CITY OF BAYPORT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Council Chambers, 294 North 3rd Street
May 3, 2021
MN Stat. 13D.021 - Meeting by telephone or other electronic means: Conditions - MN stat. 13D.021 provides that
a meeting of a public body may be conducted via telephone or other electronic means if meeting in a public
location is not practical or prudent because of a health pandemic or declared emergency. At its meeting on March
16, 2020, the Bayport City Council declared a local emergency due to the COVID-19 pandemic. As a part of this
action, until further notice, all City Council and committee meetings may be held by telephone, through other
electronic means, or with social distancing measures in place. All public meetings will continue to follow the
requirements of the Minnesota Open Meeting Law. It is strongly recommended that interested individuals access
the meeting in real-time or by using the web-viewing information below. If the dial-in option is used, the line will
be muted, so no outside comments or noise will be recorded.
Join Zoom Meeting
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88032142794
Meeting ID: 880 3214 2794
One tap mobile
+13017158592,,88032142794# US (Washington DC)
+13126266799,,88032142794# US (Chicago)
Dial by your location
+1 301 715 8592 US (Washington DC)
+1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
+1 646 558 8656 US (New York)
+1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma)
+1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
+1 669 900 9128 US (San Jose)
Meeting ID: 880 3214 2794
Find your local number: https://us02web.zoom.us/u/kdsWFa9Ia0

REGULAR MEETING

6:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL (St. Ores, Carlson, Dahl, Hanson, and Gilmore)
APPROVAL OF AGENDA
PROCLAMATIONS, COMMENDATIONS, PETITIONS, ANNOUNCEMENTS
1. The April recycling award recipient is Mary Jo Nemec at 408 7th St. N. who will be awarded for recycling efforts,
with funding made possible with a grant from Washington County.
OPEN FORUM
The open forum is a portion of the meeting to address the City Council on subjects that are not a part of the
meeting agenda. The City Council may take action or reply at the time of the statement or may give direction
to staff regarding investigation of comments expressed. A total of 15 minutes is allotted for public comment
during the open forum.
CONSENT AGENDA

Consider a resolution adopting items 1 through 9
1. April 5, 2021 City Council workshop minutes
2. April 5, 2021 City Council regular meeting minutes
3. April payables and receipts
4. April building, plumbing, mechanical, and zoning permits report
5. Hiring of Kara Hoier as a part-time Office Support Specialist
6. Revised special event application from Bayport American Legion for Memorial Day Ceremony on May 31, 2021
7. Authorization to post “No Parking” signs along 4th Street North
8. Award quote to perform sidewalk saw cutting repairs as part of the city’s sidewalk maintenance program
9. Renewal of boat trailer parking agreement with Andersen Corporation
PUBLIC HEARINGS
1. Public assessment hearing for proposed 2021 city infrastructure improvements
UNFINISHED BUSINESS
1. Consider a resolution adopting the assessments for 2021 city infrastructure improvements
2.

Consider an appointment to the Inspiration Stewardship Foundation

3.

Discuss public comments/results of the Bayport speed limit survey

NEW BUSINESS
1. Consider allowing the installation of an outfield fence for the baseball field at Barker’s Alps Park
CITY COUNCIL LIAISON REPORTS
STAFF/CITY ADMINISTRATOR REPORTS
COUNCIL ITEMS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS
ADJOURNMENT
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RESOLUTION NO. 21-_____
EXTRACT OF THE CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES OF THE CITY OF BAYPORT,
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA HELD MAY 3, 2021
Pursuant to due call and notice therefore, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Bayport, Minnesota
was duly held at Bayport City Hall in said municipality on May 3, 2021 at 6:00 p.m.
Members Present:
Councilmember _________ introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:
A RESOLUTION APPROVING CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 1-9 FROM THE
MAY 3, 2021 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

April 5, 2021 City Council workshop minutes
April 5, 2021 City Council regular meeting minutes
April payables and receipts
April building, plumbing, mechanical, and zoning permits report
Hiring of Kara Hoier as a part-time Office Support Specialist
Revised special event application from Bayport American Legion for Memorial Day Ceremony on May 31, 2021
Authorization to post “No Parking” signs along 4th Street North
Award quote to perform sidewalk saw cutting repairs as part of the city’s sidewalk maintenance program
Renewal of boat trailer parking agreement with Andersen Corporation

The motion for adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember _______ and upon roll
call being taken thereon, the following vote via voice:
Susan St. Ores John Dahl -

Connie CarlsonMichele Hanson -

Ethan Gilmore -

WHEREUPON, said Resolution was declared duly passed and adopted and signed by the Mayor and attested by the
City Administrator. Passed by the City Council, City of Bayport, Washington County, Minnesota, this 3rd day of
May, 2021.
ATTEST:
_________________________________
Adam Bell, City Administrator

_________________________________
Susan St. Ores, Mayor

CITY OF BAYPORT
CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP MINUTES
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
APRIL 5, 2021
4:30 P.M.
** Due to COVID-19 and social distancing protocols, this meeting was conducted by electronic means as
permitted by Minnesota Statute 13D.021 due to a health pandemic or declared emergency. **
CALL TO ORDER
The workshop was called to order by Mayor St. Ores at 4:38 p.m.
ROLL CALL
Members Present:

Staff Present:

Mayor Susan St. Ores, Councilmembers Connie Carlson, Michele Hanson, and John
Dahl. Councilmember Ethan Gilmore joined the meeting at 4:42 p.m. Also present were
Library Board members Sara Wagner, Colleen Chute, Adriana Temali-Smith, and
Marie Hydukovich.
City Administrator Adam Bell, Assistant City Administrator/Planner Sara Taylor, and
Library Director Jill Smith.

DISCUSS A PROPOSED BUILDING REMODEL OF THE BAYPORT PUBLIC LIBRARY
Library Director Smith provided an overview of the recent strategic plan and “Building the Next Chapter” for
the Bayport Public Library. She provided some history, as well as the current mission statement, core values,
and goals for patron experience. Recent building improvements included upgrades to meeting rooms, as well as
new gutters and façade repairs. In addition to much needed restroom upgrades, goals of the proposed building
remodel include reconfiguring the interior for more user-friendly and versatile space, such as study/small
conference rooms, children’s learning, and special needs. The recent facilities master plan indicated that the
Library is overall in good condition, but improvements were recommended to lighting fixtures and systems to
save on energy and maintenance costs, roof and masonry, and exterior doors. The total project cost is estimated
at $1,679,418 and $860,000 has been secured to date through grants. Library Director Smith requested
consideration of a contribution by the city to assist in funding the building improvements at an estimated cost of
$100,000.
Discussion followed on specific costs related to the restrooms, fundraising efforts/grant opportunities, timing on
budgeting for and scheduling the remodel, safety and security related to use of the basement, impacts to meeting
room rental, structural implications resulting from the chimney removal, capital outlay, prioritizing/phasing the
improvements to reduce budget impacts, and staffing. Director Smith noted that some of the private funders’
preference is to complete the project all at one time. Members of the Library Board elaborated on the specific
upgrades, the importance of honoring the legacy of the Library, and recognizing the support of donors and
foundations. The consensus of the City Council was a desire to partner on the improvements, but expressed
challenges and difficulties with contributing funding in the near future, as this project was not budgeted for in
2021 or included in the Capital Improvement Plan. Further discussion is anticipated in the coming months.
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved by Councilmember Dahl and seconded by Councilmember Gilmore to adjourn the meeting at 5:42
p.m. and upon roll call being taken thereon, the following vote via voice:
Susan St. Ores – aye
Michele Hanson – aye

John Dahl – aye
Connie Carlson - aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

CITY OF BAYPORT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
APRIL 5, 2021
6:00 P.M.
** Due to COVID-19 and social distancing protocols, this meeting was conducted by electronic means as permitted by
Minnesota Statute 13D.021 due to a health pandemic or declared emergency. **
REGULAR MEETING

6:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER
Pursuant to due call and notice, Mayor St. Ores called the regular City Council meeting of April 5, 2021, to order and
asked Councilmembers, staff, and the audience to join in pledging allegiance to the American Flag.
ROLL CALL (St. Ores, Carlson, Dahl, Hanson, and Gilmore)
Members present: Mayor Susan St. Ores and Councilmembers Connie Carlson, Michele Hanson, John Dahl, and Ethan
Gilmore (present by electronic means).
Staff present:

City Administrator Adam Bell, Assistant Administrator/Planner Sara Taylor, Fire Chief Allen
Eisinger, Police Chief Laura Eastman, City Engineer John Parotti, and City Attorney Tom Loonan
(present by electronic means). Public Works Director Matt Kline joined the meeting at 7:05 p.m.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
It was moved by Councilmember Carlson and seconded by Councilmember Gilmore to approve the City Council agenda
and upon roll call being taken thereon, the following vote via voice:
Susan St. Ores - aye
John Dahl - aye

Connie Carlson- aye
Michele Hanson -aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

PROCLAMATIONS, COMMENDATIONS, PETITIONS, ANNOUNCEMENTS
Mayor St. Ores noted the March recycling award recipient is Jason Obler, 1137 Pioneer Trail, who will be awarded for
recycling efforts, with funding made possible with a grant from Washington County.
OPEN FORUM
There were no public comments.
CONSENT AGENDA
Mayor St. Ores read items 1-10 on the Consent Agenda. Councilmember Dahl introduced the following resolution and
moved its adoption:
Resolution 21-10
A RESOLUTION APPROVING CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 1-10 FROM THE
APRIL 5, 2021 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

March 1, 2021 City Council workshop minutes
March 1, 2021 City Council regular meeting minutes
March payables and receipts
March building, plumbing, mechanical, and zoning permits report
Joint Powers Agreement with Washington County Sheriff’s Office Records Management System
Purchase and installation of a new generator for the air stripper water treatment facility
Purchase of solar powered radar speed sign
Park donation of $50.00 from the St. Croix Valley Athletic Association
Joint Powers Agreement with Washington County Mobile Field Force Unit

10. Conservation easement with Minnesota Land Trust for city owned outlots within the plat of Inspiration 3rd Addition
to be preserved as protected properties in accordance with the Planned Unit Development Stage Plan
The motion for adopting the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember Carlson and upon roll call
being taken thereon, the following voted via voice:
Susan St. Ores - aye
John Dahl - aye

Connie Carlson- aye
Michele Hanson -aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

PUBLIC HEARINGS
There were no public hearings.
UNFINISHED BUSINESS
1. Consider a resolution accepting a bid for proposed 2021 city infrastructure improvements: Administrator Bell
highlighted the staff memo prepared by Public Works Director Kline. The bids were less than the original cost estimate
and the assessment roll will be updated accordingly. He noted that the low bid was submitted by Miller Excavating, Inc.
of Stillwater, MN in the amount of $434,933.33 and staff was recommending approval. Following the bid award, the
City Council will be asked to consider declaring the cost to be assessed and ordering the preparation of assessments and
setting a public assessment hearing for proposed 2021 city infrastructure improvements.
Councilmember Dahl introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:

Resolution 21-11

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A BID FOR A 2021 INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
WITHIN THE CITY OF BAYPORT, MINNESOTA
The motion for adopting the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember Gilmore and upon roll call
being taken thereon, the following voted via voice:
Susan St. Ores - aye
John Dahl - aye

Connie Carlson- aye
Michele Hanson -aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

2. Consider a resolution declaring the cost to be assessed and ordering the preparation of assessments for proposed 2021
city infrastructure improvements.
Councilmember Carlson introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:

Resolution 21-12

A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE COST TO BE ASSESSED AND ORDERING PREPARATION OF
ASSESSMENTS FOR A 2021 INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
WITHIN THE CITY OF BAYPORT, MINNESOTA
The motion for adopting the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember Dahl and upon roll call being
taken thereon, the following voted via voice:
Susan St. Ores - aye
John Dahl - aye

Connie Carlson- aye
Michele Hanson -aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

3. Consider a resolution setting a public assessment hearing for proposed 2021 city infrastructure improvements.
Councilmember Dahl introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:

Resolution 21-13
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A RESOLUTION SETTING A PUBLIC ASSESSMENT HEARING FOR A 2021 INFRASTRUCTURE
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT WITHIN THE CITY OF BAYPORT, MINNESOTA
The motion for adopting the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember Hanson and upon roll call
being taken thereon, the following voted via voice:
Susan St. Ores - aye
John Dahl - aye

Connie Carlson- aye
Michele Hanson -aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

4. Consider a proposal from SEH for construction engineering services for proposed 2021 city infrastructure
improvements: City Engineer Parotti reviewed the staff report prepared by Public Works Director Kline, as well as the
scope of work included in the proposal from SEH in the amount of $48,650. Engineering costs are roughly 21% when
compared to the construction cost and this falls within the normal range of 20-25%. Staff is recommending approval of
the proposal.
It was moved by Councilmember Hanson and seconded by Councilmember Carlson to accept a proposal from SEH for
construction engineering services for proposed 2021 city infrastructure improvements and upon roll call being taken
thereon, the following vote via voice:
Susan St. Ores - aye
John Dahl - aye

Connie Carlson- aye
Michele Hanson -aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

5. Consider a resolution for the extension of municipal water infrastructure to the proposed Hills of Spring Creek
residential development in Baytown Township: Administrator Bell noted this topic was discussed at both the March 1
City Council workshop and regular meeting. Additional water modeling has confirmed that the existing water system
has adequate capacity to provide service to the Hills of Spring Creek with potable water, as well as both existing and
some specific potential future Baytown properties. Discussion followed on current and future water demand/usage,
water system capacity, and concern regarding enforcement of potential illicit connections of potable water for irrigation
use. City Attorney Loonan reiterated that the city’s responsibility in considering this extension shall be focused on
whether the current water system has adequate capacity to serve the subdivision, as stipulated in the Joint Powers
Agreement with Baytown. The data presented by the water model confirms that adequate capacity exists. He also noted
that the draft resolution clearly states that the extension is for potable water only, irrigation shall be provided by a
stormwater reuse system, no cross-connections may exist between municipal potable water and the irrigation system,
and that the city may require water conservation practices be implemented to sustain area water supply and promote
environmental stewardship.
City Engineer Parotti and Public Works Director Kline clarified that mechanical upgrades to the current water system
will be necessary regardless of whether an extension is provided to serve this subdivision. The trunk area charges that
would be paid by the developer for the extension are substantial and would be used to help fund the mechanical
upgrades. In addition, the extension provides an opportunity in the future to loop the water system, allowing for
improved water quality/flow and system redundancy in the event a portion of the loop is shut off due to an emergency.
Civil Engineer Matt Heib (for the developer) reiterated that the request is only for potable water and irrigation will be
provided by a stormwater reuse system.While several councilmembers voiced their unease with the extension, it was
acknowledged that under the JPA, the city had little flexibility to reject the proposal if the capacity existed.
Councilmember Hanson introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:

Resolution 21-14

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN EXTENSION OF MUNICIPAL WATER INFRASTRUCTURE TO THE
PROPOSED HILLS OF SPRING CREEK RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION
WITHIN BAYTOWN TOWNSHIP, MINNESOTA
The motion for adopting the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember Carlson and upon roll call
being taken thereon, the following voted via voice:
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Susan St. Ores - aye
John Dahl - nay

Connie Carlson- aye
Michele Hanson -aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

NEW BUSINESS
1. Consider a special event application from Bayport American Legion for Memorial Day Parade on May 31, 2021:
Administrator Bell noted that due to COVID, the parade was canceled last year. As proposed, the 2021 parade exceeds
the current state guidelines with an estimated attendance of 3,500-5,000 and would not be allowed. Most cities with
similar annual parades or events through June have been suspended until further guidance is provided by the state and
Center for Disease Control (CDC). He noted that significant planning and preparation is required for the parade,
specifically by the Police and Public Works Departments in the way of staffing, parking/traffic control, cemetery
preparation, etc. Due to current circumstances and not knowing whether state guidelines will be revised in the coming
month, staff is regrettably recommending denial of the event or tentative approval at this time, with specific
conditions/regulations. The consensus of the City Council was that the parade was a much beloved and popular
community event, but recognized the implications and difficulties with approving and/or planning for an event that did
not comply with the current state/CDC guidelines. Discussion followed on alternatives for the parade, such as
postponing and incorporating it into the Derby Days schedule in September and/or holding a special City Council
meeting later in April if the guidelines change to allow such an event and there is adequate time to plan and prepare
accordingly.
It was moved by Councilmember Dahl and seconded by Councilmember Hanson to deny a special event application
from Bayport American Legion for Memorial Day Parade on May 31, 2021, with a stipulation that the City Council may
reconsider the application at a special meeting should state guidelines be updated to allow such an event and there is
adequate time to plan and prepare accordingly. Upon roll call being taken thereon, the following vote via voice:
Susan St. Ores - aye
John Dahl - aye

Connie Carlson- aye
Michele Hanson -aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

CITY COUNCIL LIAISON REPORTS
Councilmember Carlson reported on a recent meeting of the Library Board that focused on a proposed remodel of the
Library building, as presented and discussed at the workshop held prior to this evening’s regular meeting.
STAFF/CITY ADMINISTRATOR REPORTS
Fire Chief Eisinger reported that the 2021 call volume is 62, compared to 73 in 2020. The year-to-date call volume is
175, compared to 241 in 2020. Monthly drills focused on “Right to Know” and confined space. He announced a
burning ban is currently in effect and reminded residents that burning yard waste or other material as a means
of disposal is not allowed.
Police Chief Eastman reported on the part-time Police Officer hiring process, as well as use of force and department
weapon training. The 2021 year-to-date call volume is 1,558.
Public Works Director Kline reported on early spring maintenance work, an upcoming water quality improvement
project with the Girl Scouts, and updated water modeling for the proposed Hills of Spring Creek development in
Baytown. He recognized and thanked the Sentence to Serve (STS) crews and leaders for their help over the past year
with the miscellaneous street, park, and cemetery maintenance projects.
Assistant Administrator/Planner Taylor reported on the recent edition of Bayport News, part-time Office Support hiring
process, citizen interest in serving on the Inspiration Stewardship Foundation, and a design scope for the permanent
access location at the Clean Water, Land, and Legacy property. The next meeting of the Highway 36 Transit Technical
Advisory Work Group will be held on April 15 and the Allen S. King Plant Decommissioning Advisory Panel meetings
will resume in June.
Administrator Bell reported on the new city website, highlighting options and features. He provided a recap of the 2020
city audit process, the anticipated American Rescue Plan COVID-19 recovery funding, and noted that a May 3 City
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Council workshop has been scheduled to discuss the status of the Greystone Bar with the property owner. A total of 315
responses have been received thus far on the speed limit survey and the deadline to submit responses is April 19.
COUNCIL ITEMS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS
There were no comments.
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved by Councilmember Hanson and seconded by Councilmember Dahl to adjourn the meeting at 8:04 p.m. and
upon roll call being taken thereon, the following vote via voice:
Susan St. Ores - aye
John Dahl - aye

