CITY COUNCIL
WORK

SESSION

AGENDA

MONDAY, JUNE 79 2021
Mayor' s Conference

Room

6: 15 p. m.

1.

Call to Order

2.

Forest preservation area conservation discussion

3.

Maple Grove Days update

4.

Adjournment

Motion

by ,

adjourn.

Meeting

adjourned at

seconded

by

to

City of

MdDle Grove

MEMORANDUM

TO:

Mayor and City Council

FROM:

Joe Hogeboom, Community and Economic Development Director {

COPY:

v

Heidi Nelson, City Administrator
Peter Vickerman, Planning Manager
Jesse Corrow, Associate Planner/ Arbor Committee Staff Liaison

Scott Landsman, City Attorney
DATE:

June 7, 2021

SUBJECT:

Forest Preservation Area Conservation Discussion

Background

The

of Maple Grove ("

City") currently owns land that is being used to preserve old -growth
hardwood forests and other natural features. The properties, located west of Vicksburg Lane and
City

south of Nottingham Parkway, as well as south of Weaver Lake Road near the Medicine Lake
Regional Trail,

are

defined

as

the Forest Preservation

Area (" FPA").

In total, the FPA and

surrounding natural areas contain approximately 300 acres of land. Historically, the Arbor

Committee has been involved in various activities associated with the FPA, including regular
buckthorn removal and trash collection events. During the last year, the Arbor Committee

discussed possible ways that the FPA can be protected into the future, and is now recommending
that the City Council consider establishing conservation easements on the various FPA parcels.

Current Property Restrictions

In 1995, Maple Grove voters approved a ballot questions asking for the authorization to issue
bonds for the acquisition of land for forest and open space protection. As such, the City was

obligated to utilize bond funding for acquisition purposes. However, no requirements exist from
this action that dictate future use or protection of the property.
As shown on the attached map, there are various restrictions and encumbrances associated with

some, but not all, of the parcels that collectively form the FPA. Attached property encumbrance
data was verified through a title search process by the City Attorney' s office. It is considered the
official record of restrictions for FPA properties. The City Attorney will briefly discuss current
property restrictions at the City Council work session meeting. The inforination that was

provided by the City Attorney' s office differs from some of the inforination that was previously
provided by the Arbor Committee.
Current Forest Preservation Area Use

Currently, the FPA is designated as " Protected Open Space" within the City' s Comprehensive
Plan. The FPA is currently zoned " Residential - Agricultural", a zoning designation typically
used for undeveloped properties throughout the City. The City also maintains a Forest
Management

Plan for the FPA, which governs

general

maintenance

activities

within

the FPA.

Arbor Committee Proposal

The Arbor Committee has reached out to Hennepin County to discuss additional conservation
options for the FPA. Hennepin County works with (typically private) landowners to protect and
restore natural habitat. As a component of the program, Hennepin County works with the
Minnesota Land Trust to determine if natural land would qualify for the establishment of
conservation easements. A conservation easement is a set of permanent development restrictions
that aim to protect natural resources.

The Arbor Committee recommends that the City enter into a relationship with these agencies and
move forward toward conservation

easement establishment

over the FPA. Kristine Maurer,

Natural Resources Specialist with Hennepin County, will briefly present more detail about
Hennepin County' s program at the City Council work session meeting.
Alternative

Preservation

Options

Considering various elements of protection exist for the FPA, and that the FPA is already called

out for protection within the Comprehensive Plan, the City could add an additional element of
protection for the parcels by creating a new zoning district for the FPA, that would have its own
set of zoning regulations and standards meant to guide and enforce preservation activities within
the FPA. In addition, the City could reevaluate the Forest Management Plan to ensure that

current best management practices for preservation are in place.
Conclusion

Staff seeks direction from the City Council on whether or not to accept the Arbor Committee' s

recommendation to partner with Hennepin County and the Minnesota Land Trust to pursue
restrictive conservation easements on FPA parcels; or, to pursue alternative preservation options
zoning, Forest Management Plan, etc.); or, to let current practices remain in place.

