sun Newspapers
- Main Office: 952-829-0797 suninfo@acnpapers.com -




STATE GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

HENNEPIN COUNTY

o

<
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS

STATE OF MINNESOTA

o

NOVEMBER 7,200

To vote, completely fill in the oval(s) next to your choice(s) like this;

CITY QUESTION BALLOT

To vole tor a question, completely fillin the
oval next Io the word "YES” or Ihat
gueslion. Ta vole against a quesiion,
completely il in the oval nexd to the word
"HO for that quastien.

CITY QUESTION
Shall the City Council @i the Ci.ly of Plymauii,

Muigssia e authonzed W sEsue ds ganeral
onligalon bands i an zmowrt no o gRcEEd

33.800.00 for tha purpose of Acgquimeg land tor

o Spage. JISBINGYS. N0 paina.

YES
NO

NOTICE:  BY VOTING "YES® ON THIS
BALLOT QUESTION, YOU ARE YOTING FOR
A PROPERTY TAX INCREASE,

The maximum amounl of ncreasad lavy as a
peicenage of markel valug 15 .010376%

Tha amounl hat will be raised by Whe new
JBlerendum #ax rats 0 fhe fust yaar il s to ba
tewied is 5892.000.

JUDICIAL OFFICES

4TH DISTRICT COURT

JUDGE 44
... _YOTEFORQNE

DEE ROWE

PATRICIA KERA KARASOV
Incumbant

write-in, il any,

JUDGE 48
VOTE FOR ONE

KEVIN J KOLOSKY

JOHN 0. MCSHANE
Incumbent

wile-n, il any

JUDGE §
VOQTEFORONE
PATRICiA L. BELOIS
Incumbznl

write-in, if any

JUDGE 16
VOTEFORONE

DAVID M. DUFFY

Incumbent

vaiten,lany
JUDGE 17
_VOTEFGRONE _ __ ~

DENISE D. REfLLY
Incumbent

wrile-in, if any

JUDGE 22
VOTE FOR ONE

DEBORAH HEDLUND
Incumbem

4TH DISTRICT COURT
JUDGE38
_SUPREME COURT VOTE PO One
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE 1 ALLEN OLEISKY
~ VOTE FOR ONE Incumbeni
BARRY ANDERSON
Incumbent wilgdn,ifay
JUDGE 40
pulengley VOTE £OR ONE .
COURT OF APPEALS I\‘APH;& KOZICKY MANRIOUE
T . ncumbert
JUDGE 11 }
VO'E FOR ONE i wem ey
DAN GRIFFITH / JUDGE 45
: VOTE FOR ONE
CHAISTOPHER J. DIETZEN ;. MARILYMN B, ROSENBAUM
Incumbant : Incumben
e . weein fany
JUDGE 6 i JUDGE 50
. VOTEFORONE | . MOTEFORONE _ _
AENEE L. WORKE i BRUCE A PETERSON
Incumbeni ; Incumbent
wiledn fany wiinilany
JUDGE 7 ] JUDGE 52
VOTE FORONE i _._ VOTEFORONE
JILL FLASKAMP HALBROOXS ; FRANCIS CONNOLLY
incumbent : Incumbenl
writa-in, il any | wiile-in, il any
JUDGE 12 i JUDGE 55
(YOTEFORONE | _ .. . .. VOTEFORONE
GOHDON W, SHUMAKER GARA LEE NEVILLE
Incumbenl 1 Incumbent
witen. fany ! wrile-in, il iy
i