Connie Carlson- aye
Michele Hanson -aye

Ethan Gilmore - aye

_________________________________
City Administrator/Clerk
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City of Bayport Building Permit Report April 2021
Issue Date

Permit Number

Parcel Number

4/19/2021

BA-2021-00048

2.0292E+11

4/19/2021
4/26/2021
4/21/2021

BA-2021-00057
BA-2021-00070
BA-2021-00068

1.10292E+12
1.00292E+12
1.00292E+12

Job Description
Install Louvers (6) and exhaust fans (5) for
ventilation, no heating
WWOP Install awning on North side of
property
Driveway
Driveway

4/19/2021

BA-2021-00065

1.00292E+12

Basement Remodel Plumbing

4/19/2021
4/19/2021
4/14/2021

BA-2021-00066
BA-2021-00067
BA-2021-00064

1.00292E+12
1.00292E+12
1.00292E+12

Mechanical Basement Remodel
Driveway Replacement

4/7/2021
4/6/2021
4/5/2021
4/5/2021
4/1/2021
3/30/2021
3/29/2021

BA-2021-00055
BA-2021-00060
BA-2021-00058
BA-2021-00059
BA-2021-00056
BA-2021-00053
BA-2021-00052

1.00292E+12
1.00292E+12
1.00292E+12
1.00292E+12
1.10292E+12
1.00292E+12
1.00292E+12

Basement Finish
New Home Mechanical
Patio and portable hot tub.
New Home - Fireplace
Reroof
New Home Mechanical
New Build Plumbing

Job Address

Estimated Cost

Permit Type

Total Fees

Zoning

100 N 4TH AVE, BA, MN 55003

$48,900.00

MECH - Comm

$1,131.60

COMMERCIAL

293 N 3rd Street, BA, MN 55003
246 N 7th Street, BA, MN 55003
1137 Pioneer Trail, BA, MN 55003
1199 N Inspiration Parkway, BA, MN
55003
1199 N Inspiration Parkway, BA, MN
55003
569 N 9th Street, BA, MN 55003
504 N 5th Street, BA, MN 55003
1199 N Inspiration Parkway, BA, MN
55003
675 Inspiration Place, BA, MN 55003
434 S Prairie Way, BA, MN 55003
1030 Pioneer Trail, BA, MN 55003
245 N 4th Avenue, BA, MN 55003
1030 Pioneer Trail, BA, MN 55003
1030 Pioneer Trail, BA, MN 55003

$1,425.00
$0.00
$0.00

BLDG - Misc/Other
PW - Driveway/Curb Cut
PW - Driveway/Curb Cut

$196.15
$25.00
$50.00

COMMERCIAL
RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL

$0.00

PLG - Pre-Existing

$80.00

RESIDENTIAL

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

MECH - Pre-Existing
PW - Driveway/Curb Cut
PW - Driveway/Curb Cut

$80.00
$25.00
$25.00

RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL

$35,000.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

BLDG - Basement Finish
MECH - New Res
Zoning Site Plan Permit
MECH - Fireplace RES
MAINT - Roofing Replace
MECH - New Res
PLG - New Home Res

$881.33
$200.00
$50.00
$80.00
$100.00
$200.00
$200.00

RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL

No Activity for Baytown Township April 2021

Generated: 4/28/2021 4:11 PM

Page 1 of 1

Printed: 4/28/2021 4:11 PM

CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411
Date:

April 28, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Adam Bell, City Administrator
Sara Taylor, Assistant City Administrator/Planner

Re:

Hiring of Kara Hoier as a part-time Office Support Specialist

BACKGROUND
The city received 12 applications for the part-time Office Support Specialist position. A total of 4 candidates
participated in the initial interview process with a staff review panel consisting of Adam, Sara, Mary, and
Chantelle. Following the interviews, staff agreed that Kara Hoier was the best fit for the position, offering
several years of experience working in municipal government for the cities of Maplewood and Roseville,
specifically in the departments of Community Development and Building/Zoning. Kara participated in a second
interview on April 20, and we are excited to announce that she accepted a conditional offer for the position,
pending a background check and City Council approval.
The conditional offer extended to Kara is for a supplemental part-time position as proposed in the 2021 Budget,
at an estimated average of 15-25 hours per week, without benefits. The starting annual salary is slated at Grade
2, Step 1 ($43,909), which consists of an hourly wage of $21.11. In recognition of Kara’s previous municipal
government experience directly related to the position, her starting salary is proposed at Grade 2, Step 3
($48,410) or an hourly wage of $23.27. Kara’s anticipated start date is May 10, 2021.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the City Council adopt a motion hiring Kara Hoier as a part-time Office Support Specialist,
per the conditional offer.

X

Hazelwood Cemetery

X
Jim Menard
Bayport American Legion
651.323.0980

651.439.5463

bayportparade@comcast.net
263 Third St N
Bayport, MN 55003
Bayport American Legion
Memorial Ceremony
May 31, 2021

7:00am

May 31, 2021

3:00pm

Small Assemblage

X

X

Traditional Memorial Ceremony
- Please have the grass mowed -

X
X

Podium, Electrical Outlets

Please Have a few Satellite Toilets Delivered from the City Park Prior to the Event
Also... If Possible, Have the Grass Mowed Prior to Event – Thank you!

See Attachment “A”
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CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411

Date:

April 27, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council
Adam Bell, City Administrator

From: Matt Kline, Public Works Director
RE:

Award quote to perform sidewalk saw cutting repairs as part of the city’s sidewalk maintenance
program

BACKGROUND
The city is in the fourth year of a multi-year sidewalk maintenance program. The program has consisted of the
following projects:
2018 – Sidewalk cutting to reduce trip hazards
2019 – Sidewalk replacement
2020 – Sidewalk cutting to reduce trip hazards
The original plan was to alternate between cutting and replacement. City staff was able to complete an
inspection of the sidewalks recently and did not identify enough broken sidewalks that would validate a
replacement project this year. Therefore, staff is working with Safe Step LLC on another cutting project as an
alternative. The current estimate is roughly 2-3 years of trip hazard cutting left to complete, based on the criteria
set by city staff and the contractor.
In 2018, Safe Step LLC completed a survey of the entire city sidewalk system identifying sidewalk panels that
had trip hazards. Safe Step LLC will be re-surveying a portion of the city that has not had any sidewalk cutting
completed. This updated survey will be used to identify a project area that will fit into the city budget specific
to sidewalk cutting work. At this time, this area is estimated to be the sidewalks along 4th St. N. and any
additional sidewalks based on budget.
Concrete saw cutting has become highly regulated by OSHA and must meet specific standards, including ADA
compliance. For that reason, the city has specifically worked with Safe Step LLC in the past due to their
proprietary technology, as cited in their proposal. The attached proposal outlines the 2021 project.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the City Council adopt a motion allowing Safe Step LLC to provide a survey of the
prospective sidewalk cutting areas and authorizing staff to enter into a contract for sidewalk cutting based on the
not to exceed amount of $14,000.00.

PARKING LICENSE AGREEMENT
THIS PARKING LICENSE AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made effective as of this ____ day
of______________, 2021, between Andersen Corporation, a Minnesota corporation with an address of 100 Fourth
Avenue North, Bayport, MN 55003 (“Andersen”), and the City of Bayport, a Minnesota municipal corporation (the
“City”).
WHEREAS, Andersen owns that certain parking area shown on the attached Exhibit A (the “License
Area”) located upon real property located in Washington County, Minnesota legally described as Mill Lots 6 and 7
of the Plat of Bayport (formerly South Stillwater) on file and of record in the Office of the County Recorder of
Washington County (“Property”); and
WHEREAS, the City has a legally recorded Dedication Deed for the 4th Avenue street right-of-way and the
City has for years used the portion of the right-of-way that extends into the Lake St. Croix River as a boat launch
(“Boat Launch”); and
WHEREAS, the City wishes to obtain a license for parking purposes upon the License Area to serve the
Boat Launch; and
Area.

WHEREAS, the parties have agreed to the terms and conditions set forth herein with regard to the License
NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the parties hereto agree as follows:

1.

Non-Exclusive License. Andersen hereby grants to the City a non-exclusive right and license to allow
individuals who live or work in the City and who have applied for and received a Parking Permit (as
defined below) to use the License Area for the purpose of parking vehicles with boat trailers, subject to the
terms and conditions set forth herein (the “License”). Upon the terms and conditions set forth herein, the
City will have the right to allow Parking Permit holders to park on the License Area and to use Andersen’s
adjacent Property for ingress and egress to and from 4th Avenue to the License Area following the routes
designated by Andersen. Parking will occur on a first come, first served basis; provided, however, that not
more than twenty (20) vehicles with boat trailers may be parked on the License Area on weekends and
Holidays (as defined herein) and not more than five (5) vehicles with boat trailers may be parked on the
License Area on weekdays. The City, at its expense, will install signs specifically designating the parking
spaces permitted to be used on the License Area.

2.

Term. The term of the License will commence on May 1, 2021 and expire as of September 30, 2021 (the
“Term”), unless terminated earlier as set forth herein. Notwithstanding the foregoing, if Andersen is
reasonably concerned about flooding on the License Area, Andersen may suspend the License upon written
notice during any time period for which flooding reasonably remains a concern for Andersen.
Notwithstanding anything to the contrary set forth herein, Andersen may terminate the License at any time
upon thirty (30) days prior written notice if use of the License Area interferes with the operation of
Andersen’s business activities in Andersen’s reasonable judgment.

3.

Days and Times of Usage. The License Area may only be used during the Term between the hours of
6:00 AM to 10:00 PM. Overnight parking on the License Area is not allowed.

4.

Permitted Uses.
(a)
The License Area will be used for the sole purpose of parking and for no other purpose.
The City and its employees, contractors, agents, invitees, Parking Permit holders and other users
(collectively, the “City Parties”) will not use the License Area or adjacent Property in any way that would
damage, injure or interfere with Andersen’s Property or business operations.
(b)
The City will enact, maintain and enforce an ordinance limiting use of the Boat Launch
for the launching of non-commercial watercraft. Such ordinance shall contain language prohibiting long-1-
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term parking of boats, fishing, tanning or other loitering, and swimming or diving. The City, at its expense,
will post signage warning the public of prohibited activities. The City will be solely responsible to ensure
the following: (i) noise levels concerning the Boat Launch and License Area are kept at or below the
acceptable noise levels, as per Section 26-30 of the Bayport Municipal Code, (ii) the City Parties do not
disturb the peace, (iii) there are no safety hazards, (iv) the City Parties do not cause unreasonable
congestion in the area of 4th Avenue and/or the License Area and (v) any structures placed on the License
Area or Boat Launch shall be removed from November 1 to April 1.
5.

Permits. The City will ensure that anyone parking upon the License Area must display a parking permit
issued by the City (“Parking Permit”) on the lower left side of the boat trailer. The City will issue Parking
Permits only to individuals who live or work within the municipal boundaries of the City. The City will
provide to Parking Permit holders a copy of the rules and restrictions on the usage of the Boat Launch and
the License Area. The City police will patrol the lot at least three times per day and will ticket and tow
vehicles within the License Area that do not display the Parking Permit or an Andersen employee parking
permit. Andersen may tow any such vehicles not promptly towed by the City upon Andersen’s request and
the City will reimburse Andersen for the costs of any such towing.

6.

Trespassing. The City, at its sole expense, will install signage approved by Andersen that warns users
against trespassing upon any property owned by Andersen. The City police will patrol the License Area
and Boat Launch at least three times per day to ensure public users are not trespassing upon Andersen’s
property.

7.

Trash removal. The City, at its sole cost, will be responsible for installing and maintaining, within 4th
Avenue near the Boat Launch and/or the License Area, as requested by Andersen, adequate trash cans (not
dumpsters) for the collection of trash from Boat Launch users. At least once per day on each day during
the Term, the City public works staff will (i) empty said trash receptacles and (ii) pick up trash off of the
Boat Launch and off of the ground on 4th Avenue, the License Area, and adjacent areas of the Property used
by the City Parties for ingress and egress to the License Area. Upon written notice, the City will also
install and maintain receptacles for the collection of live bait dumping within 4th Avenue if such dumping
becomes an issue in Andersen’s reasonable judgment.

8.

Parking. The City police will patrol 4th Avenue near the License Area at least three times per day and
will ticket and tow any unlawfully parked boat trailers, along with any vehicles, along 4th Avenue per
Section 54-27.1 of the Bayport Code. The City and Andersen may also enter into a separate annual MOU
to limit further parking along 4th Avenue to avoid congestion to the Boat Launch and the License Area.

9.

No Restroom. The City will not install a portable restroom on the License Area or Boat Launch without
Andersen’s prior written consent, which may be granted or withheld in Andersen’s sole discretion, and will
remove any such restroom within three (3) business days after Andersen’s request.

10.

Restrictions. Nothing in this Agreement will give the City any right, title or interest to the License Area
other than the license rights set forth herein. The City will not make any alterations, additions or
improvements to the License Area. The City will not assign or transfer any rights granted herein beyond
the issuance of the Parking Permits.

11.

Signage. All signage provided for in this Agreement will be reasonably acceptable in size, content and
placement to Andersen, and will be installed, maintained and removed at the City’s expense.

12.

Maintenance and Operation.
(a)
The City will be solely responsible for maintenance, repair and replacement of the Boat
Launch at its sole expense. All maintenance, repair and replacement will be done in a manner so as to
minimize any disruption or interference with Andersen’s property or business operations.
(b)

The City will be responsible for complying with all statutes, rules, ordinances, orders,
-2-
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codes and regulations to the extent the same pertain to the Boat Launch and/or the City Parties’ use of the
Boat Launch, the License Area, and/or the Property.
(c)
Without limiting the foregoing or any other provisions of this Agreement, none of the
City Parties will improperly release any Hazardous Materials (as herein defined) onto the License Area,
and/or the adjacent Property. The City must ensure all Hazardous Materials brought onto the License Area
and the adjacent Property are properly collected by the City and removed each day of the Term as required
by all applicable Environmental Laws (as herein defined). Upon expiration of the Term, the City will be
responsible for all clean-up of the License Area, and the adjacent Property (including the removal of all
Hazardous Materials brought onto the License Area by any City Parties) such that the area will be restored
to substantially the same condition it was prior to the use of the License Area and adjacent Property by the
City Parties. "Environmental Laws" means all statutes, rules, ordinances, orders, codes and regulations
relating to the protection of the public health or safety of the environment. "Hazardous Materials" include
substances (i) which require remediation under Environmental Laws; or (ii) which are or become defined as
a hazardous waste, hazardous substance, pollutant or contaminant under any Environmental Laws; or (iii)
which are explosive, corrosive, flammable, infectious, radioactive, carcinogenic or mutagenic; or (iv)
which contain petroleum hydrocarbons, polychlorinated byphenyls, asbestos, asbestos containing materials
or urea formaldehyde.
(d)
The City will remove from the License Area and adjacent Property all personal property
brought onto the License Area and/or adjacent Property by any of the City Parties. If any such personal
property is not so removed, it will be deemed abandoned and may be retained by Andersen or disposed of
by Andersen at the City’s cost. All personal property (including vehicles and trash collection receptacles)
brought onto the License Area and/or adjacent Property will be brought thereon at the City’s sole risk.
Except for any willful or wanton misconduct or gross negligence of Andersen, Andersen will have no
liability to the City or any of the City Parties for any injury to property, injury to person, and/or any other
loss, claims or damages incurred by City in connection with any use of the License Area, Boat Launch
and/or adjacent Property by any of the City Parties.
13.

Indemnification and Care of Property. During the term of this Agreement, except for any willful or
wanton misconduct or gross negligence of Andersen, the City will indemnify, defend (at Andersen’s
request) and hold Andersen harmless against and from any and all liabilities, claims of liability and losses,
costs, expenses, and damages (including attorney’s fees) suffered by or claimed against Andersen arising
during the term of this Agreement out of (i) the use and/or occupancy of 4th Avenue, the Boat Launch, the
License Area and/or the adjacent Property by any City Parties, and/or (ii) any breach or default of this
Agreement by any City Parties and/or any violation of applicable laws by any City Parties, and/or (iii) any
negligent, intentionally tortious or other act or omission of any of the City Parties during the term of this
Agreement, and/or (iv) any injury to or death of any person or damage to any property occurring to, on or
in 4th Avenue, the Boat Launch, the License Area and/or the adjacent Property. The indemnities given by
the City in this Agreement will survive the termination or expiration of this Agreement only with respect to
any liability, claim, loss, cost, expense or damage arising during the term of this Agreement. In no event
shall the City be required by this Agreement to indemnify or hold Andersen harmless from any liability,
claim, loss, cost, expense or damage that arises after the termination or expiration of this Agreement.

14.

Insurance. The City will maintain General Liability Insurance with minimum limits of not less than the
current statutory limits, as provided in Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 466, as amended, per occurrence and
Umbrella/Excess Liability Insurance with minimum limits of not less than the current statutory limits per
occurrence, as well as all-risk property damage insurance for all of the personal property brought by the
City onto the Boat Launch, the License Area and/or the adjacent Property, up to the full replacement value
thereof. The City’s insurance must cover all risks arising out of use of the Boat Launch, the License Area,
and/or the adjacent Property by the City Parties. The City will provide Andersen with an annual insurance
certificate showing such coverage and will name Andersen as an additional insured on such policy.

15.

No Warranties. Andersen makes no warranty to the City of any kind, either express or implied, as to the
suitability of the License Area and/or any of the adjacent Property for the City’s intended use. Andersen is
not obligated to provide any services, electricity, lighting, paving, sweeping or in any other way prepare
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any portion of its property for the use permitted hereunder. The License Area and adjacent Property area is
made available “AS IS” and “WITH ALL FAULTS.” Andersen will use commercially reasonable efforts
to maintain the License Area during the Term in substantially the same condition it was in on the date of
this Agreement.
16.