Please feel free to contact me at 763- 494- 6045 or jhogeboom@maplegrovemn. gov if you have
any questions

Attachments:

or concerns.

A. Forest Preservation Area Map ( 1 page)

B. City Attorney Title Review Memorandum (4 pages)
C. Letters of Support from Arbor Committee

Members ( 2 pages)
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Attachment B

MEMORANDUM

To:

Joe Hogeboom

From:

Scott B. Landsman

Date:

May 28, 2021

Re:

Title Review of City Owned Forested and Open Space Properties

Below is my review of Title Reports for City owned forested and open space properties. The
intent is to show the current restrictions on the property. As such, the below will list any
restrictions on the use based only on recorded documents. This memorandum is not an opinion
regarding the validity of any such restrictions or their duration.
The numbers for each property listed below corresponds with the numbers on the attached map
entitled City Owned Forest and Open Space Properties.
1.

PROPERTY NUMBER

1

21- 119- 22- 23- 0007

Declaration of Restrictive Covenant, dated October 8, 1997, recorded October 21,

a.

1997, as Document No. 2853049 contains the following:
i. Provides that the property shall be managed and maintained consistent
with the purpose and type of property acquired using appropriate
management and protection practices to protect the natural and/ or scenic
resources.

ii.

Property may not be used for any other purpose without the express
written approval of the DNR-

Ill.

PROPERTY

Only City and DNR can enforce.
NUMBER

2

21- 119- 22- 32- 0017
a.

Declaration of Restrictive Covenant, dated July 29, 1997, recorded August 18,
1997, as Document No. 2836748 contains the following:
i. Provides that the property shall be managed and maintained consistent
with the purpose and type of property acquired using appropriate
management and protection practices to protect the natural and/ or scenic
resources.

ii.

Property may not be used for any other purpose without the express
written approval

iii.

Hoff

of the DNR.

Only City and DNR can enforce.

Barry, P. A. 1 100 Prairie Center Drive, Suite 200 1 Eden Prairie, Minnesota 55344 1 hoffbarry. com 1952. 746. 2700
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PROPERTY

NUMBER

3

32- 119- 22- 11- 0007
a.

Restrictive Covenants for Buyer, dated February 24, 1998, recorded April 8,
1998, as Document Number 6877291 contains the following:
i. City will not develop any part of the property in a way that is inconsistent
with its Forest Preservation program. It is the City' s intention to preserve
and protect the property as forest for the enjoyment and benefit of the
public.
ii.

City agrees that any trails it chooses to construct on the property shall be
pedestrian only. City vehicles operated by its employees allowed. No
horses

iii.

4.

PROPERTY

allowed.

Any trails shall not be located within 100 feet from the property lines of
adjoining land owned by the Svitak family or successors.
NUMBER

4

32- 119- 22- 14- 0001
a.

Restrictive Covenants for Buyer, dated February 24, 1998, recorded April 8,
1998, as Document Number 6877291 contains the following:
i. City will not develop any part of the property in a way that is inconsistent
with its Forest Preservation program. It is the City' s intention to preserve
and protect the property as forest for the enjoyment and benefit of the
public.
ii.

City agrees that any trails it chooses to construct on the property shall be
pedestrian only. City vehicles operated by its employees allowed. No
horses

iii.

allowed.

Amendment to Restrictive Covenants for Buyer Recorded as Document
No. 6877291, amends Paragraph 4 of the Restrictive Covenants:

1) Any trails shall not be located within 100 feet from the property
lines of adjoining land owned by the Svitak family or successors,
except the north and northeast property line.
5.

PROPERTY

NUMBER

5

32- 119- 22- 24- 0004
a.

