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5 ‘ SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING
February 5, 1975

A ‘<oacial meeting of the Plymouth City Council waﬁ called to order by Mayor Hilde
at 7:30 P.M. in the Council Chambers of the Public Works Buildingﬁ 14900 Twenty-

third Avenue North, on February 5, 1975, |

" PRESENT: Mayor Hilde, Councilmen Hunt, Neils, Seibold and Spaeth, Manager Willis,
tngineer Goldberg, Planner Dillerud, Consulting Engineer Olsen.

| Aasaﬂrz\’ None.

The'Manager reviewed the proposed budget for the Human Rights

Cormission Affirmative Action “orkshop, scheduled for March 11,

1975,

MATION was made by Councilman Neils, seconded by Councilman
seibold, to adopt RESOLUTION NO. 75-91, A RESOLUTION APPROVING
THE HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION AFFIRMATIVE ACTION WORXSHOP BUDGET
AS SUBMITTED. Motion carried on a roll call vote, five ayes.

Councilman Seibold reported that he liad contacted other cities
regarding City Manager uomn-nsation, as requested by the
Council. ’

MOTION was made by Mavor Hilde, seconded by Councilman Spaeth,
to adopt a resolution ncreasing the City iManager's compensa-
tion by 32,000 per year.

Council discussed the effective date of an increase for the
Manag:r, and further, when the Manager's salar, should be
reviawed, Comncil indicated that they preferred to review
the [“2nager's compensation level after the first of the year,
because of the amount of work at the beginning of th: year,
and seczndly, because new Council members woulu not ve in a
position to adequately review the Manager's perrormance.

SUBSTIVUTE MOTION was made by Councilman Seidold, scconded by
Counzilmar Neils, vo adopt RESOLUTION NC. 75.92, A RESQLUYION
iNCREASING THE MANAGER'S COMPENSATION TO $21,500, EFFECTIVE
JANUARY 1, 1975, AND FURTHER, SCHEDULING THE NEXY REVIEW

FOR CCNSTAERATION OF A COMPENZATION ADJUSTMENT FOR MAY Y, 1976,

Morion carried on a roll call vote, Tive ayns.

Mayor Hilde opened the discussion by indicating that the City
has adoptad A storm sawer policy by Resolution No. 75-13),

He indicated that the Council : ay wish to revise and/or
expand upon this policy, given the presen. stage of develop-
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ment of Plymouth. As directed by the Council, the. staff and’
consulting engineers hed submi tted fOr Councii consideration some
altermative means of financing storm sewer ccnstruction.

The Counci) reviewed the storm sewer policy adopted in Maacn.
1974 by Resolution No. 74-130. | ,

/ MOTION was made by Councilman Hunt, secunded by Counciman RESOLUTTON NO. 75-93
‘Neils, to adopt RESOLUTION NO, :75-93, A RESOLUTION AMENDING | -
THE POLICY ESTABLISHED -BY. RESOLUTION NO. 74-130 BY DELETING ) | o
THE WORD "COULD" AND IASERTING “"SHALL" IN LIEU THEREOF IN THE | o *
FOURTH PARAGRAPH OF THE>RESOLUTION. Motion carried ¢n a roll A

call vote, five ayes. \ o

1

The Council discussed the amtter of defining trunk vs. iaterai} L
and concluded that additiona! refinements should be made.

——— ;

I "330' Hilde suggested that the method of funding storm sewers s
| be discussed, and outlined the following: . Ly

1. funded on a wntershed or a City-wide basis | - S U
2. defined costs (trunk) wnieh are not accessible to benefited
property ; /

3. collection inctdents

a, continuousfvia ad valorem tax

(1) percentage payment

(2) perce;tage refunded by new developyment
b. upon develppment - assess

During discussion, the Council generally agreed that funding
should be on a watershed basis, as opposed to a City-wide basis.
Each of the four watbrsheds witnin Plymouth (Bassett Creek,
Minnehaha Creek, Elm|Creek, and Shingle Creek) would finance
~the{r own improvemen S .

MOTION was made hy Miayor Milde, seconded by Councilman
Spaeth, to direct the¢ staff, for purposas of developing a
poiicy. following the first decisfon to establish districts
for funding and accounting purposes by watevsheds, that we pay
for, from this fund, (1) al) of the trunks shown on ou- water
plan, and (2) we also pay ror all of the costs for operating that
watershed district, and that the money be collected to pay
for this on the basis of ad valorem tax by the district, which
tax shall be detamined by actuarial-type study which will
look at the total costs {nvolved. added to those costs of

any bonding which may be needed as you do the s{nking fund
analysts, and then to determine on the length of timo that you
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determine that 1t will take that district to develap, or some

lesser perfod of time 1t 1f gets out too far, and a rate sufficient

to, with the time, develop that amount of miney that you need;

and that further, that in the district that you have a lot of \
work and costs coming early fn the game and you have insufficient A
funds, that you would band and then retire it by your income coming ,
from the ad valorem during the year. | 5

MOTION was made by Mayor Hilde, seconded by Councilman Neils, to

amend the motion to add that the rate of this asscssment should

be pre-deteinined along with the ad valorem rate as to what are

- needed vo pay all the costs in that district, and it shall be

-~ charged at the time of the development and to the sub-éistricts

that are involved in that project. Motion carrigd. five ayes. RS

Main motion, as amended, carried, four ayes. CQuhcflméﬁ‘seibold
“voted nay. . - - * |

o | , |
Consulting Engineer Olson reviewed with the Councﬂl his letter © . REVIEW GF STORM SEWER -
of December 11, 1974 regarding pnszible assessment, alternatives ASSESSMENT POLICY FOR

for the subject project.  The Council axpressed concern re- PROJECT NO. 416 - CARL-
garding the assfgnment of trunk vs. lateral benefit to the SON COMPANIES ADQITION
improvement. It was indicated that the approach recourmended \ o
by the Ccnsulting Enginear could place a heavy assessment . U
against re:tdential property receiving a questionable trunk S

benefit. It was the consensus of the Council that the {ndus-

trial nature of the nroject and the large pipe sizing suggested

that the pipes largely fit a lateral benmefit to the development,

as opposed to a trunk benefit to the sub-district. | |

The Council directed the staff to review the project in light of o
the previous discussion re a revised storm sewer assessment
policy, and further the cxisting storm sewer assessment policy,
with perhaps finding some middle ground between vhe two. The * .
Council agreed to meet at 9:00 A.M. Saturday, February 8, at O

the City Council chambers, fo* the purpose of further considera- St
tion of the assessment policy to be used in conjunction with

Project No. 416.

Mayor Hilde adjourned the Council meeting at 11:45 P.M.

4

ames G.
City Manager