Defaults. In the event any default occurs under this Agreement, Andersen will be entitled to terminate this
Agreement immediately, re-enter and repossess the License Area, and/or pursue any other remedy available
at law or in equity. Andersen will have the right to seek specific performance to enforce any provisions of
this Agreement, as well as the right to seek an injunction to specifically enjoin any actions prohibited by
this Agreement. Additionally, Andersen will have the right and option, in its sole discretion, to elect to
cure any such default by the City, and to collect from the City all costs incurred in effectuating such cure,
including reasonable attorney’s fees; and such election may be made by the act of curing such default, and
Andersen will not be required to provide written notice thereof to the City. Andersen may pursue any or
all of these remedies. No failure of delay by Andersen to assert any right or remedy under this Agreement
will be a waiver of that right or remedy if the circumstances giving rise to the right or remedy continue or
are repeated. No waiver will be effective unless given in writing. All remedies are cumulative.

17.

Notices. All notices under this Agreement will be in writing and will be deemed given if delivered
personally or sent by reputable overnight courier or mailed by registered or certified mail, return receipt to
the following addresses or to such other addresses as a party may notify the other party:
To the City:

City Administrator
City of Bayport
294 North Third Street
Bayport, MN 55003

To Andersen:
If by mail:

Linda Larson
Director, Real Estate Services
Andersen Corporation
100 Fourth Avenue North
Bayport, MN 55003

With a copy to:

Alan Bernick
Chief Legal Officer
Andersen Corporation
100 Fourth Avenue North
Bayport, MN 55003

If by overnight courier or personal delivery:
Linda Larson
Director, Real Estate Services
Andersen Corporation
5909 Omaha Avenue North
Oak Park Heights, MN 55082
With a copy to:

Alan Bernick
Chief Legal Officer
Andersen Corporation
5909 Omaha Avenue North
Oak Park Heights, MN 55082
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18.

Miscellaneous

(a)

This Agreement with its exhibits constitutes the entire agreement of the parties with respect to the subject
matter hereof and will not be amended except by a written agreement, signed by an authorized
representative of both parties. If there is a conflict between the terms of this Agreement and an exhibit, the
terms and conditions of this Agreement will control. No waiver of any provisions of this Agreement will
be binding on the parties unless agreed to in writing.

(b)

This Agreement will be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota.

(c)

If any provision of this Agreement will be held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be illegal, invalid or
unenforceable, the remaining provisions will remain in full force and effect.

(d)

This Agreement will not be construed as creating a partnership, joint venture or agency relationship.

(e)

The rights, remedies and obligations of the parties contained in or made pursuant to this Agreement which
by their terms or clear intent extend beyond the termination or expiration of this Agreement (including
without limitation sections 9, 12 and 13 (for claims arising during the term of this Agreement)) will survive
the termination or expiration of this Agreement and will remain in full force and effect.
[signatures on next page]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed by their officers or
elected or appointed officials who have the authority to bind their respective parties effective as of the date set forth
above.
ANDERSEN CORPORATION

CITY OF BAYPORT

By:

By:

Name:

Name:

Title:

Title:

Date:

Date:
By:
Name:
Title:
Date:

-6-

Initials: Andersen:______

City:______

EXHIBIT A
Diagram of License Area
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CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411
Date:

April 12, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council
Adam Bell, City Administrator

From: Matt Kline, Public Works Director
RE:

Public assessment hearing for proposed 2021 city infrastructure improvements

BACKGROUND
On March 1, the City Council adopted a resolution setting a date for the final assessment hearing for this
project. The public hearing is part of the process outlined in the Minnesota Statutes 429 regarding
assessment procedures and the purpose is to hear from affected property owners on the assessments. The
final assessment hearing is the last public hearing required by statute. Notification of the assessment
hearing was published in the city’s official newspaper, sent directly to all affected property owners in
accordance with state statute, and is attached for reference.
Following the public hearing, the City Council will be asked to consider a resolution adopting the
proposed assessments. Subsequent to adoption, the final assessment roll must be certified to the County
Auditor by November 30, 2021 for inclusion on the 2022 tax statements.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the City Council conduct the public hearing on proposed assessments for the 2021 city
infrastructure improvements.
Note: No discussion of the assessments or dialogue with the public should occur during the public
hearing. The appropriate time for this discussion, if any, should occur when considering the resolution
adopting the final assessment roll.

CITY OF BAYPORT NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
ON PROPOSED ASSESSMENT FOR AN INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that the Bayport City Council will meet on Monday, May 3, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. by electronic
means pursuant to MN Stat. 13D.021 - Meeting by telephone or other electronic means. MN stat. 13D.021 provides that a
meeting of a public body may be conducted via telephone or other electronic means if meeting in a public location is not
practical or prudent because of a health pandemic or declared emergency. An agenda will be posted on the city website prior
to the meeting with information for the public to join the meeting by electronic means.
The purpose of the public hearing is to consider an assessment for a street and infrastructure improvement project which
includes 6th St. N., from 5th Ave. N. to Pickett Ave. and the Hazelwood Cemetery access road. The area benefitted and
proposed to be assessed for the foregoing improvements includes properties adjacent to or near the roadway segments
described. Adoption by the City Council of the proposed assessment may occur at the hearing.
Such assessment is proposed to be payable in equal annual installments extending over a period of 10 years, the first of the
installments to be payable on or before the first Monday in January 2022, and will bear interest at a rate from the date of the
adoption of the assessment resolution, such rate to be determined by the City Council. To the first installment shall be added
interest on the entire assessment from the date of the assessment resolution until December 31, 2021. To each subsequent
installment when due shall be added interest for 1 year on all unpaid installments.
You may at any time prior to certification of the assessment to the county auditor, pay the entire assessment on such property,
with interest accrued to the date of payment, to the City of Bayport. No interest shall be charged if the entire assessment is
paid within 30 days from the adoption of this assessment. You may at any time thereafter, pay to the City of Bayport the
entire amount of the assessment remaining unpaid, with interest accrued to December 31 of the year in which such payment
is made. Such payment must be made before November 15 in a given year or interest will be charged through December 31
of the succeeding year.
The proposed assessment roll is on file at City Hall for public inspection. The total amount of the proposed assessment is
$74,424.59. Written or oral objections will be considered at the hearing. No appeal may be taken as to the amount of an
assessment unless a written objection signed by the affected property owner is filed with the City Administrator prior to the
assessment hearing or presented to the presiding officer at the hearing. The City Council may upon such notice consider any
objection to the amount of a proposed individual assessment at an adjourned hearing upon such further notice to the affected
property owners as it deems advisable.
Under Minn. Stat. §§ 435.193 to 435.195 and City of Bayport Resolution No. 11-36, the City Council may, in its discretion,
defer the payment of this special assessment for any homestead property (i) owned by a person 65 years of age or older, (ii)
retired by virtue of a permanent and total disability (as recognized by the Social Security Administration), or (iii) a member
of the Minnesota National Guard or other reserves ordered to active military service (as stated in the member’s military
orders), for whom it would be a hardship to make the payments, and for whom the average annual payment for all assessments
to the homestead would exceed 10 percent of the adjusted gross annual income of the household per year. The City Council
may also, in its discretion, defer payments for unimproved lots or parcels as permitted by Resolution 11-36. When deferment
of the special assessment has been granted and is terminated for any reason provided in that law and Resolution, all amounts
accumulated plus applicable interest become due. Any assessed property owner meeting the requirements of this law and
Resolution No. 11-36, may, within 30 days of the confirmation of the assessment, apply to the City Administrator for the
prescribed form for such deferral of payment of this special assessment on his/her property.
An owner may appeal an assessment to district court pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 429.081 by serving notice of the appeal upon
the Mayor or City Administrator of the city within 30 days after the adoption of the assessment and filing such notice with
the district court within 10 days after service upon the Mayor or City Administrator.
Persons desiring to be heard on this matter shall submit written comments by 3:00 p.m. CDT the date of the hearing by email
to mkline@ci.bayport.mn.us, USPS mail to City of Bayport, 294 North 3rd Street, Bayport, MN 55003, or deposit in the
locked drop box located outside the front entrance to City Hall. All comments received timely will be read into the public
record at the appropriate point in the meeting. If you have questions or would like to view a copy of the city’s feasibility
report for the project, you may contact Public Works Director Matt Kline at 651-275-4410 or mkline@ci.bayport.mn.us
ADAM BELL
CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Published in the Stillwater Gazette on Friday, April 16, 2021 and posted at City Hall.

CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411

Date:

April 20, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council
Adam Bell, City Administrator

From: Matt Kline, Public Works Director
RE:

Consider a resolution adopting the assessments for 2021 city infrastructure improvements

BACKGROUND
In accordance with Minnesota Statute 429 procedures, a public hearing will be held at the May 3 City Council
meeting to provide the public with an opportunity to comment on the proposed assessments for this project.
Following the hearing, the City Council will be asked to consider the attached resolution approving the proposed
assessments, as calculated.
The proposed assessments reflect unit costs associated with the accepted project bid from the April 5 City
Council meeting. The exact interest rate will be determined on May 3 and provided to the City Council at the
meeting. An overview of the payment methods will also be provided, as follows:
1. No interest will be charged if the entire assessment is paid within 30 days of the adoption date. This
deadline for payment would be June 2, 2021 and payments would be made to the city.
2. From June 2 to November 30, 2021, assessments can still be paid directly to the city, but interest will be
accrued to December 31, 2021.
3. After November 30, the assessments will be applied to the taxes on a yearly basis. Property taxes will
include the assessment payments and Washington County will distribute the assessment portion
accordingly when they receive it.
4. If a property owner wishes to pay off their entire assessment balance in any given year, the owner will
need to pay their yearly assessed portion to Washington County by November 15 in order to avoid
paying interest on the assessed portion for another year. The remaining assessment can be paid to the
city without interest for the remaining amount due.
5. Partial payments over and above the amount being assessed to property taxes can be paid at any time to
the city directly. The remaining total will then be reassessed to the property taxes.
The city will certify the assessments to Washington County on November 30, 2021 to be included on the county
tax roll. All unpaid assessments at that time will be collected in the same manner as other municipal taxes.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the City Council adopt a resolution approving the assessments for 2021 city infrastructure
Improvements.

City of Bayport - 2021 Infrastructure Improvements
Proposed Assessment Roll

Parcel ID
163-0302920440089
163-0302920440003
163-0302920440080
163-0302920440035
163-0302920440045
163-0302920440046
163-0302920440047
163-0302920440048
163-0302920440049
163-0302920440050
163-0302920440036
163-0302920440086
163-0302920440081
163-0302920440005
163-0302920440075
163-0302920440037
163-0302920440038
163-0302920440034
163-0302920440095
163-0302920440002
163-0302920440088
Totals

Owner Name
CROIXDALE
EYLANDT CODY R
FEDERAL NATIONAL MTG ASSOC
HARTIGAN JENNIFER J
JEANETTE F NELSON PROPERTY TRS
JEANETTE F NELSON PROPERTY TRS
JEANETTE F NELSON PROPERTY TRS
JEANETTE F NELSON PROPERTY TRS
JEANETTE F NELSON PROPERTY TRS
JEANETTE F NELSON PROPERTY TRS
JOHNSON RICHELLE M
KERSTEN BRIAN & JEANETTE M BLACK
LYNSKEY MICHAEL J JR
NORMAN CLAYTON D
ODLAND DOUGLAS R
RADKE LEONARD W ETAL
RADKE LEONARD W ETAL
TAX FORF LAND-STATE OF MN
WALTERS DAVID M & LINDA R
WARNER KATHERINE R
WARNER KATHERINE R

Site Address
852 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
725 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
785 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
675 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
625 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT

607 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
775 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
868 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
705 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
844 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
610 5TH AVE N, CITY OF BAYPORT
741 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT

848 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT
836 6TH ST N, CITY OF BAYPORT

Street/Drainage
Imp.
Assessment
$12,767.98
$4,535.34
$3,056.43
$2,415.56
$3,943.78
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$4,140.96
$3,943.78
$2,563.45
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$1,873.29
$49.30
$3,943.78
$2,415.56
$4,091.67
$69,459.76

Sanitary
Sewer Imp.
Assessment
$992.92

$992.92
$992.92

$992.92
$496.46
$496.46
$4,964.59

Total
Assessment
$12,767.98
$5,528.26
$3,056.43
$2,415.56
$3,943.78
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$5,133.88
$3,943.78
$3,556.37
$2,464.86
$2,464.86
$1,873.29
$49.30
$4,936.69
$2,912.02
$4,588.13
$74,424.35

RESOLUTION NO. 21-________
EXTRACT OF THE CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES OF THE CITY OF BAYPORT,
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA HELD MAY 3, 2021
Pursuant to due call and notice therefore, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Bayport,
Minnesota was duly held at Bayport City Hall in said municipality on May 3, 2021 at 6:00 p.m.
Members Present:
Councilmember ________________ introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING ASSESSMENTS FOR A 2021 INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT WITHIN THE CITY OF BAYPORT, MINNESOTA
BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council (the “Council”) of the City of Bayport, Minnesota (the “City”), as
follows:
WHEREAS, the Council, pursuant to proper notice duly given as required by law, has met and heard and passed
upon all objections to the proposed assessment for infrastructure improvements on the following streets: (a) 6th St.
N., from 5th Ave. N. to Pickett Ave. and (b) Hazelwood Cemetery access road within the City (the
“Improvements”).
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Bayport, Minnesota, as follows:
1. Such proposed assessment, as amended, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof, is hereby
accepted and shall constitute the special assessment against the lands named therein, and each tract of land
therein included is hereby found to be benefited by the proposed Improvements in the amount of the
assessment levied against it.
2. Such assessment shall be payable in equal annual installments extending over a period of 10 years, the first
of the installments to be payable on or before the first Monday in January 2022, and shall bear interest at the
rate of _____percent per annum from the date of the adoption of this assessment resolution. To the first
installment shall be added interest on the entire assessment from the date of this resolution until December
31, 2021. To each subsequent installment, when due, shall be added interest for one year on all unpaid
installments.
3. The owner of any property so assessed may, at any time prior to certification of the assessment to the county
auditor, pay the whole of the assessment on such property, with interest accrued to the date of payment, to the
City, except that no interest shall be charged if the entire assessment is paid within 30 days from the adoption
of this resolution; and he/she may, at any time thereafter, pay to the City the entire amount of the assessment
remaining unpaid, with interest accrued to December 31 of the year in which such payment is made. Such
payment must be made before November 15 in a given year or interest will be charged through December 31
of the next succeeding year.
4. The City Administrator shall forthwith transmit a certified duplicate of this assessment to the county auditor
to be extended on the property tax lists of the county. Such assessments shall be collected and paid over in the
same manner as other municipal taxes.
The motion for adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember _____________
and upon roll call being taken thereon, the following vote via voice:
Susan St. Ores –
Connie Carlson –

Ethan Gilmore –
John Dahl –

Michele Hanson –

WHEREUPON, said Resolution was declared duly passed and adopted and signed by the Mayor and attested
by the City Administrator. Passed by the City Council, City of Bayport, Washington County, Minnesota, this 3rd
day of May 2021.

ATTEST:
___________________________________
Adam Bell, City Administrator

______________________________
Susan St. Ores, Mayor

CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411
Date:

April 28, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Adam Bell, City Administrator
Sara Taylor, Assistant City Administrator/Planner

Re:

Consider an appointment to the Inspiration Stewardship Foundation

BACKGROUND
At the March meeting, the City Council was requested to consider appointments to serve on the Inspiration
Stewardship Foundation (ISF). The ISF is the entity intended to be responsible for the maintenance of the
conservation easement public open space prairie areas within and surrounding the Inspiration neighborhood. The
articles of incorporation specify that the foundation consist of three individuals appointed by the Bayport City
Council (two citizens and one elected or appointed official), two citizens appointed by the Inspiration HOA, and
one non-voting individual representing MLT. At the March meeting, the consensus of the City Council was to
appoint Administrator Bell to serve as city representative, with Assistant Administrator/Planner Taylor as the
alternate. It was also agreed to appoint Councilmember Dahl to serve as one of the two at-large residents and
solicit applications for the remaining position.
The city promoted the citizen representative position in the March print city newsletter Bayport News. As a
result, the city received letters of interest from three residents seeking consideration of appointment. All
applicants bring varied experience, which staff believes will be an asset to serving in this capacity (see attached
letters of interest). It should be noted that Robert McManus was the first resident to express interest in the
position, followed by Timothy Nolan, and John Harford. While not a requirement, it should be noted that Mr.
McManus is the only applicant of the three who does not currently live in Inspiration if greater diversity in
representation on the Foundation is desired.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the City Council adopt a motion appointing ________ to serve as a citizen representative on
the Inspiration Stewardship Foundation.

From: Rob McManus <roberthmcmanus@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 25, 2021 6:59 PM
To: Bayport Office Support <Office@ci.bayport.mn.us>
Subject: Inspiration Stewardship Foundation

Mary,
I would like to submit my name as an interested citizen to serve on the Inspiration Stewardship
Foundation. I have a keen interest in conservation issues both in Bayport and elsewhere. I have
an amateur interest in botany and all the natural sciences. I've been a volunteer involved
intimately with the management of St. Croix Savana Scientific and Natural Area in and adjacent
to the City of Bayport as a volunteer steward for the past 22 years. I've worked at a native
plant nursery which provided opportunities and training to learn not just about plants, but
about ecosystems and their maintenance.
I believe this position uniquely suits my knowledge of the natural world and my interest in the
wellbeing of our town and provides opportunities for cooperation with people and
organizations with whom I've developed contacts over the years.
Thanks very much,
Robert McManus
516 S 4th St

From: Timothy Nolan <tmn195515@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 29, 2021 1:12 PM
To: Bayport Office Support <Office@ci.bayport.mn.us>
Subject: Inspiration Stewardship Foundation Letter of Intent
March 29, 2021
RE: Interest in Serving on Inspiration Stewardship Foundation
Dear Mary,
I recently saw the notice for appointment to the ISF. I would like to volunteer my extensive knowledge,
experience, and skills to serve our new Community. My wife and I built the first house – a model in
sustainable design – in the new Villas of Inspiration development, moved in May 2020, and are vested in
enhancing the conservation ethic on our property, the 7.5 acres Villas site, and the surrounding area.
My attached Bio gives you an idea of my qualifications and skills. I served the State of MN for over 30 years
on the cutting edge of sustainable development, including working with many communities throughout the
State on development and conservation design issues. I also have excellent public speaking and facilitation
skills, along with in-depth know how and problem-solving attributes. This experience, along with subject
matter expertise and ability to understand and communicate complex interrelated issues, would be a strong
asset in service on the Foundation and the St. Croix region.
Sincerely,
Timothy Nolan
Professional Bio
Over 30 years public service for the State of Minnesota, working at the forefront of progressive efforts to
advance public and private sector sustainable development initiatives. Program experience includes technical
and financial assistance, applied research and development, educational outreach, inter-agency initiatives, and
policy development. His work – within several State agencies – involved a history of innovative projects
throughout the State in areas focused on:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Accelerating local government and private sector adoption of sustainability practices
Incubating clean technology and green manufacturing enterprises
Fostering renewable energy, resource efficiency and green infrastructure applications
Integrating sustainable design methods in the built environment
Appling integrated systems, industrial ecology and clean production methods
Advancing the Circular Economy

Professional attributes include diverse experience, interdisciplinary knowledge of sustainability issues and
practices, systems thinker able to devise practical solutions, on-the-ground implementation know-how, and
the leadership skills to develop and apply innovative approaches to complex environmental challenges. Has
collaborated with federal, state, and local governments, and many private and not-profit organizations. Tim
retired from State Government in December 2016 and is Principal in Gichi Ka LLC, providing Strategic
Advisory Services for a Circular Economy.