Warranty Deed to the City of Maple Grove, dated January 16, 1997, recorded
February 11, 1997, as Document Number 6698291 contains the following:
i. Restriction that property is being conveyed for the purpose of the City' s
forest acquisition program only. City agrees to use the property for the
said purpose only and to improve same in a manner consistent with its
forest preservation program, including, but not limited to, installation and
maintenance of walking and bicycle paths, however, no structures shall be
erected.

May 28, 2021

6.

PROPERTY

NUMBER

1 Page 3

6

28- 119- 22- 32- 0052
a.

Warranty Deed to the City of Maple Grove, dated November 16, 1998, recorded
February 12, 1999, as Document Number T3121456 contains the following:
i.

For a period of fifty (50) years from the date of this warranty deed, City
shall us the property only for the following purposes: trail, forest, open
space, and installation

7.

PROPERTY

NUMBER

and maintenance

of drainage

7

32- 119- 22- 41- 0011/ 32- 119- 22- 41- 0012/ 32- 119- 22- 41- 0013
a.

8.

NONE

PROPERTY

NUMBER 8

32- 119- 22- 41- 0010
a.

9.

NONE

PROPERTY

NUMBER

9

20- 119- 22- 14- 0041
a.

NONE

10. PROPERTY

NUMBER

10

20- 119- 22- 13- 0056
a.

NONE

11. PROPERTY

NUMBER

11

20- 119- 22- 42- 0016
a.

NONE

12. PROPERTY

NUMBER

12

21- 119- 22- 22- 0012
a.

NONE

13. PROPERTY

NUMBER

13

20- 119- 22- 44- 0002
a.

NONE

14. PROPERTY

NUMBER

14

21- 119- 22- 33- 0033
a.

NONE

15. PROPERTY

NUMBER

15

29- 119- 22- 41- 0038/ 29- 119- 22- 41- 0039
a.

NONE

facilities.
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16. PROPERTY

NUMBER

16

29- 119- 22- 42- 0012
a.

NONE

17. PROPERTY

NUMBER

17

29- 119- 22- 43- 0013
a.

NONE

18. PROPERTY NUMBER 18
29- 119- 22- 43- 0010
a.

NONE

19. PROPERTY

NUMBER

29- 119- 22- 43- 0012
a.

NONE

19
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Attachment C
Mayor and Councilmembers:

I am writing concerning the proposed workshop agenda item regarding establishing

conservation

easements on forest preservation and other City owned property.
I believe conservation easements ( or any other tool that would permanently protect the properties from
development, i. e. land trusts, restrictive covenants, etc.) should be established on those properties.
Property owners who resided in Maple Grove in 1995 when the $ 5 million bond referendum was

approved would be very surprised to discover that they approved an increase in their property taxes to
purchase forest and open space land that was not permanently protected. The literature given to
residents

prior to the special

trusts would

be completed

as

election

needed

clearly stated
to

protect

that

forests

if the bond

referendum

is approved, " Land

from future development."

In addition,

the

literature stated that " The land acquisitions would offer protection from development and preservation
of the environment for enjoyment by future generations".
This could not have been stated any clearer.
In addition, residents residing in Maple Grove now that have moved into the City since 1995, would be
equally surprised to discover that land purchased by the City as part of the referendum was not
permanently

protected. I do not see why residents would have approved an increase in their property

taxes if the properties could some day be sold to a developer or to others or used for a purpose that
they were not intended

to be used for.

The argument has been made by some that they do not want to " tie the hands of future Councils".
Perhaps for an issue as important as this and for the parcels of property as significant as the ones we are
discussing, the hands of future Councils should be tied. These properties are extremely valuable to all
residents of Maple Grove, both current and future. Many people worked incredibly hard to acquire
them. Once they are gone or used in ways contrary to what they were intended, they will be lost
forever. Is that what the Council truly wants? I do not believe so.
I ask the Council to allow all 20 of the identified properties to be permanently protected by whatever
means possible and appropriate.

do if they were asked.
Thank you.
Frank

Kampel

It is, I believe, what the residents of Maple Grove would want you to

Sarah Piket
17749 62" d Ave N
Maple Grove, MN 55311
763- 807- 8773
sarahpiket@yahoo.