From: John Harford <harfordjohn52@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2021 11:53 AM
To: Bayport Office Support <Office@ci.bayport.mn.us>
Subject: Inspiration Stewardship Foundation
To: City of Bayport City Council:
The March city newsletter solicited interest on the part of a city resident to serve on the Inspiration
Stewardship Foundation. Please consider me for the opening. I am currently a property owner in
Inspiration. I have volunteered to serve on the Prairie Committee of the HOA. I am also a member of the
Minnesota Land Trust. My qualifications and skills include:
- retired professional land use planner and zoning administrator;
- managed the wetland regulatory program under the MN Wetland Conservation Act for the CIty of
Rochester for over 20 years -retired;
- worked on water management plans and floodplain regulatory programs for Olmsted County and the
City of Rochester;
- volunteered with the Olmsted County Park system on prairie restoration including seed
collection/planting, prescribed burns, invasive species control;
- former member of the Olmsted County Park Board.
I apologize for such a late response - a home improvement project has kept me busy for several months
now. If you are still considering applicants I would appreciate your consideration. Thank you.
John Harford
208 Prairie Way N

CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411

Date:

April 28, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Adam Bell, City Administrator

RE:

Discuss public comments/results of the Bayport speed limit survey

BACKGROUND
In March, the City Council directed staff to conduct a public survey to gather community input
on the proposed reduction of the state standard 30 mph speed limit. The city’s online survey
closed on April 19. The questions surveyed included: 1) how the community feels about the
current speed limit; 2) whether the city should spend the money to conduct the required study to
lower the speed, which includes either a) hiring SEH to conduct the required study and report or
b) installing the required signage to lower it to 25 mph; and 3) the preferred speed limit (30mph,
25 mph, or 20 mph). The survey also asked for 4) public comment on the issue, 5) the
respondents’ age, 6) relationship with the city, and 7) in which area of the city the respondents
lived.
A total of 383 responses were received, of which 355 eligible respondents completed the entire
survey. There also were 15 suspected duplicate responses and 18 responses that were from
neither residents nor non-profits/business owners/managers.
Question results:
1) As shown in the study results, approximately 53% felt the current speed limit of 30 mph
was too fast while 9% felt it too slow, with the remaining 38% felt it was neither too fast
nor too slow.
2) Just over 39% leaned towards not likely to support spending the money on to lower the
speed limit and just under 49% leaned towards supporting spending the money to lower
the limit.
3) Approximately 38% favored 30 mph, 26% favored 25 mph, and 34% favored 20 mph.
Just over 2% did not have a preferred speed.
4) The comments were diverse with the most common responses including
a. Desire for controlled intersections and additional signage
b. Increased enforcement
c. People drive too fast
d. Mentioning Highway 95 and 5th Avenue
e. Children and pedestrians
f. 4th and 6th Streets
5) The age ranges were fairly spread out with the largest demographic being 35-44
representing almost 30%.

6) Ninety-four percent (334) of the respondents were city residents, less than 3% (9) were
business/non-profit owners/managers, and just over 3% (12) were both.
7) Almost 49% live west of Highway 95 but not in Inspiration, 30% live east of Highway
95, and 21% live in Inspiration.
Analysis:
While no overwhelming majority of respondents supported a single option for a preferred speed
limit, a 3:2 majority did respond with a preference less than 30. The support for spending money
to lower the speed was more polarized with almost 50% strongly supporting and only 40%
strongly not supporting.
The desire for more controlled intersections was a common listed comment in the survey
responses. As previously explained at an earlier meeting, installing additional intersection
control signage (stop or yield signs) often does not have the effect that most people would
expect. Staff does support looking at specific intersections to determine if additional signage
would be appropriate and will be conducting those studies as directed.
Another factor that needs to be considered, and was included in the comments, is that while
studies have shown that lower speeds are safer for both vehicles and pedestrians, as a matter of
fact, other studies and data show that just lowering the legal speed limit does not automatically
result in lower speeds. Various other factors impact the speed at which drivers choose to travel.
The desire for increased police enforcement for speeding on residential city streets is difficult
given the number of officers on duty at one time and the geographic coverage area, as well as the
demand of responding to higher priority incidents. Bayport Police will dutifully enforce
whatever speed limit is settled on, but the additional scrutiny on all police interactions, especially
for relatively minor offenses, such as speeding, during the current societal climate should not be
ignored.
Options:
1) Continue the discussion on municipal speed limits and direct staff to conduct further
research to be considered in the future; or
2) Maintain 30 mph speed limit and continue to look at alternative methods to make the
residential streets safer; or
3) Lower the speed limit on all residential streets to 25 mph and install the required signage
at the estimated cost of $5,000; or
4) Authorize SEH to conduct a speed limit study and generate a report to comply with state
requirements to lower the speed limit to 20 mph at a cost estimate of $4,800.
Additionally, install the required signage at an estimated cost of $1,000-$5,000.
RECOMMENDATION
No staff recommendation
ATTACHMENTS
1) Survey results
2) Minnesota Department of Transportation Speed Limit CRSP
3) MN Statewide Speed Limit Vision Project Literature Review Matrix
4) MN Statewide Speed Limit Vision Project Minnesota Speed Limit History
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Q1 How do you feel about the current 30 mph speed limit on Bayport’s
residential city streets? This question does not apply to Highway 95,
portions of 5th Ave. N., Stagecoach Trail, or any streets not deemed as
primarily residential.
Answered: 355

Skipped: 0
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Q2 If it were to cost the city an estimated $5,000-$10,000 to follow the
state guidelines to make a change, how likely would you be to support a
reduction in the speed limit on Bayport’s residential city streets?
This question does not apply to Highway 95, portions of 5th Ave. N.,
Stagecoach Trail, or any streets not deemed as primarily residential.
Answered: 355

Skipped: 0
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Q3 Which of these do you think should be the speed limit on Bayport’s
residential streets?
Answered: 355

Skipped: 0
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Word Cloud

time Sth high"'"d "' I controlcross issue well Hwy vehicles
keep 30m ph travel Residential City StreetSsth street
slow spend money people speed limit residential
People drive too fastwalkSpeedcostStreets
slow traffic Control i ntersecti o ns residential area
Low problemsaferspeed limitschootchange
limi t residential streets see way slow Children and Kids
4th Street more enforcementresidents traffiCworked
lower speed limit p1easepedestriansr..13rd St Ssr,w
posted-,... current speed limit

Control intersection/signs: 81
Low problem: 41
People drive too fast: 33
Change: 33
Children and kids: 22
Residential city streets: 19
More enforcement: 18
Keep 30 mph: 18
Traffic: 14
Highway: 14
Lower speed limit: 10
Pedestrians: 9

3rd St S: 8
Current speed limit: 7
Slow traffic: 6
Safer: 6
Cost: 6
School: 6
Way slow: 5
Spend Money: 5
4th St: 5
6th Street: 5
Please: 4
Dangerous: 4
5th: 4

2021 Speed Limit Survey

Q4 What would you like to share on the topic of speed limits on residential
streets in Bayport?
Answered: 188

Skipped: 167

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

20-25 mph on side streets 30 mph on Hwy 95

4/20/2021 3:40 PM

2

Back when the village came to be, 25 mph was likely regarded as what the maximum speed
limit should be. Today as then nobody has a need to drive more than 25 mph in Bayport.
Children at play, walking, biking, narrowed streets by parked vehicles, slowing to check
intersections, and common sense. the sage street speed in Bayport, east and west sides
should be 25 mph. The subject of stop signs vs yield signs. Yield signs allow traffic a moving
flow yet a stop if necessary. Stop signs on city streets should be eliminated and replaced by
yield signs. Stop signs are not meant to control street speeds. Why were stop signs put on 4th
Ave North and 6th Street east and west? I lived in that area for 20 years. Yield signs existed at
those points an worked fine. Speeding is on 6th street north and south and 5th street and 4th
ave. Install six yield signs and the problems will be solved. It's a little hard to stop on a hill and
get started in the winter. Also replace the two stop signs at 4th street, south side of 2nd ave
north and at 2nd ave 4th street north, with 4 yield signs. This allows traffic to move cautiously
or stop as necessary, at al times. The water drainage depression at 2nd Ave and 4th Street
also slows traffic on the avenue east and west. Consider adding school zone signs on 4th
street reducing the speed to 15 mph when children are present Thank you.

4/20/2021 3:34 PM

3

20 mph on side streets is plenty! Just like I-94, speed limit is 70 mph people go 80 mph. Side
streets mph 30, people go 35-45mph. Do the survey and payoff with speeding tickets.

4/20/2021 3:16 PM

4

Peoples lifestyles keep getting faster and faster!! I've lived in Bayport my whole life and
worked all over the twin cities. People drive to fast!! Lets slow down before someone gets
killed! Do survey and give tickets to pay for the survey.

4/20/2021 3:13 PM

5

I have observed an increase in speed on the city streets. Would like to see speed limits
enforced at a minimum especially on streets us by Andersen employees(Maine Street) shift
changes can be especially dangerous.

4/20/2021 2:45 PM

6

This is so past due...just get it done. Start writing speeding tickets again.

4/20/2021 2:37 PM

7

With all of the "non-yield" intersections in town, 30 mph is way to fast and dangerous. People
traveling at 30 mph through intersections are a huge danger to other vehicles and pedestrians.
People in town don't know how or when to yield at residential intersections.

4/20/2021 2:28 PM

8

Residential streets seem to be okay. Drivers on Hwy 95 drive too fast and don't always yield to
walkers even with flashing lights and flags.

4/20/2021 1:55 PM

9

You stated "Available traffic and crash data does not indicate a significant number of
excessive speed violations or traffic accidents," why would you spend the money to change
the speed limit?!

4/20/2021 1:53 PM

10

With the little problems we have it is not worth the cost to change.

4/20/2021 1:51 PM

11

I see no reason to change the speed limit, as it is a state average. Unless it is to make it
easier for over zealous police to hide, entrap, and fine more people. But Bayport is already
known for too many cops/speed traps.

4/20/2021 1:50 PM

12

No change don't spend the money. Go after the speeders

4/20/2021 1:46 PM

13

If we wanted to reduce speeds put more stop signs on side streets vs yield or nothing

4/20/2021 1:44 PM

14

I have elementary aged kids and cars go much more than 30 on 5th Street North. 30 is okay
but more is not! I don't think it will change even if the limit changes. Might be a waste of $.

4/20/2021 1:40 PM

15

Do not see a need for a change. Would like to see more enforcement on Hwy 95.

4/20/2021 1:33 PM
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16

I live on 4th Street South and am surprised /shocked at how fast cars travel. 4th Street South
is an alternate Hwy 95. North / South streets seem to have the most speed issues(because of
distance between intersections)compared avenues.

4/20/2021 1:31 PM

17

Bayport School is on 95. protect the students. 30 mph is good for the students

4/20/2021 1:09 PM

18

Slower is probably better, but not worth the extra cost.

4/17/2021 8:05 PM

19

Just because you CAN change a thing, it doesn't mean you SHOULD change a thing. Good
government is basically doing nothing the vast majority of the time. Every new law basically
criminalizes something that used to be a freedom. And how are those new flashing crosswalks
working out. I still see people getting mowed down the in crosswalk when the lights are
flashing. Next time try RED lights (STOP lights)

4/17/2021 8:33 AM

20

Nothing

4/17/2021 5:51 AM

21

At the very least the visible sight of seeing someone ticketed in the Inspiration neighborhoods
would be welcomed. I fear that some child is going to get killed someday.

4/16/2021 3:37 PM

22

I think adding stop and yield signs would be beneficial to keep people from speeding.

4/16/2021 3:12 PM

23

I would like Andersen traffic to be aware that HWY 95 has residential driveways that only exit
to the highway. While they are in a hurry to leave Bayport, they are driving through a residential
area. They could show some courtesy and drive the speed limit especially on the south end of
town. The state has us hostage and doesn’t care if they are creating traffic hazards for
residents. I attended the meeting with the state hwy people and thought their ideas and
attitudes were way out of line.

4/16/2021 2:46 PM

24

Have a lower speed limit when there is shift change at Andersens.

4/16/2021 2:39 PM

25

The problem isn’t just speed limits- but reducing the speed limit allows us an enforceable way
to make our streets safer.

4/16/2021 2:03 PM

26

More enforcement

4/16/2021 1:52 PM

27

I think all streets should have the same speed limit so as long as Hwy 95 is 30 mph, the rest
of the streets remain 30 mph

4/16/2021 1:37 PM

28

too many accidents, times when pedestrians are trying to cross and feel it is dangerous
(myself included) despite having the flags and crosswalks marked.

4/16/2021 1:30 PM

29

I live on N. Maine St, and The Anderson traffic goes way too fast.

4/16/2021 1:30 PM

30

Putting stop signs at residential street intersections might be a more effective way to slow
down traffic and mitigate accidents. I find myself more worried about not seeing oncoming
vehicles when I approach an intersection. I don’t seem to notice too many vehicles speeding
when I’m walking around town. Having young kids, slower seems more safe but if it isn’t
broken, there doesn’t seem to be a need to spend money.

4/16/2021 1:03 PM

31

Hudson's 25mph on so many streets for so long is very onorous.

4/16/2021 12:47 PM

32

Since the traffic on many of the streets is low, the occurrence of walking on the street is more
likely to happen. Therefore, lower speed should be a priority. To new residents, regulations of
how to navigate Bayport's streets should also be a priority since there are no indicators on
most of the streets of who has the right of way.

4/16/2021 12:09 PM

33

15 mph on our roads

4/16/2021 11:52 AM

34

The Andersen traffic doesnt seemsto really follow then now, lowering them wouldnt change
that. Maybe having someone posted during shift change could help slow then down

4/16/2021 11:40 AM

35

30 is bit fast at certain intersections where 4 way stops are not present and where semi traffic
is regular. I've been nearly Tboned by a red arrow semi not slowing for a yeild sign. Fortunately
I was watching when the semi was not, he was going to fast to stop.

4/16/2021 11:36 AM

36

putting stop or yield signs in

4/16/2021 11:30 AM

37

6th St N tends to see high speeds probably over the 30 mph. 3rd St S sees a similar problem
as people speed down the street off of hwy 95 to 3rd Ave S WAY TOO FAST! 2nd Ave S and
3rd St S intersection seems to need addressed at some point as well, many vehicles do not

4/16/2021 11:30 AM
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yield to the traffic on 3rd St S, we've come close multiple times to being hit in this intersection
because of high speeds on 2nd Ave crossing 3rd St S to get to HWY 95 and failing to yield.
38

We also need stop signs.

4/16/2021 11:25 AM

39

Do we have a high issue of those going 30 mph on these streets? I have not experienced this
where I live. Many people drive much slower, I assume due to the current state of the streets
as well as the lack of stop/yield signs (in the downtown area, anyways).

4/16/2021 11:24 AM

40

This is not a time for half-measures. Go to 20 mph; 25 is not good enough.

4/16/2021 11:20 AM

41

I support a reduction for safety reasons. Also, our streets are not so long that a reduction of
5mph will materially impact someone's ability to get where they are going on time. That
reduction will, however, contribute a lot to safety.

4/15/2021 1:51 PM

42

WE ALSO NEED TO CONTROL MORE INTERSECTIONS WITH STOP SIGNS

4/12/2021 11:48 PM

43

dont live on a busy street.

4/11/2021 5:56 PM

44

how many accidents have happened in the past year due to the speed limit? Are there any
studies saying that would go down with a lower speed limit? If so, by how much? You need to
show a cost benefit analysis.

4/9/2021 3:37 PM

45

I am a newer community resident but have driven most of the streets in Bayport over the past
few weeks. I observed the following: 1. variable pavement widths; 2. variable pavement widths
of some streets between blocks; 3. variable pavement condition(gravel, blacktop); 4. variable
pavement condition of paved streets; 5. discontinuous sidewalks from block to block; 6.
inconsistency of sidewalk location versus pavement width/condition/traffic levels; 7. possible
limitations of right of way width in some locations. Experts indicate that at 20 MPH 95% of
people survive being struck by a vehicle. At 30 MPH the survival rate drops to 55%, and at 40
MPH only 15% of people survive. Streets are used by vehicles, bicyclists, pedestrians and
kids playing, therefore streets should be designed to accommodate all users in most cases.
The city should be prioritizing safety first for all users not speed. Setting speed limits gives
drivers a message but with limited enforcement there is little effectiveness. Wide lanes and
streets are visual clues to drivers that encourages higher speeds regardless of speed limits.
And speed limits puts the burden on the Police Department. Given my observations I would
support the more thorough complete engineering study. It should include a review of pedestrian
facilities and intersection safety in my opinion. As part of the study I would request that the
Council study, debate and adopt a Complete Streets Policy that can provide guidance for all
future ROW/street infrastructure investment.

4/7/2021 10:41 AM

46

While most drivers drive below that, many streets/Ave have uncontrolled intersections;
coupled with cars parked on the street, pedestrians this represents a safety and quality of life
issue. Cars going 30 are going to fast on residential streets.

4/6/2021 2:53 PM

47

Are there any statistics on accidents that suggest it is too fast? I always feel like I am
crawling :-).

4/5/2021 10:02 AM

48

In Inspiration, cars are flying WAY TOO FAST on Inspiration Pkwy N.

4/5/2021 8:25 AM

49

There is WAY too much speeding through both town and in Inspiration neighborhood.

4/5/2021 7:05 AM

50

I live in Inspiration and there aren't sidewalks on many of the streets. There are many children
that live here and ride bikes in the street because there are limited sidewalks. People drive
way too fast through the neighborhood. In town many streets don't have stop signs or yield
signs.

4/5/2021 6:56 AM

51

DO NOT SPEND ANY MONEY ON THIS PROJECT - OR TAXES ARE HIGH ENOUGH

4/4/2021 12:44 PM

52

We live in Inspiration, where many residents feel the speed limit is way too fast. Our streets
are narrow and straight with few stop signs, and we are a neighborhood full of playing children.
When approached in the past regarding their speed, we have been told by residents that it is
their "Right" to drive 30 mph, even though it even appears way too fast from an observer's
point of view and children are present. We would support a decrease to 20 mph on city streets
citywide. There is no need to drive faster than this on streets that are narrow.

4/4/2021 9:33 AM

53

Most of the city, at 30mph, has uncontrolled intersections. If you want to keep 30mph, install
stop signs where needed. 5th St. N. is a raceway with no regards to slowing down for caution.
The eastbound traffic, First Ave. N. , towards 95 does not slow or look while approaching

3/31/2021 10:11 AM

6 / 16

2021 Speed Limit Survey
intersections. I support change. Lowering the speed to 25 still leaves drivers to speed at 30 to
35mph.
54

Waste of money

3/29/2021 11:02 PM

55

I live in Inspiration on Primrose Path. Cars drive way too fast on this street.

3/29/2021 7:22 PM

56

Stop signs please. Protect our children!

3/29/2021 6:44 PM

57

Keep it as is. The change with the road and crosswalks was great, perhaps adding flashing
lights or speed bumps.

3/29/2021 5:27 PM

58

I live in Inspiration neighborhood and there are no sidewalks on my street. People walk their
dogs, kids ride their bikes in the street. Last summer a small child was almost hit by a car in
front of my house. Cars drive way too fast on Inspiration Pkwy.

3/29/2021 3:14 PM

59

Sometimes when I’m out for a walk west of 95 in Bayport I feel unsafe as cars go zipping by!

3/29/2021 2:56 PM

60

With having an elementary school and many children in Bayport the speed limit of 20 miles an
hour is very reasonable. I would also support additional stop signs and speed bumps by the
school.

3/29/2021 11:13 AM

61

Almost half of the drivers exceed the current speed limits in our neighborhood. I've clocked
many via an app on my phone at over 45.

3/29/2021 11:05 AM

62

Majority of people exceed the current speed limits by 5 to 10 mph.

3/29/2021 10:56 AM

63

Uncontrolled intersections are dangerous. Yield signs are needed.

3/29/2021 10:25 AM

64

Inspiration has A LOT of children in it. It would be better to lower the speed limit. However,
people are going to drive whatever speed they want to, so it would be imperative that the police
patrol the neighborhood more regularly and ticket speeders.

3/29/2021 9:07 AM

65

It's important to note that not just residents are on these streets. Delivery trucks, outside
residents, etc.

3/29/2021 8:41 AM

66

People clearly ignore it already

3/28/2021 9:01 PM

67

I'm more concerned about uncontrolled intersections than speed limit. Also Bayport is already
known as a well patrolled speed trap.

3/27/2021 6:50 PM

68

Extra outside traffic driving SO fast when going through Inspiration to access Savannah trails.
Usually the most on the nicest days and that’s when everyone is outside

3/27/2021 4:15 PM

69

I walk daily in Bayport and have found drivers to be very courteous except when crossing Hwy
95.

3/27/2021 9:51 AM

70

Hey 95 is the speed problem, but this is out of Bayport’s control.

3/27/2021 9:49 AM

71

I haven’t run into speed problems on residential streets in Bayport, except on Hwy 95, which
this change would not impact.

3/27/2021 9:47 AM

72

Add stop sign at busy intersections to control speed.

3/26/2021 9:50 PM

73

Changing the speed limit isn’t going to do much but waste money on something that people
won’t even follow. Surrounding towns are 30. Maybe put the money towards stop signs to
make people stop or more yield signs. I think changing the speed would just be a waste of
money. I honestly don’t believe it will change much and 20 is just way to slow.

3/26/2021 5:24 PM

74

Spend more money fixing the roads not changing the speeds to lower than the average
anywhere else.

3/26/2021 4:59 PM

75

I dont see any reason for the spending, or the need for the change in speed anyway. Unless
you plan on making police stay at the station until they are summoned, this sounds like a bad
idea and like it will be a huge head ache.

3/26/2021 4:57 PM

76

The police aren’t going to run traffic on the side streets to occasionally catch someone going
25-32mph when there are people going 45+ on 95 and on the road by the fire dept. let’s say
someone is going 29 or even 31 on the side streets with a lowered limit - are the police going
to ticket for 5 over? 9 over? 11 over? This is a lot of money to spend to get a few problem
people to slow down to 25. North Hudson is 20mph and everyone hates driving through town.
This is a needless use of resources to address a problem that isn’t apparent in these areas. If

3/26/2021 4:55 PM
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it addressed 95 or 5th Ave thats a different story. This whole survey and the idea of 20 is
Plenty signs is ridiculous when we could focus on more pressing issues. There haven’t been
any incidents of people struck on the streets and many are in such poor repair that you can’t
go 30 anyway.
77

Bayport is already widely known as one long speed trap of a town. Let's not make it worse on
everyone.

3/26/2021 4:54 PM

78

30mph is state average, why pay all those tax dollars to change it here? So the ticket quotas
get met by the overly bored police we have too many of? No thanks, to any of that.

3/26/2021 4:52 PM

79

The current speed limit makes sense. Anything less is too slow.

3/26/2021 11:09 AM

80

see excessive speed fairly often in Inspiration, at least on Pioneer Trail

3/26/2021 11:07 AM

81

I live at 472 Minnesota St (Hwy 95) . I would like to see the speed limit on Hwy 95 reduced to
30 mph south to Bayport Marina. I know this is not on the table....but something needs to be
done

3/26/2021 8:25 AM

82

I'm not as concerned about the posted as I am about the enforcement of the speed limit. Living
near Andersens is a nightmare during certain times of the day. Could also use better
enforcement on 95, especially while trying to cross the street.

3/26/2021 8:03 AM

83

People drive way too fast, especially considering there are are so few stop signs.

3/25/2021 6:22 PM

84

Currently most people are below 30 - ones that live here - others not so much - thus the need
for reduced speeds

3/25/2021 1:09 PM

85

30 mph is very fast when there are pedestrians and children walking and playing in yards that
are next to residential streets. Lower the speed to keep our families safe.

3/24/2021 11:43 AM

86

People drive way too fast leaving Anderson windows!! I see it daily as my street is one of the
heavy traffic streets that they use.

3/24/2021 3:01 AM

87

Police need to issue citations, not warnings. Council should direct Police to do this. The
council is in charge, not the Police chief.

3/23/2021 7:16 PM

88

Anything less than 30 is way to slow. Don’t need to add another speed trap for these cops that
are already ridiculous.

3/23/2021 3:00 PM

89

20 mph limit would help control 2 problems in my opinion. Uncontrolled intersections and a
school right in a residential area.

3/22/2021 10:52 PM

90

I walk a lot in Bayport and have not had an issue with speeding cars.

3/22/2021 10:21 PM

91

20 is Plenty! Safety first!

3/22/2021 10:07 PM

92

People don't pay attention to the stops signs on 6th street or any other place in town

3/22/2021 7:06 PM

93

slow the Anderson traffic down

3/22/2021 6:43 PM

94

More stop and yield signage. People just roar through intersections without paying attention.

3/22/2021 3:31 PM

95

How will this be enforced? I think it should be 25 instead of 30, but if it is too difficult to
enforce, it may not be worth changing it. Overall I feel that the speed of the traffic on these
side roads has not been much of a problem.

3/22/2021 2:49 PM

96

I live by the elementary school. 4th Street especially, the cars drive way to fast for the number
of children in the area

3/22/2021 1:50 PM

97

N/A

3/22/2021 10:00 AM

98

I think people speeding will not stop by lowering the speed limits, there needs to be more yield
signs, stop signs, etc.

3/22/2021 9:19 AM

99

Most of our streets are to narrow for 30 mph

3/22/2021 7:36 AM

100

30 is just fine, if people would adhere to it.

3/22/2021 7:17 AM

101

there is no reason to go so fast in a residential area and with a lot of the streets not having
stop signs I think everyone need to go slower.

3/22/2021 6:45 AM
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102

I have people going over 50 on maine st

3/22/2021 6:13 AM

103

Don’t spend my tax dollars on nonsense

3/22/2021 12:51 AM

104

The speed limits are simply too high in the residential areas and on the main drag. A reduction
of the speed limit would make the streets safer for all pedestrians and increase business in
locations with shops/stores.

3/22/2021 12:15 AM

105

30 would probably be fine if people would follow it. We hear cars bottom out on our street all
the time because they are speeding.

3/21/2021 11:46 PM

106

People drive far too fast it is a big problem. I hope to see change.

3/21/2021 7:56 PM

107

It seems to be the most bothersome on the “long” through streets ie 5th street and 6th street

3/21/2021 7:54 PM

108

30 is too fast in residential zones

3/21/2021 7:50 PM

109

Slowing the traffic down on surface streets should make is so people us Hwy 95 rather than
4th, 5th or even 6th street to travel at high rates of speed through residential neighborhoods.
There is ZERO reason residential street should be the same max speed as Hwy 95. None.

3/21/2021 7:47 PM

110

Regardless of the speed limit cars drive way too fast and over through town. I’d love to see
some “please slow down” yard signs around town as well. I’ve never seen any 10mph signs in
alleys either and the cars fly down the alley behind my house. It would be great to see some
more speed limit signs through town.

3/21/2021 7:35 PM

111

I think stop signs would be a better idea, rather than changing the speed limit. No one in town
understands "right of way" rules.

3/21/2021 7:31 PM

112

We live on the corner of 1st Ave N and 5th St N. We have experienced a hit and run at our
house and witnessed numerous car accidents. We would LOVE to see a stop sign or 4 way
stop at our corner. It is a very busy intersection because we are close to the gas station. We
have issues with speeding at various times of the day with prison workers, Andersen workers
and parents picking up/dropping off kids from school.

3/21/2021 6:54 PM

113

Leave it alone, speeders will speed no matter what the speed limit is

3/21/2021 5:01 PM

114

Add speed humps in Inspiration neighborhood. So many young children and cars driving too
fast.

3/21/2021 4:59 PM

115

I support lower speed limit on residential street due to the fact that there is an elementary
school, and multiple parks in town, all of which promote higher pedestrian traffic.

3/21/2021 2:50 PM

116

Why are we doing this in the first place? Is there an accident issue? 30 is fine, it appears
some people do not have enough to do.

3/21/2021 2:21 PM

117

If we, as a city, are being honest with ourselves, people already drive as fast or slow as they
like. This change seems to be a costly one that likely wont change the current speed on our
roads.

3/21/2021 1:51 PM

118

I live on both highway 95 and 2nd avenue would love to have the speed limit Lowed on
residential. And more police present on highway 95.

3/21/2021 12:53 PM

119

Speeds ARE WAY TO FAST ON FIFTH STREET NORTH. i THINK SECOND AVE IS THE
SAME WAY.

3/21/2021 11:16 AM

120

Was this survey approved by the majority of the city council? Was this designed to represent a
cross section sample of the population? How will those without internet access participate in
the survey? How many responses will constitute a representative sample of the city’s
population as a whole?

3/21/2021 10:11 AM

121

With the amount of children, a school and city park much of our streets are used for
commuting on bicycle and walking to and from these areas. I strongly believe that the speed
should not be 30 mph this is the same speed as highway 95 through our city. Why would our
side streets be the same. I worry for our children in the neighborhood when riding bikes. school
busses and other commercial vehiclesuse our side streets as shortcuts back to the bus
garage and travel the speed limit of 30 mph which is way to fast for oversized vehicles and is
a current problem I believe.

3/21/2021 9:32 AM

122

I think there should be a pedestrian cross walk at 95 and 3rd Ave south. I see residents
struggling to cross here daily. Many vehicles pass on the right hand side when cars are turning

3/21/2021 9:03 AM
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left and are increasing to the posted 40 mph. Possible pushing the 40 mph out and additional
block to the south would make thus area safer.
123

30 mph is to fast with all the blind intersections!

3/21/2021 8:55 AM

124

Street in our area typically don’t have sidewalks therefore my school aged children are
vulnerable walking on city streets. I would like to see slower traffic as well as more controlled
intersections!!!!!

3/21/2021 8:50 AM

125

15 mph is better.

3/21/2021 8:29 AM

126

It fine. 25 is the residential speed limit in most of Wisconsin. Seems too slow. Anyway, no one
will follow it, so this just serves to turn ordinary citizens into law-breakers. Which is the goal of
most laws, to make something that was legal into something illegal. A slow erosion of civil
liberties through the legislative process. So 30 MPH would be my answer.

3/21/2021 8:23 AM

127

I think 30 mph is just fine. Those causing issues are exceeding that speed limit.

3/21/2021 8:14 AM

128

With limited sidewalks and many pedestrians, runners, dog walkers, cyclists, and children
using our streets everyday and in all weather, our role as neighbors is to assure there safety
above what little inconvenience it would be to slow down. Additionally, our town is small, so to
slow down would cost us barely moments in added travel time. Nothing in comparison to the
safety and comfort of our neighbors. And ourselves.

3/21/2021 8:12 AM

129

Keep same speed limit.

3/21/2021 8:05 AM

130

Adj. Speed limits with remaining uncontrolled intersections will do little good. More stop/yield
signs means people will slow down regardless of speed limit.

3/21/2021 7:48 AM

131

30 is OK if it is enforced. So Third St is a speedway.

3/21/2021 7:29 AM

132

It’s 30mph not bad at all.

3/21/2021 7:10 AM

133

Respect your neighbors. Drive safely. Look for children & pedestrians.

3/21/2021 6:59 AM

134

Pedestrians and bicyclists have a much better chance of surviving a crash if a vehicle was
only going 20 mph v 30mph. Also the driver would have more reaction time. I think the road
going in front of the fire station/ barkers alps could continue to be 30 at least for the stretch
with no houses

3/20/2021 11:18 PM

135

It is overdue to slow speeds down - 20 mph now!

3/20/2021 10:32 PM

136

I live on the south end of Minnesota St. near where the speed goes from 30 to 40. The
vehicles are either speeding up, slowing down, or ignoring the speed limit all together. They
drive WAY to fast past my house.

3/20/2021 9:21 PM

137

Your police officers are so valued in our community

3/20/2021 8:36 PM

138

Our neighborhood has a speed limit of 30 mph. we live on one of the main traffic streets within
our neighborhood and people often exceed the speed limit. I have two kids under the age of 4
and it is very scary how fast people drive, especially construction vehicles and school buses. I
watch my kids play very carefully and they have learned to stay away from the road, but I
would feel much safer if the speed limit would be reduced to 20mph.

3/20/2021 8:34 PM

139

I feel it should be lower, we get very many drunk drivers through town and way too many
people who speed through our residential areas, and we have lots of kids here too. I’d
absolutely hate to see a kid get hit because someone decided they weren’t gonna do the
speed limit and/or pay attention. We used to have a sign that showed your currently speed
going into residential areas of 3rd St S coming off 95, but it isn’t there anymore. I thought that
was an excellent idea because majority of the residents there have young kids, and people
come into there doin 40 sometimes, speeding up after they get off the highway. I’ve seen it
many many times.

3/20/2021 8:03 PM

140

Our problem is uncontrolled intersections. People can get going way too fast because there is
no twins or stop at intersections. Lowering the speed limit helps at least keep people a little bit
slower. The other option is just putting in some stop signs around town.

3/20/2021 8:01 PM

141

2nd ave s and 3rd st s intersection is horrible. Many do not look or yield driving on 2nd Ave s
to 95. Speed tends to be a major factor. 3rd st s off of 95 can also tend to get cars driving too
fast.

3/20/2021 7:51 PM
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142

Our residents need to learn how and when to yield the right of way.And drive like they are in a
residential area

3/20/2021 7:43 PM

143

People still drive fast. We need more yield signs or stop signs west of 95.

3/20/2021 7:38 PM

144

Doesn’t need to be changed.

3/20/2021 7:29 PM

145

If a speed limit of 25 mph were enforced it should keep our kids and other persons safe. It
doesn't seem that the speed limit today isn't enforced so not sure if lowering the speed limit
would truly help

3/20/2021 7:16 PM

146

Cars go 40-50 MPH down 9th street

3/20/2021 6:43 PM

147

I believe those prone to speed will continue, no matter the posted limit

3/20/2021 6:43 PM

148

Would like to see posted signs to watch for children and speed limit signs in the alleys

3/20/2021 6:40 PM

149

Couldn't enforce under 30

3/20/2021 6:33 PM

150

Should three members of the council be engaging with the public about this topic on Facebook
without notice of public hearing? My experience in a MN government setting from before I
retired says this could be an open meeting violation.

3/20/2021 6:23 PM

151

Alot of cars going way over 30. not slowing down at intersections.

3/20/2021 6:22 PM

152

I do not believe a change in posted limits would do much to change driver habits. I understand
the concern of some that cars are driving to quickly, but those cars are already driving above
the limit. Lowering it won’t necessarily change anything. I’d rather not go through the hassle
and expense.

3/20/2021 6:15 PM

153

I believe that the speed on the city streets are out of control. So. 3rd Street is a speed way,
but, unless there is a visible police presence no one will obey the limits you post. Just look at
95 it is posted at 30 mph, but, who goes that slow and stop signs must be an option now.
Why? Because some people know that there is no one is going to be out there to make them

3/20/2021 5:51 PM

154

Very few follow the speed limits anyway. In order to work they need to be enforced

3/20/2021 5:48 PM

155

Please watch out for kids!

3/20/2021 5:48 PM

156

30 mph seems too fast especially with the number of uncontrolled intersections in town and
the lack of knowledge of who has the right away.