com

May 27, 2021

Dear Mayor Steffenson and City Council:
I am writing to ask for your support for permanent protections for the Forest and Open Space
Preservation Area within the City of Maple Grove.
Area A, which

is located

just south of Weaver

The area is commonly known as Forest Preservation

Lake Road,

and Forest

Preservation

Area B, which is located

just west of Vicksburg Lane.
As you are aware, the Arbor Committee, city staff, and the city attorney' s office have been in contact with
representatives from the Hennepin County Habitat Conservation Program regarding the possibility of
establishing formal conservation easements for the two areas. The benefits of these forest and open
space areas are many including wildlife corridors created by the contiguous area, absorption of tons of
pollutants and carbon, minimizing the effects of flooding, protecting numerous plant and animal
communities, and providing scenic vistas and natural woodlands for the residents of Maple Grove and
surrounding communities to enjoy. While there are many wonderful things about Maple Grove which set
it apart from other suburban Twin Cities communities,
Plymouth,
renovated.
But

these areas are truly a unique gem not found in

Eden Prairie, Brooklyn Park, etc. Shopping centers can be redeveloped.
New industries can set- up operations

if anything

were

to happen

to these natural

in the city.
areas,

Residential

there is

no "

Office parks can be

communities

bringing

them back".

can be spruced up.
They would be

gone forever.
Development
completely

is of course key to a city growing and thriving, and in the years to come, Maple Grove will be

developed,

much like most other cities in the metro area.

This is reason alone to pursue

permanent protections for our Forest and Open Space Preservation Area. What a wonderful asset to
have guaranteed into the future that will set Maple Grove apart from all the others.
Thank you in advance for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Sarah

Piket

Arbor Committee

Member

City of

Mdple Grove
Maple Grove Parks and Recreation

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

CC:

Heidi Nelson —

FROM:

City Administrator

Chuck Stifter —Parks and Recreation Director
Tanya

Huntley — Special

Events Coordinator

DATE:

June 2, 2021

SUBJECT:

Maple Grove Days Update and Financial Support Request

Maple Grove Community Organization

At their May 171h meeting Council authorized financial support of $10, 000 for the 2021 Maple
Grove Days events. Brandon Vreeman, President of Maple Grove Community Organization,
will be present at the work session to update the Council on event planning and present an
additional financial request. Attached is a letter of request from the MGCO Event Coordinator —
Briana Bolden.

Attachments:

Attachment A —Letter of Request -

MGCO

June 1, 2021

To Maple Grove City Council:

My name is Briana Boldon, and I am the Event Coordinator for Maple Grove Community Organization. I
am writing to express mine, and MGCO' s, concerns over the lack of sponsorships for this year' s Maple Grove
Days.

First off, I want to thank the Council for their donation of $ 10, 000. With this donation, we were able to

cover two of our previous Platinum sponsors who were unable to contribute to this year' s Maple Grove Days
due to budget cuts and coronavirus concerns.

Even with the Council' s generous donation, MGCO is running extremely short in our sponsorships for
Maple Grove Days this year, and it leaves us with a concerning lack of a " rainy day" fund. We, as a committee,
would like to ask the Council for an additional $ 10, 000.

We acknowledge that the thoughts behind adding the traditional parade would help boost community
morale and could potentially gain us more sponsorships. However, we have not gained a significant amount of
sponsorships after publicly announcing the traditional parade. A few smaller businesses have been able to
contribute, but not enough that makes a difference in our shortcomings.
I would like Council to be made aware that we have had several large sponsors, such as Boston