3/20/2021 5:08 PM

157

Remove yield signs and put in stop signs. That would slow people down. Ive seen so many
tbones from people racing out of Anderson. Permanent speed bumps on 3rd St s. The wider
road seems to make people deep like they can drive faster. Permanently close the ice road
entrance. The traffic in bayport has gotten so bad, why give them more ways to jam our
streets.

3/20/2021 5:00 PM

158

Increase enforcement and education of drivers

3/20/2021 4:59 PM

159

This seems like a wasted amount on streets that aren’t the major issue. If 95 and 5th aren’t
covered and most streets are residential, where would it apply? The Policr are already trying to
enforce the major problem areas. Trying to catch those going 30 on the side streets if it drops
to 20 would take them away from the more problem areas.

3/20/2021 4:54 PM

160

Bayport is small, people drive way to fast. If the state won't fix the speed on 95, which is a
huge issue, we need to refuse to take care of it.

3/20/2021 4:51 PM

161

I think some roads could honestly be a bit faster, maybe 35-40, but otherwise if it costs that
much it should stay the way it is.

3/20/2021 4:48 PM

162

20mph- the number of intersections with no traffic signs, the amount of children at play, the
volume of walkers, hwy 95 and a high volume of traffic coming/going at Andersen- let's just err
on the side of caution.

3/20/2021 4:47 PM

163

Slower is better

3/20/2021 4:44 PM

164

HWY 95 and 5th Ave are the biggest problem areas. The $5000-$10000 spent would address
areas that are not already themselves a problem. We need to focus on 95 and 5th Ave

3/20/2021 4:44 PM

165

People will exceed any limit, so let’s keep it low to protect children and pedestrians.

3/20/2021 4:44 PM
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166

I would like it to be a little less, but honestly people are going to do whatever they want despite
what the posted limit says.

3/20/2021 4:41 PM

167

I don’t think 3 of the council members should be discussing it on Facebook without the other
two members able to represent their views. Moreover, we can set any speed we want and
people will drive the speed at which they like. Based on the speed trailer being around town,
most vehicles are not traveling at an egregious speed and are often traveling 20 mph or less
already.

3/20/2021 4:38 PM

168

Need more traffic controls in town (yield signs at cross streets). Or education/enforcement of
existing laws regarding unmarked intersections.

3/20/2021 4:36 PM

169

I would like to see studies where this has an impact and the added cost for police
enforcement. I think that interest ion controls could be a better way to control speed. I think a
decision needs to be made on facts and not on emotion.

3/20/2021 4:33 PM

170

I think lowering the speed limit is a good idea, considering Bayport is a family community with
alot of children.

3/20/2021 4:33 PM

171

Current speed is fine

3/20/2021 4:32 PM

172

We live in Inspiration where there are small children everywhere. The current speed limit is too
fast and I worry something terrible is going to happen.

3/20/2021 4:30 PM

173

The first question should have been: "What is the current speed limit on Bayport’s residential
city streets?" I would have been curious as to how many residents actually know the answer.
Speed limits are hard to enforce if they are not posted.

3/20/2021 4:27 PM

174

More important than the speed limit, I wish there were stop signs and yield signs on the
Bayport residential roads.

3/20/2021 4:21 PM

175

There is no reason for the speed that we see on residential streets in Bayport. If the speed
limit is 30, cars drive35-40. If you drop it to 20, maybe cars will go 30.

3/20/2021 4:04 PM

176

Current speed limits on residential streets seem fine to me. Enforcement seems to be the
issue. People who go over the 30mph limit aren't going to change their habits because the limit
gets changed to 25 or 20. Because of where I live, the main problems I see are Andersen
employees speeding on Maine and disregarding stop signs when they leave work in the
afternoon. It would be nice to have police presence in the area at that time, if it's not too much
trouble. Thanks for sending out this survey!

3/20/2021 3:56 PM

177

In Minnesota we have a "basic speed" law. This limits driving faster than conditions allow.
Lowering the speed limit will do little to slow down traffic, but will increase the number of
people concerned about speed and lead to a larger number of violators. Traffic rules are
designed to be similar from one community to the next. This allows drivers to be universally
familiar with the rules of the road. What are our neighbors doing?

3/20/2021 3:47 PM

178

30 mph is way to fast. There are often kids on bikes, trikes, and just flat out playing in the
street. Yep, streets are an extension of a yard. We need to do what every we can to support
lowering the maximum speed limit on residential streets. I also believe that we need more
speed limit signage in the neighborhoods.

3/20/2021 3:36 PM

179

Typically when speeds are measured in neighborhoods people are *not* exceeding the 30mph
speed limit (average speed in a typical neighborhood is 25) but ask a pedestrian their
perception and they will believe it to be much higher, the actual speed issues are the roads
that are under county/state jurisdiction and should an engineering study be conducted/ the
standard measurement practices would not result in a change. I strongly encourage the city to
review research regarding speed limit changes and the lack of impact and to review the
research that supports evidence based changes like roadway design modifications (one of the
best resources is Dr Morris with the UMN human factors lab which worked with St. Paul on
their pedestrian fatality issue with meaningful, impactful, results. It is the responsibility of the
city to understand evidence based, impactful changes and communicating this to constituents
vs. spending money simply to appease the public which is largely uneducated on
speed/crashes/roadway design.

3/20/2021 3:31 PM

180

The relatively low cost is nothing compared to the value in saving kids’ lives. School zones
have way slower zones because kids are present. Why not use the same logic in
neighborhoods where there are many families. The fact that stagecoach and 95 are so close to
all the neighborhoods, the speed reduction shouldn’t have significant impact in anyone’s

3/20/2021 3:07 PM
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commute. Should a child be killed due to a car driving too fast, the city would then wish they
did something about when they had the chance.
181

The issue isn't the 30 mph speed limit on residential streets. The issue is people driving way
too fast and not understanding the rules of the road regarding unregulated intersections. I
always wonder why I see Bayport police pulling people over on a state highway and virtually
never on city streets, where their responsibility should primarily lie. In addition, the city needs
to evaluate what we are getting from an independent police department other than civic pride. I
think the police should be merged into a larger entity that includes Stillwater, Oak Park
Heights, Lakeland and perhaps farther south. Cooperation on policing would save a lot of
money. The Bayport Police Department is at least twice too big for a town this size, and I can't
help but feel we're subsidizing the Andersen Corporation's security situation. Surely they
benefit from lower insurance rates. Are they making up the difference in support for the town?

3/20/2021 2:54 PM

182

I hate how fast drivers go on our streets. I would like them lowered for the safety of our
residents.

3/20/2021 2:52 PM

183

Putting stop signs on streets or avenues would improve safety and naturally slow traffic.

3/20/2021 2:46 PM

184

Not worth the money to change

3/20/2021 2:35 PM

185

We live on 5th St. N. and have watched cars speed through many times and as a result have
had several accidents at the intersection. Please lower the speed limit on residential streets.

3/20/2021 2:35 PM

186

There’s rarely any issue that I have seen and don’t think it’s worth the money to change. It
works for other cities around us. Also, I think if you change it to 25, people are still going to go
30 so it wouldn’t change much.

3/20/2021 2:33 PM

187

People drive well above the current speed limit on our street, 9th Street N. It also has heavy
traffic being the first through street when going East on 5th Ave. We have a lot of small
children and pets on this street.

3/20/2021 2:33 PM

188

The biggest problem is Andersen traffic in the afternoon trying to find an alternate route. And of
course Hwy 95 THE BIGGEST PROBLEM. Who ever heard of a 40 and 50 posted speed in a
residential area??!

3/20/2021 2:30 PM
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Q5 What is your age?
Answered: 350

Skipped: 5

Under 25

25 to 34

35 to 44

45 to 54

55 to 64

65 to 74

75 or older
0%
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30%
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50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Under 25

2.86%

10

25 to 34

8.00%

28

35 to 44

29.71%

104

45 to 54

18.86%

66

55 to 64

22.29%

78

65 to 74

14.57%

51

75 or older

3.71%

13

TOTAL

350
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Q6 What is your relationship with the city?
Answered: 355

Skipped: 0

Bayport
resident

Bayport
owner/manage...

Both

Neither
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Bayport resident

94.08%

Bayport owner/manager of a business, non-profit, or church

2.54%

9

Both

3.38%

12

Neither

0.00%

0

TOTAL

334

355
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Q7 If you are a Bayport resident, where do you live?
Answered: 346

Skipped: 9

East of
Highway 95

West of
Highway 95 (...

Inspiration
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East of Highway 95

29.77%

103

West of Highway 95 (not Inspiration)

48.84%

169

Inspiration

21.39%

74

TOTAL

346
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What are speed limits?
There are two types of speed limits in Minnesota – statutory speed limits and regulatory speed limits. Statutory speed limits are
30 miles per hour (mph) on city streets and township roads in urban areas and 55 mph on rural, two-lane township, county, and
state highways. When road authorities determine that the statutory limit should be reviewed, the law (Minnesota Statute 169.14)
requires that the Commissioner of Transportation conduct a traffic engineering investigation to determine a reasonable and safe
regulating speed zone. Regulatory speed zones are those other speed limits such as 35, 40, 45, and 50 mph.

How are regulatory speed limits
determined?

SPEED
LIMIT

30

The Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT)
determines regulatory speed zones by using two performance
measures:

Changing posted speed
limits does not appear to
change driver behavior.

• The 85th Percentile Speed (speed at which 85 percent of
drivers are traveling at or below).
• The Ten Mile Per Hour Pace (Pace) (10-mph range that
contains the highest fraction of drivers in the sample).
Using these performance measures is a best practice and
is consistent with conclusions from transportation research
and guidance in Minnesota’s and FHWA’s Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices (1,2) . These performance measures
reflect two basic principles of the speed laws and the speed
zoning process:
• Most drivers will select reasonable and safe speed based on
their perception of the roadway environment.
• There are fewer potential conflicts and an increased level of
safety for vehicles and pedestrians when drivers travel about
the same speed.

Why are speed limits needed?
Providing drivers with guidance about reasonable operating
speed helps create safer roadways. In Minnesota, almost 20
percent of severe crashes are related to excessive speed.
National research (3,4) states that setting and posting speed
limits with the 85th Percentile Speed and Pace enhances
driver expectation, compliance, and safety on roadways.

How effective are speed limits?
National research(3,4) shows that drivers mostly select
reasonable and safe speeds through their perception of the
roadway environment, not by speed limit signs. The most
comprehensive national research(3) examined 100 sites in 22
states where speed limits were lowered or raised by 5 to 20
mph. The report concluded that changing the speed limit did not
necessarily result in changed driver behavior(3).

MnDOT conducted similar research and participated with local
authorities to investigate the results of an engineering and
traffic investigation that recommended the speed limit be raised.
MnDOT investigated by:
• Temporarily changing the speed limit.
• Allowing local authorities to apply increased levels
of enforcement.
• Regularly documenting resulting speed profiles.
In each case, the speed limit was changed by between 5 and 15
mph and the measured 85th percentile speed changed between
0 and 3 mph (Table 1). The key conclusion from these
experiments is consistent with the national research that changing
posted speed limits does not appear to change driver behavior.

When should speed limits vary?
Primary candidate locations for establishing regulatory speed
limits are:
• Roads that transition from rural to urban. During these
transitions drivers should slow their speed. However, the
differences in the road environment may be too subtle to
prompt a driver-initiated speed change. In these instances,
dynamic speed feedback signs are effective.
• Urban arterials and collectors are roadways that are
typically wider than other urban streets, on-street parking is
often prohibited, and adjacent land development is set back
from the curb. These conditions support driver perceptions that
higher speeds are reasonable.
(Section continues on next page)
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Spe e d L imit s
Most requests from local authorities to lower speed limits are
based on the idea that slower speeds are implicitly associated
with greater safety, which is not supported by the research and
evidence (4). In urban areas, roads with 30 mph speed limits
had the highest crash involvement rate (Figure 1) and the rate
diminishes with increasing speed limits. Also, the density of
access had a greater effect on crash involvement than the
posted speed limit. In other words, safety on urban roadways is
more a function of proper access management of roadways
than the posted speed limit (4).
Figure 1: Crash Rate vs. Posted Speed Limit on Urban Roadways(5)

Table 1: Results of MnDOT Speed Zoning Studies(5)

Speed Zoning Studies
Study Location
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Efforts to influence drivers’ choice of reasonable and safe driving
speed is a shared responsibility. Road authorities should consider:
• The best way to provide drivers with a consistent message and
a road environment matching the posted speed limit.
• The best way to reinforce a safe operating speed through
the selection of design features that reinforce the desired
operating speed.
• Review of additional research and resources from Minnesota’s
Local Road Research Board like – Addressing Citizen Requests
for Traffic Safety Concerns(6).
• Monitor speeds over time to actively manage speed zones. END
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The goal of the Minnesota Statewide Speed Limit Vision Project is to develop a consistent and unified message related to speed limits supported by cities, counties,
special interests, public safety and enforcement. Various types of research efforts were conducted to gather the latest and most relevant information available. The
literature review matrix summarizes, in chronological order, both state and nationwide publications of this relevant speed limit information.
Year
1993

Reference
The ITE Committee
4M-25 draft guidelines
Recommended Practice,
https://www.ibiblio.org/
rdu/ite-szg.html

Publisher
Institute of
Transporation
Engineers (ITE)
Committee 4M-25

Summary
• Speed zones shall only be established on the basis of an engineering study and restudied every 5 years.
• The engineering study should include an analysis of the current speed distribution of free-flowing vehicles. The
speed limit within a speed zone shall be set at the nearest 5 mph increment to the 85th percentile speed or the
upper limit of the 10 mph pace.
• However, in no case should the speed limit be set below the 67th percentile speed of free-flowing vehicles.

1998

Synthesis of Safety Research
Related to Speed and Speed
Management,
https://www.fhwa.dot.
gov/publications/research/
safety/98154/speed.cfm

Federal Highway
Administration
(FHWA), FHWARD-98-154

Past research has shown that the 85th percentile speed coincides with the lowest accident rates and reflects a
safe speed for existing conditions as perceived by the majority of motorists. This research and approach are based
on the Solomon Crash Risk Curve developed in the 1960s for rural highways. Solomon reported that the results
of his study showed that “low speed drivers are more likely to be involved in accidents than relatively high speed
drivers.”

2007

Review of 20 mph zones in
London Boroughs,
https://www.rospa.com/
media/documents/roadsafety/20mph-zones-andspeed-limits-factsheet.pdf

Webster, D. and R.
Layfield

A 2007 review of half of the 20 mph zones which had been implemented in London (78 zones) found that they
reduced injury accidents by about 42% and fatal or serious accidents by 53%.

2007

USLIMITS2 ,
https://safety.fhwa.dot.
gov/uslimits/

FHWA and the
National Cooperative
Highway Research
Program (NCHRP)

FHWA and NCHRP released USLIMITS2 to assist practitioners in setting speed limits that are safe, credible,
consistent and enforceable. When used to determine appropriate speed limits, this web-based expert approach
provided a systematic, consistent method for examining and weighing factors in addition to vehicle operating
speeds.

This 1998 study concluded that “there is evidence that crash risk is lowest near the average speed of traffic and
increases for vehicles traveling much faster or slower than average. In general, changing speed limits on low and
moderate speed roads appears to have little or no effect on speed and thus little or no effect on crashes. This
suggests that drivers travel at speeds they feel are reasonable and safe for the road and traffic regardless of the
posted limit. However, there is limited evidence that suggests the net effect of speed limits may be positive on a
system wide basis. More research is needed to evaluate the net safety effect of speed limit changes.”
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Year

Reference

2008

Study and Report on Speed
Limits,
https://www.dot.state.
mn.us/speed/pdf/
speedlimitaskforcereport.
pdf

Publisher
Minnesota
Department of
Transportation
(MnDOT)

Summary
Recommended some changes to the definition of Urban District, Rural Residential District, and Residential
Roadway.
Recommended no change to the basic Urban District speed limit of 30 mph based upon the following:
• Analysis of pedestrian crash data of 25 mph vs. 30 mph was inconclusive
• A review of survival rates at different speeds, shows that speed limits would have to be lowered to 20 mph to
make any significant difference
• The level of resources committed to law enforcement and driver education make it difficult to enforce the 30
mph speed limit
• Current funding would make it difficult to establish a 25 mph statutory speed limit
• Concerns over larger disparity in travel speeds if just signs are changed.
• Concerns over lack of education. If the speed limit is lowered, the chances of people abiding by it without
additional education are limited therefore the dispersion of speeds will be greater

2011

Impact Speed and a
AAA Foundation for
Pedestrian’s Risk of Severe Traffic Safety
Injury or Death,
https://aaafoundation.org/
impact-speed-pedestriansrisk-severe-injury-death/

The study used data from a federal study of crashes that occurred in the United States in years 1994 – 1998 in
which a pedestrian was struck by a forward‐moving car, light truck, van, or sport utility vehicle.
Results showed that the average risk of severe injury or death to a pedestrian struck by a vehicle increases by
vehicle speed.
Average risk of severe injury by impact speeds: 10% at 16 mph, 25% at 23 mph, 50% at 31 mph, 75% at 39 mph,
90% at 46 mph
Average risk of death by impacts speeds: 10% at 23 mph, 25% at 32 mph, 50% at 42 mph, 75% at 50 mph, 90% at
58 mph

2012

NHTSA Summary of State
Speed Laws, 12th Edition,
https://www.nhtsa.gov/
sites/nhtsa.dot.gov/files/
documents/summary_
state_speed_laws_12th_
edition_811769.pdf

National Highway
Traffic Safety
Administration
(NHTSA)

States surrounding Minnesota have a statutory speed limit of 25 mph unless otherwise posted: Iowa, Wisconsin,
North Dakota, South Dakota, and Nebraska. The most common speed limit in the United States for local city
streets is 25 mph.
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Year
2012

Reference
Methods and Practices for
Setting Speed Limits: An
Informational Report,
https://safety.fhwa.dot.
gov/speedmgt/ref_mats/
fhwasa12004/

Publisher
FHWA Safety Program

Summary
Four general approaches to setting speed limits
• Engineering approach (85th percentile)
• Expert system approach (USLIMITS2)
• Optimization approach: Setting speed limits to minimize the total societal costs of transport
• Injury minimization and safe system approach: Setting speed limits according to the crash types that are
likely to occur
The engineering, expert system, and optimization approaches are generally used for adjusting speed limits on
a street by street basis. The safe system approach is more commonly applied at the city, county or state level to
adjust a state statutory speed limit across the board.
The engineering or 85th percentile approach is just one of the methods used in current practice, but it is the most
common.
• The FHWA Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devises (MUTCD) recommends that the speed limit be within 5
mph of the 85th percentile speed of free-flowing traffic.
• Setting speed limits lower than the 85th percentile speed does not encourage compliance with the posted
speed limit.
• Adjustments made for roadway factors and or crash data may lower the 85th percentile speed but normally
not more than 7 mph
• Adjustments may be made for as much as 10 mph below the 85th percentile, considering the following
factors: narrow roadway, horizontal and vertical curves, driveways with restricted ability, high driveway
density, rural residential or developed areas, and narrow shoulder width.

2012

Methods and Practices for
Setting Speed Limits (TRS
1204),
https://lrrb.org/media/
reports/TRS1204.pdf

Minnesota
Department of
Transportation
(MnDOT)

A synthesis of pertinent research to be used for further study. Focused on national resources, consultation with
state practitioners, state practices, international practices, and related research.
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Year

Reference

Publisher

2013

A Model for Setting Credible
Speed Limits in Urban Area,
https://www.
semanticscholar.org/
paper/A-Model-forSetting-Credible-SpeedLimits-in-Urban-Bellalite/9
5b1576e23ef1dc717b0501
a1e0d307845e8c3a7

2015

Traffic Safety Fundamentals MnDOT
Handbook,
https://www.
dot.state.mn.us/
stateaid/trafficsafety/
reference/2015-mndotsafety-handbook-large.pdf

Summary

Institute of
This article presents a new model for setting credible speed limits exclusively in urban areas by setting limits
Transportation
from 25 to 43 mph by increments of 6 mph. The model is based on research in Quebec, Canada. The model uses
Engineers (ITE) Journal eight key parameters whose cumulative effects significantly affect the 85th percentile speeds, giving more
weight to certain factors. Parameters include: number of lanes, width of visual clearance, length of zone, type of
surroundings, access points, on-street parking occupancy, pavement width, and number of commercial buildings.

Data showed the relationship between speed limit and average crash rates for urban highways on the State’s
system. This data indicates that in Minnesota crash rates go down as speed limits increase along urban highways.
• It should be noted that a similar relationship between speed limits and crashes is documented in the
Highway Safety Manual. The same Minnesota research indicates that access density is a better predictor of
urban crash rate than is the posted speed limit.
• Speed zones are established based on an analysis of existing vehicle speeds along a segment of roadway
and a variety of other information including road cross-section, density of access, land use and other
characteristics of the road environment.
• A study of before and after speed limit changes in Minnesota showed that the outcome was identical, driver
behavior did not change.
• Beyond merely changing the posted speed limit, efforts to change driver behavior should be focused on two
approaches – added enforcement and making changes to the road environment in order to adjust driver
perception.

2017

Evaluation of Bicycle
City of Minneapolis
Traffic Control Devices and
Street Design Elements in
Minneapolis,
http://www.
minneapolismn.gov/
www/groups/public/@
publicworks/documents/
images/wcmsp-195594.pdf

This report documents the evaluation of 16 bicycle treatments and street design elements installed by
Minneapolis Public Works in 2011 and 2013.
There was no substantial effect on motor vehicle speeds after the posted speed limit was reduced on 15th
Avenue SE from 30 mph to 25 mph, or after the subsequent striping changes were made.
The 85th percentile speeds before the project was installed ranged between 23 mph and 32 mph. After the
project was installed, 85th percentile speeds ranged between 23 mph and 33 mph.
Before-and-after speed distribution varied by block segment. This suggests that other factors such as signal
spacing, pedestrian and bicycle volumes, and adjacent land uses may have a greater influence on motor vehicle
speeds than the in place signing and striping installed along this corridor.
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Year
2017

Reference
“Reducing Speeding
Related Crashes Involving
Passenger Vehicles,”
https://www.ntsb.gov/
safety/safety-studies/
Documents/SS1701.pdf

Publisher

Summary

National
Transportation Safety
Board (NTSB)

• Speed-related crashes account for 31% of traffic fatalities — the same percentage as alcohol-impaired driving.
• They also found that speed—and therefore speeding—increases the likelihood of being involved in a crash,
and increases the severity of injuries sustained by all road users in a crash.
• Typically, speed limits are set by statute, but adjustments to statutory speed limits are generally based on the
observed operating speeds for each road segment—specifically, the 85th percentile speed of free-flowing
traffic.
• Raising speed limits to match the 85th percentile speed can result in unintended consequences. It may lead to
higher operating speeds, and thus a higher 85th percentile speed.
• In general, there is not strong evidence that the 85th percentile speed within a given traffic flow equates to the
speed with the lowest crash involvement rate for all road types.
• Alternative approaches and expert systems for setting speed limits are available, which incorporate factors
such as crash history and the presence of vulnerable road users such as pedestrians.
• NTSB recommended to the FHWA that they consider expanding the approach to setting speed limits beyond
the 85th percentile.

2018

2019

“Studies Say Lower Speed
Limits will Help Improve
Road Safety,”
https://aashtojournal.
org/2018/08/31/studiessay-lower-speed-limitswill-help-improveroadway-safety/

American Association
of State Highway
and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO)
Journal

Documented the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (IIHS) study on Boston, Massachusetts, which lowered
the default speed limit on city streets from 30 mph to 25 mph beginning January 9, 2017. This was after the
Massachusetts legislature amended state law in 2016 to allow cities and towns to lower speed limits from 30 mph
to 25 mph on municipal roads in densely populated areas or business districts.

NCUTCD proposal for
recommended changes to
the MUTCD,
https://ncutcd.org/
wp-content/uploads/
meetings/2019A/
AttachNo12.18B-RW-03.
SpeedLimitProcdedures.
Approved.pdf

National Committee
on Uniform Traffic
Control Devices
(NCUTCD)

• Changes the MUTCD to reinforce the stated understanding that other factors have a role in setting speed limits
(in addition to 85th percentile).

Item No. 18B-RW-03

This study found that lowering the speed limit did lower the amount of speeding drivers going over 35 mph by
up to 29%.

• Retains reference to 85th percentile as a factor that should be considered, particularly for freeways,
expressways and rural areas
• Leaves reference to setting of speed zones in broad terms allowing states/locals to establish detailed criteria
based upon national guidance or based upon research, outside the MUTCD
• Anticipates the development of a national speed management guide (in development through NCHRP 17-76)
for states and local agencies to use uniformly in establishing a process of setting speed zones.
• Recommends that statutory speeds in states/local agencies follow speed management guidance being
developed in NCHRP 17-76, but do not address such in the MUTCD. [NCHRP 17-76 is due out in Fall 2020.]
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Year
2019

Reference
Current Speed Limit
Legislation in Minnesota,
https://www.revisor.
mn.gov/statutes/cite/169

Publisher
Minnesota Statute
(MS) 169

Summary
No person shall drive a vehicle on a highway at a speed that is greater than is reasonable and prudent under the
conditions. Statutory speed limits established by the legislature:
• The speed limit is “30 miles per hour in an urban district”
• 55 mph on rural roads, 65 mph on rural expressways, and 70 mph on rural interstates.
• 25 mph in residential roadways if adopted by the road authority having jurisdiction over the residential
roadway; and
• The speed limit is “35 miles per hour on a town road in a rural residential district if adopted by the road
authority having jurisdiction over the rural residential district”.

2019

2019

National Motorists
National Motorists
Association website,
Association
https://www.motorists.org/

Ideally speed limits should be set at the 85th percentile speed and at a minimum should never be set below the
67th percentile free-flow speed.

Sustainable Speed Limits for Op-ed in the ITE
Urban Streets,
Journal by Peter
https://www.nxtbook.com/ Martin, PE
ygsreprints/ITE/G110939_
ITE_November2019/index.
php#/26

The current practice for setting speed limits is being reviewed by the American Association of State Highway
Officials, the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, ITE, and others.

This is based on draft guidelines that were a result of the 1993 ITE Committee 4M-25 on Speed Zone Guidelines
Recommended Practice.

• Lowering speeds on urban streets through a combination of physical, operational, and regulatory measures
makes sense
• It is well documented that pedestrians are more vulnerable with higher risk of injury at higher speeds.
• Reduced speeds benefit many streets, but low speeds on pedestrian oriented streets benefit most.

2019

Minnesota Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control
Devices (MN MUTCD),
https://www.dot.state.
mn.us/trafficeng/publ/
mutcd/

MnDOT

The 85th percentile speed or engineering approach is most common method as described in the MUTCD.
The Minnesota Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MN MUTCD) Section 2B.13 Speed Limit Sign provides
that “speed zones (other than statutory speed limits) shall only be established on the basis of an engineering
study that has been performed in accordance with traffic engineering practices. The engineering study shall
include an analysis of the current speed distribution of free-flowing vehicles”. (2B-14)
MN MUTCD Section 2B.13 Speed Limit Sign (R2-1) provides guidance that “when a speed limit within a speed
zone is posted, it should be within 5 mph of the 85th percentile speed of free-flowing traffic.” (2B-15)
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Year
2020

Reference
City Limits: Setting Safe
Speed Limits on Urban
Streets,
https://nacto.org/
safespeeds/

Publisher
National Association
of City Transportation
Officials (NACTO)

Summary
Developed by a steering committee of NACTO’s 86 member cities and transit agencies, City Limits outlines how
to use a safe systems approach to set speed limits in urban environments, in contrast to traditional methods
(e.g. the 85th percentile). City Limits outlines a three-method approach to speed limit setting that provides an
alternative to percentile-based speed limit setting:
• Setting default speed limits on many streets at once (such as 25 mph on all major streets and 20 mph on all
minor streets),
• Designating slow zones in sensitive areas, and
• Setting corridor speed limits on high priority major streets, using a safe speed study, which uses conflict
density and activity level to set context-appropriate speed limits.

2020

Effects of Residential Street
Speed Limit Reduction from
25 to 20 mi/hr on Driving
Speeds in Portland, Oregon:
Final Report,
https://clients.
bolton-menk.com/
mnspeedlimitvision/
wp-content/uploads/
sites/105/2021/03/pbot20-mph-speed-studyfinalv5.pdf

Portland State
University - Civil
& Environmental
Engineering

Report analysis suggests the reduction of posted limits to 20 mph resulted in lower observed vehicle speeds and
fewer vehicles traveling at higher speeds (e.g. over 30 mph). However while observed average speeds decreased
at a majority of sites, they did increase at a few sites. Models also suggest the role of roadway characteristics such
as width, pavement condition, and curb presence on vehicle operating speeds.

(report prepared for
Portland Bureau of
Transportation)

Article from Portland.gov website:
Analysis indicates 20 mph speed limit reduced driving speeds, https://www.portland.gov/transportation/visionzero/news/2020/12/1/analysis-indicates-20-mph-speed-limit-reduced-driving
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For an understanding of where the State of Minnesota has been regarding speed limits, a history of Minnesota
speed laws from 1881 to the present is provided in the following list. This list is updated from information
provided in the 2008 MnDOT Study and Report on Speed Limits research.
Year

Description

1881

Streetcars in the City of Duluth restricted to 6 mph.

1885

Incorporated villages or boroughs are authorized to regulate the rate of speed of engine-powered
vehicles.

1911

Rate of speed —Sec. 16. No person shall drive a motor vehicle upon any public highway “of this state at
a speed greater than is reasonable and proper, having regard to the traffic and use of the highway, or
so as to endanger the life or limb or injure the property of any person. If the rate of speed of any motor
vehicle, operated on any public highway in this state, where the same passes through the closely built up
portions of any incorporated city, town or village, or where the traffic is more or less congested, exceeds
ten (10) miles an hour for a distance of one eighth of a mile, or if the rate of speed of any motor-vehicle,
operated on any public highway of this state, where the same passes through the residence portions of
any city, town or village, exceeds fifteen (15) miles an hour for a distance of one-eighth of a mile, or of
the rate of speed of any motor-vehicle operated on any public highway in this state, outside the closely
built up business portions, and the residence portions of any incorporated city, town or village, exceeds
twenty-five (25) miles an hour for a distance of one-quarter of a mile, such rates of speed shall be prima
facie evidence that the person operating such motor-vehicle is running at a rate of speed greater than
is reasonable and proper, having regard to the traffic and use of the way, or so as to endanger the life or
limb or injure the property of any person. If the rate of speed of a motor-vehicle, operated on any public
highway in this state, in going around a corner or curve in a highway, where the operator’s view of the
road traffic is obstructed, exceeds six (6) miles per hour, such rate of speed shall be prima facie evidence
that the person operating such motor-vehicle is running at a rate of speed greater than is reasonable and
proper, having regard to the traffic and the use of the way, or so as to endanger the life or limb or injure
the property of any person. “
General Statute Section 2635 – Statutes renumbered and the in-town distance changed from 1/8 to 1/10
mile

1917
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Year

Description

1925

If the rate of speed of any motor vehicle operated on any highway where the same passes through the
closely-built-up portions of any municipality, or where the traffic is congested, exceeds 15 mph for a
distance of 1/10 of a mile, or if the rate of speed of any motor vehicle operated on any highway where
the same passes through the residence portion of any municipality exceeds 20 mph for a distance of
1/10 of a mile, or if the rate of speed of any motor vehicle operated on any highway outside the closelybuilt-up business portions and the residence portions of any municipality exceeds 35 mph for a distance
of one-quarter of a mile, such rate of speed shall be prima facie evidence that the person operating such
motor vehicle is driving at a rate of speed greater than is reasonable and proper.

1927

Sec. 16. Not to pass horse drawn vehicles at a greater speed than 15 mph. No person operating a motor
vehicle or tractor on a highway shall, upon meeting or overtaking any horse or other draft animal driven
or in charge of a woman, child, or aged person, or upon meeting or overtaking any other domestic
animal except dogs and poultry being upon the highway, pass said animal at a rate of speed greater than
15 mph; and in case said animal exhibits any signs of fright, the operator shall bring his vehicle to a stop.
Statutes
1. Fifteen miles an hour when approaching within fifty feet of a grade crossing of any steam, electric
or street railway when the driver’s view is obstructed. A driver’s view shall be deemed to be obstructed
when at any time during the last two hundred feet of his approach to such crossing he does not have a
clear and uninterrupted view of such railway crossing and of any traffic on such railway for a distance of
four hundred feet in each direction from such crossing;
2. Fifteen miles an hour when passing a school during school recess or while children are going to or
leaving school during opening or closing hours;
3. Fifteen miles an hour when approaching within fifty feet and in crossing an intersection of highways
when the driver’s view is obstructed. A driver’s view shall be deemed to be obstructed when at any time
during the last fifty feet of his approach to such intersection, he does not have a clear and unobstructed
view of such intersection and of the traffic upon all of the highways entering such intersection for a
distance of two hundred feet from such intersection;
4. Fifteen miles an hour in going around curves or along a grade upon a highway when the driver’s view
is obstructed within a distance of one hundred feet along such highway in the direction in which he is
proceeding;
5. Twenty miles an hour on any highway where the same passes through the closely built-up portions
of any municipality or where the traffic is congested, when traffic on such highway is controlled at
intersections by traffic officers or traffic control devices;
6. Fifteen miles an hour on all other highways where the same pass through the closely built-up portion
of any municipality or where the traffic is congested;
7. Twenty miles an hour on any highway where the same passes through the residence portion of any
municipality;
(Continued on next page.)
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Year

Description

1927

(Continued from previous page.)

1929

8. Thirty-five miles an hour under all other conditions,
(c) Municipalities in their respective jurisdictions are hereby authorized in their discretion to increase the
speed which shall be prima facie unlawful upon “thru” highways at the entrances to which vehicles are
by ordinance of such municipalities required to stop before entering or crossing such “thru” highways.
Municipalities shall place and maintain upon all “thru” highways as to which such speed is so increased
adequate signs giving notice of such special regulations and shall also place and maintain upon each and
every highway intersecting any such “thru” highway, appropriate top signs which shall be illuminated at
night or so placed as to be illuminated by the headlights of an approaching vehicle or by streetlights.
Rural speed is raised to 45 mph under all other conditions.

1937

1939

Statutes are renumbered and reformatted, the beginning of Statute 169.14 as we know it and traffic
control devices must comply with American Association of State Highway Officials. 30 mph in a business
or residence district and 45 mph under all other conditions. The commissioner may establish speed
zones up to 60 mph daytime and 50 mph when vehicle lights are needed.
30 mph in any municipality. Changed the rural statutory values to 60 mph daytime/50 mph nighttime
and authorized the Commissioner to set any speed limit.

1942

Governor’s Order implements a Wartime Speed Limit of 40 mph under orders from the USA Office of
Defense Transportation. Upon the advice of the Wartime National Rubber Director. Repeat offenders will
lose their gas ration stamps.

1947

Commissioner of Highways must make changes to speed limits based on engineering and traffic
investigation if designation is different from default speed. Signage is required designating the non
default speed.

1963

Changed rural statutory values to 65 mph daytime/55 mph nighttime and introduced the definition of
“urban district.”

1974

National Maximum Speed Limit 55 mph (NMSL55) on all roads imposed by US DOT for emergency
energy conservation, prompted by foreign oil embargoes. US DOT requires substantial compliance to
NMSL55 or else funding will be sanctioned. Governors order implements this in Minnesota.

1975

Legislation makes Governor’s Order into law. Local authorities are granted the power to establish school
zone speed limits 20 mph below the normal speed limit but not lower than 15 mph.

1976

Subd.4 — Speed on street with bicycle lane.

1980

The governing body of any political subdivision, by resolution or ordinance and without an engineering
or traffic investigation, may designate a safe speed for any street or highway under its authority upon
which it has established a bicycle lane; provided that such safe speed shall not be lower than 25 miles
per hour. The ordinance or resolution designating a safe speed is effective when appropriate signs
designating the speed are erected.
Gives municipalities the power to override Commissioner’s speed orders in urban districts.

1984

Sets 10 mph in alleys unless studied and posted with a different speed limit.
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1986

Dimmler Amendment: If driving 10 mph or less over the speed limit, the speeding ticket is not recorded
on drivers license record if on a 55 mph highway.

1987

US DOT issues new interpretation of NMSL55 and allows rural interstates to go to 65 mph and Minnesota
follows this. Local road authorities are authorized to lower work zone speed limits by as much as 15 mph
below the normal limit.