Scientific, Living Word Church and Maple Grove Hospital, who have not been able to sign on this year either
due to extreme budget woes because of shutdowns and/ or corporate restrictions against

festival and event

participation because of concerns surrounding COVID- 19. These precious sponsors from the past add up to
more than $ 20, 000 in sponsorship alone. Not to mention sponsors at the various other levels, as well. We look

forward to their return next year, however, we cannot count on them for the 2021 event.
As well as the concerns listed in my previous letter ( attached at the bottom of this letter), MGCO will
be dipping into our savings to help cover for Maple Grove Days 2021. Below is the information and concerns
from MGCO' s Treasurer:
The budgeted

expenses

are $

117, 153. 1 adjusted

for the traditional

parade and the

payroll &

credit

card fees already paid. The adjusted expenses are $ 107, 051. This leaves only $ 19, 094 in cash after MGD. This
is only a rough estimate, but very concerning as any of the income or expenses could be more or less; and if
we

have

a

rainout....... ?

As a reference our cash balance as of 10/ 1/ 19 was $ 58, 792. A very large variance!"

The concerns of Maple Grove Days staying afloat is not only one for this year, but for upcoming years if
we cannot come out of this in a position where we can continue operation into future years. Since MGCO is a
non- profit and Maple Grove Days is a totally sponsored
unclear without

additional

event, the quality and projection of future festivals is

support.

Maple Grove City Council can help MGCO ensure the future of Maple Grove Days and other beloved
community events with additional financial support towards our frugal budget. We' ve had to cut back this

year on things like marching bands, midway attractions, and quality entertainers. This is not to say that we are
not proud of what we' ve been able to achieve with the current budget at hand, but it could be much better in

the future with your help. Along with the " fun" budget of Maple Grove Days, we also need to make sure that
we can afford staples like porta potties, canopies, and tables and chairs so we can actually have a functional
event

space.

In short, we greatly appreciate the City' s help with this year' s festival, and hope that we can negotiate

more for the sake of our future community festival and events.

Truly,
Briana Boldon,

Event Coordinator

Tuesday, April 27, 2021

To Maple Grove

City

Council:

MGCO

My name is Briana Boldon, and 1 am the Event Coordinator for Maple Grove Community Organization. I
am writing to express mine, and MGCO' s, concerns over the lack of sponsorships for this year' s Maple Grove
Days.

As you know, Maple Grove Days is a community wide festival that delights thousands of community

members and surrounding areas with four days of events for all ages. It is an amazing opportunity for local
businesses to be the star of the show and connect with their ideal customer. After having to cancel in person
events in 2020 due to COVID- 19, we have been diligently planning to move forward with the 2021 festival to be
as in -person, and covid safe as possible. Though we have been gaining interest from sponsors as vaccinations
increase, MGCO has deeply struggled in attaining committed sponsorships from both old and new contacts.

This is in part because of the unknown that COVID- 19 still presents for festivals and events, and is also a
burden on certain industries and businesses who have struggled to come back from the shutdowns and

restrictions in 2020. We are quickly approaching our sponsorship deadline and are around $ 37, 000 below
budget at this point in time.
I am writing to City Council to propose a monetary sponsorship donation to Maple Grove Days that would

result not only in marketing benefits for the City of Maple Grove, but also benefit our community by helping to
bring as much " normalcy" as possible to our beloved festival. MGCO would like to ask City Council for a
sponsorship donation of $20, 000 to help cover some of our missing budget. We acknowledge that this is a big
ask, and has never been done in the history of Maple Grove Days. However, with Maple Grove being the
highlight of this festival, it is our concern that there will be great disappointment if we are unable to produce a
budget that would bring our events back to life. MGCO would offer in return Platinum Sponsorship benefits
and would be open to other marketing opportunities that the City would be interested in for the 2021 festival.
As I have told other potential sponsors, we cannot make Maple Grove Days happen without the help of
our community' s generosity, and hope that we can welcome you in joining us in the celebration as a sponsor.
MGCO needs the City of Maple Grove' s financial assistance to put on this year' s festivities, thus resulting in the
ability to host these events for years to come.
We thank you sincerely for your

consideration

of

this

proposal.

Below

is

a

list of sponsorship

benefits

for your convenience.
Sincerely,

Briana Boldon, Event Coordinator

MGCO