1991

Allows local road authorities to set speed limits on park roads at 20 mph below normal and establishes
rustic road speed limit at a maximum of 45 mph.

1994

25 mph on residential roadways. The beginning and end of the residential zone must be signed and less
than one-quarter of mile in length. Fines are doubled in work zones.

1995

Federal repeal of NMSL55. Commissioner’s Order keeps all speed limits status quo until a study can be
performed to determine course of action.

1997

Speed limits raised to 70 mph on rural interstate, 65 mph on expressways and urban interstates.
Commissioner’s authorization keeps most urban interstates at 55 or 60 mph. Fines are also doubled for
citations issued in school zones or for not reducing speed when passing an emergency vehicle on the
side of the road.
Rural residential district definition introduced establishing 30 mph speed limit with house spacing at 300
feet or less, on platted land or subdivisions. This applies to township roads only.

1999
2001

Residential roadway definition changed to ½ mile in length. Work zone signs are required to be posted
and workers must be present for the fine to be doubled.

2003

Permits a school speed limit to be 30 mph less than the normal speed limit. Revokes drivers license for
six months for offenders over 100 mph.

2009

Redefined Urban District to include street or highway and amended the residential roadway definition to
apply to a whole street not just a portion of a street. Removed the definition of Rural Residential District
from section 169.14 and added it to the definition section to statute. Removed 30 mph statutory speed
in rural residential district and added a statutory speed limit of 35 mph in a rural residential district if
speed limit signs are erected upon entering the Rural Residential District.
Amended laws regarding the jurisdiction for speed limit setting on local roads. Prior to new laws that
went into effect in 2019, the ability of a city to change speed limits was limited. With some exceptions,
a city interested in changing a speed limit had to request an engineering and traffic study of the
street from MnDOT. A city that uses the authority under this new law must develop procedures to set
speed limits based on the city’s safety, engineering, and traffic analysis. The new law requires that at a
minimum, the safety, engineering, and traffic analysis must consider national urban speed limit guidance
and studies, local traffic crashes, and methods to effectively communicate the change to the public.

2019

3/30/2020
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CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411

Date:

April 23, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council
Adam Bell, City Administrator

From: Matt Kline, Public Works Director
RE:

Consider allowing the installation of an outfield fence for the baseball field at Barker’s Alps Park

BACKGROUND
The city and St. Croix Preparatory Academy (SCPA) school have had a successful partnership for the past
several years regarding the use, maintenance, and upgrades of the baseball and softball fields at Barker’s Alps.
SCPA pays an annual fee to reserve and use the fields, but also provides voluntary maintenance and upkeep.
They also have invested in upgrades, including the most recent installation of dugout roofs at the baseball field.
The city maintains the grass, provides some labor for upgrades, and maintains a supply of infield dirt, as needed.
This partnership has proven to benefit both the city and SCPA, as well as residents and other park users.
Currently, we are working on the installation of batting cages at both the softball and baseball fields. The city is
providing labor and materials to install the base layer for the cages and SCPA will be supplying the fencing and
nylon cage material for the netting. SCPA has also received a “Twins” grant for a number of other upgrades,
including dugout roofs at the softball fields and an outfield fence at the baseball field. These upgrades are
proposed at no cost to the city, but the outfield fence would encroach into a portion of the hill that is used on
occasion for winter sledding. While an “unofficial” park facility, the sledding hill has three areas that are used
for this activity and one would become unusable due to encroachment of the proposed fence. Staff is currently
weighing options on ways to eliminate that portion of the hill, should the City Council agree the outfield fence
would be a benefit to the park. It should also be noted that due to the risk of liability related to potential injuries
involved in sledding, the League of Minnesota Cities strongly advises cities against officially sanctioning
sledding hills.
The city and SCPA have also discussed long-term use of the park facilities. Future plans call for installation of
a baseball and softball field at SCPA, but it is highly unlikely that SCPA would fully discontinue field use at
Barker’s Alps. At a minimum, the park will continue to be used for practice and potentially junior varsity
games. The Barker’s Alps fields are also used by the St. Croix Valley Athletic Association and for recreation
by local youth and adults in the community.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the City Council allow the installation of an outfield fence for the baseball field at Barker’s
Alps Park, as presented.
ATTACHMENTS
Photos of the subject area

Bayport Fire Department
1012 5th Avenue North (Station Address) Bayport, MN 55003
294 3rd St. North (Mailing Address) Bayport, MN 55003
Fire Hall Phone (651) 275-4401 • Fax (651) 275-4402

Date:

April 21, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council
Adam Bell, City Administrator

From:

Allen Eisinger, Fire Chief

Re:

April Fire Chief’s Memo

The April month to date call volume is 52, compared to 73 in April 2020. The year to date calls are
216, compared to 241 in 2020. Monthly drills included SCBA fit testing/quarterly review and
EMR/EMT quarterly review. Fire inspections and new plan reviews are ongoing.
Meetings/Events
• Washington County Fire Chiefs
• Fire Improvement Team meetings
• Incident preplanning
• Recognition of service time
Dustin Vincent, Firefighter - 6 years
Brandon Johnson, Captain - 15 years
Jake Vindal, Engineer - 17 years

Allen Eisinger, Chief - 20 years
Jason Severson, Assistant Chief - 26 years

Safety reminder: Warmer weather has finally arrived and more people are enjoying the outdoors. Pay
attention to cross walks, watch for motorcycles, and share the road with bicyclists.

Bayport Police Department
294 North 3rd Street
Bayport, Minnesota 55003
Phone: 651-275-4400
Fax: 651-275-4411
Date:
To:
From:
Subject:

Laura Eastman
Chief of Police
Jay Jackson
Sergeant

April 22, 2021
Mayor and City Council
City Administrator Adam Bell
Police Chief Laura Eastman
Police logs and updates

Events
April 14-15 Part-time officer interviews - Sgt. Jackson and Chief
April 20
Background investigations begin on part-time officers
Department weapon training - All staff (April 8 was cancelled)
May 6
TBD
Presentation of part-time officer for hire – Oath of Office
Miscellaneous
2021 Total incidents/calls/self-initiated responses to date = 2,401
March logs Continued
3/14/2021 0:41
BP21001560
3/14/2021 1:00
BP21001561
3/14/2021 9:01
BP21001562
3/14/2021 12:46
BP21001563
3/14/2021 15:24
BP21001564
3/14/2021 15:33
BP21001565
3/14/2021 16:28
BP21001566
3/14/2021 19:01
BP21001567
3/14/2021 20:46
BP21001568
3/14/2021 20:48
BP21001569
3/14/2021 20:50
BP21001570
3/14/2021 20:56
BP21001571
3/14/2021 21:03
BP21001572
3/14/2021 21:47
BP21001573
3/14/2021 22:07
BP21001575
3/15/2021 0:20
BP21001577
3/15/2021 0:29
BP21001578
3/15/2021 0:39
BP21001579
3/15/2021 7:55
BP21001581
3/15/2021 10:45
BP21001584
3/15/2021 11:20
BP21001585
3/15/2021 11:26
BP21001586
3/15/2021 11:40
BP21001587
3/15/2021 11:56
BP21001588
3/15/2021 14:45
BP21001589
3/15/2021 15:40
BP21001590
3/15/2021 15:46
BP21001591
3/15/2021 16:03
BP21001592
3/15/2021 16:10
BP21001593
3/15/2021 16:17
BP21001594
3/15/2021 16:32
BP21001595
3/15/2021 16:47
BP21001596
3/15/2021 16:50
BP21001597
3/15/2021 18:16
BP21001598
3/15/2021 19:22
BP21001599
3/15/2021 19:51
BP21001603
3/15/2021 19:56
BP21001604
3/15/2021 21:48
BP21001609

XXX Inspiration Pkwy S, BAYPORT NOISE COMPLAINT/DISTURBANCE
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
62XXX -636 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W - SPEED
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT WELCOME PACKETS
XXX 1st Ave N, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
35XXX -374 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
V/W - SPEED
Minnesota St S / 5th Ave S, BAYPORT
Stall blocking
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT ASSIST OTHER AGENCY
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
63XXX -699 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
W/W no taillights
62XXX -635 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W speed
XXX 5TH AVE N, BAYPORTW/W in park after hours
1XXX INSPIRATION PKWY N, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
Highway 95 N / 8th Ave N, BAYPORT
MOTORIST ASSIST
XXX Minnesota St S, BAYPORT
DISTURBANCE
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
VEHICLE UNLOCK
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
50XXX -599 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
30XXX -399 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
40XXX -499 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
70XXX -972 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST, BAYPORT
V/W For Headlights On When Snowing
62XXX -636 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Headlights On When Snowing
75XXX -998 Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
V/W For Headlights On When Snowing
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
30XXX -398 3RD ST N, BAYPORT V/W For Headlights On When Snowing
70XXX -799 ARGUS SQ, BAYPORT
Citation For No MN DL
XXX 5th Ave N, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT ASSIST OTHER AGENCY

3/15/2021 22:06
3/16/2021 10:17
3/16/2021 10:34
3/16/2021 10:57
3/16/2021 11:22
3/16/2021 11:43
3/16/2021 11:55
3/16/2021 12:01
3/16/2021 14:37
3/16/2021 16:16
3/16/2021 17:00
3/16/2021 19:14
3/16/2021 20:05
3/16/2021 20:25
3/16/2021 21:11
3/17/2021 1:21
3/17/2021 1:30
3/17/2021 19:13
3/17/2021 19:19
3/17/2021 19:24
3/17/2021 19:25
3/17/2021 20:57
3/17/2021 21:29
3/17/2021 21:51
3/17/2021 22:03
3/17/2021 22:52
3/17/2021 23:28
3/18/2021 3:06
3/18/2021 5:01
3/18/2021 11:51
3/18/2021 15:08
3/18/2021 15:16
3/18/2021 15:30
3/18/2021 15:35
3/18/2021 15:40
3/18/2021 15:59
3/18/2021 16:06
3/18/2021 16:28
3/18/2021 16:35
3/18/2021 18:11
3/18/2021 19:18
3/18/2021 19:20
3/18/2021 22:41
3/19/2021 3:55
3/19/2021 7:39
3/19/2021 8:22
3/19/2021 14:43
3/19/2021 14:52
3/19/2021 15:42
3/19/2021 16:17
3/19/2021 16:17
3/19/2021 17:19
3/19/2021 17:29
3/19/2021 18:23
3/19/2021 19:44
3/19/2021 20:12
3/19/2021 21:06
3/19/2021 22:48
3/20/2021 0:27
3/20/2021 0:41
3/20/2021 11:07
3/20/2021 11:55
3/20/2021 12:15
3/20/2021 12:22
3/20/2021 12:46
3/20/2021 13:27

BP21001610
BP21001624
BP21001626
BP21001627
BP21001628
BP21001629
BP21001630
BP21001631
BP21001633
BP21001634
BP21001635
BP21001636
BP21001642
BP21001644
BP21001646
BP21001651
BP21001653
BP21001664
BP21001665
BP21001666
BP21001667
BP21001672
BP21001673
BP21001678
BP21001679
BP21001680
BP21001684
BP21001687
BP21001688
BP21001689
BP21001691
BP21001692
BP21001693
BP21001694
BP21001695
BP21001696
BP21001697
BP21001698
BP21001699
BP21001700
BP21001702
BP21001701
BP21001704
BP21001708
BP21001709
BP21001710
BP21001714
BP21001715
BP21001716
BP21001717
BP21001718
BP21001719
BP21001720
BP21001721
BP21001724
BP21001727
BP21001730
BP21001732
BP21001735
BP21001736
BP21001741
BP21001743
BP21001744
BP21001745
BP21001746
BP21001747

XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
Lakeside Bay, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
40XXX -499 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
Citation For Speeding
65XXX -699 3RD ST N, BAYPORT V/W For Speeding
40XXX -499 3RD ST N, BAYPORT V/W For Speeding
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
70XXX -973 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
Unknown, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
XXX 5th Ave N, BAYPORT VEHICLE UNLOCK
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
XXX Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
30XXX -399 7TH AVE N, BAYPORT
V/W STOP SIGN VIOLATION
30XXX -329 5TH AVE N, BAYPORT
TZD V/W SPEED
74XXX -798 3RD ST N, BAYPORT V/W Speed
40XXX -498 3RD ST N, BAYPORT TZD V/W SPEED
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX Lakeside Bay S, BAYPORT SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
50XXX -599 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
TZD V/W SPEED
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX Lakeside Bay S, BAYPORT FOLLOW UP
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
XXX 2nd St N, BAYPORT MEDICAL
XXX Lakeside Dr S, BAYPORT
OVERDOSE
3RD ST N / 5TH AVE N, BAYPORT COMMUNITY CONTACT
XXX 4TH ST N, BAYPORT School Crosswalks
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
Minnesota St S / 3rd Ave S, BAYPORT
Cite - no registration
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT JUDGES ORDER
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT COMMUNITY CONTACT
2nd Ave N / 3rd St N, BAYPORT V/W vehicle registration issue
XXX 4TH ST N, BAYPORT Assist to city hall
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
70XXX -972 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
Cite - DAR
1XXX Inspiration Pkwy N, BAYPORT
SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
4TH AVE N / 3RD ST N, BAYPORT VW/Speed
XXX Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
XXX Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
PARKING COMPLAINT
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
70XXX -972 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
Citation For Speeding
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
Unknown, BAYPORT FOLLOW UP
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
v/w speed
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
30XXX -398 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W SPPED/NO DL/ FALSE INFO
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT Hit and Run
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
70XXX -973 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
XXX Minnesota St S, BAYPORT
SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
XXX LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX Lakeside Bay S, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST

2

3/20/2021 16:04
3/20/2021 19:14
3/20/2021 19:30
3/20/2021 20:10
3/20/2021 20:40
3/20/2021 21:19
3/20/2021 22:07
3/20/2021 22:41
3/21/2021 3:49
3/21/2021 15:02
3/21/2021 17:00
3/21/2021 18:17
3/21/2021 20:44
3/21/2021 20:48
3/21/2021 23:46
3/22/2021 0:23
3/22/2021 0:27
3/22/2021 8:40
3/22/2021 9:56
3/22/2021 10:12
3/22/2021 11:03
3/22/2021 11:18
3/22/2021 11:46
3/22/2021 14:46
3/22/2021 15:00
3/22/2021 20:12
3/22/2021 20:15
3/22/2021 20:17
3/23/2021 8:30
3/23/2021 10:45
3/23/2021 10:45
3/23/2021 12:48
3/23/2021 13:50
3/23/2021 15:20
3/23/2021 16:47
3/23/2021 17:42
3/23/2021 19:51
3/23/2021 20:18
3/23/2021 20:22
3/23/2021 23:04
3/24/2021 11:35
3/24/2021 13:23
3/24/2021 15:11
3/24/2021 19:53
3/24/2021 20:03
3/24/2021 20:20
3/25/2021 2:19
3/25/2021 9:43
3/25/2021 9:56
3/25/2021 14:33
3/25/2021 23:12
3/25/2021 23:22
3/25/2021 23:24
3/26/2021 0:02
3/26/2021 8:45
3/26/2021 19:51
3/26/2021 20:27
3/26/2021 20:29
3/26/2021 20:38
3/26/2021 20:57
3/26/2021 21:05
3/26/2021 23:16
3/27/2021 2:14
3/27/2021 16:05
3/27/2021 19:34
3/27/2021 19:37

BP21001749
BP21001750
BP21001751
BP21001752
BP21001754
BP21001758
BP21001759
BP21001760
BP21001769
BP21001776
BP21001779
BP21001780
BP21001786
BP21001787
BP21001795
BP21001796
BP21001797
BP21001801
BP21001802
BP21001803
BP21001804
BP21001805
BP21001806
BP21001807
BP21001808
BP21001812
BP21001813
BP21001814
BP21001821
BP21001823
BP21001824
BP21001825
BP21001826
BP21001829
BP21001830
BP21001831
BP21001832
BP21001835
BP21001836
BP21001839
BP21001845
BP21001846
BP21001847
BP21001851
BP21001853
BP21001855
BP21001860
BP21001865
BP21001866
BP21001868
BP21001872
BP21001874
BP21001875
BP21001880
BP21001887
BP21001889
BP21001892
BP21001893
BP21001894
BP21001895
BP21001896
BP21001897
BP21001899
BP21001900
BP21001902
BP21001903

XXX Lakeside Bay S, BAYPORT WARRANT ARREST
30XXX -399 3RD ST N, BAYPORT v/w speed
30XXX -399 3RD ST N, BAYPORT V/W SPEED
XXX MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W SPEED
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
40XXX -499 3RD ST N, BAYPORT V/W SPEED
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
20XXX -498 10TH AVE N, V/W HEADLAMP Arrest - Canc IPS, Interlock viol, plate impound
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
7TH ST N / 2ND AVE N, BAYPORT COMMUNITY CONTACT
XXX LAKESIDE BAY DR S, BAYPORT
WELFARE CHECK
XXX 6TH ST N, BAYPORT SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
40XXX -499 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W SPEED
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 4TH ST N, BAYPORT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL - MORNING CROSSING
INSPIRATION PKWY / PRIMROSE PATH, BAYPORT
AREA CHECK
XXX 4th Ave N, BAYPORT ANDERSEN WINDOWS - PARKING LOT CHECK
HWY 95 JNO 7TH AVE N, BAYPORT
V/W - SPEED/EXPIRED LICENSE
Inspiration Pkwy N / Stagecoach Trl N, V/W - FAILURE TO STOP FOR STOP SIGN
HWY 95 AT 2ND AVE N, BAYPORT
MOTORIST ASSIST
XXX 2nd St N, BAYPORT 911 ABANDONED/HANGUP/OPEN LINE
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT V/W - SPEED
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
10XXX -299 MAINE ST S, BAYPORT
SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
3RD ST N / 3RD AVE N, BAYPORT
School Crossing
XXX 4TH AVE N, BAYPORTTHREATS
XXX 2ND ST N, BAYPORT City Ord Complaint
Central Ave / 3rd St N, BAYPORT 911 ABANDONED/HANGUP/OPEN LINE
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT RECORDS REQUEST
XXX 4TH ST N, BAYPORT SCHOOL CROSSING
XXX 3rd St S, BAYPORT
JUVENILE COMPLAINT
XXX Primrose Path N, BAYPORT ALARM-BUSINESS/RES/FIRE/MEDICAL/ETC
XXX INSPIRATION PKWY S, BAYPORT 911 ABANDONED/HANGUP/OPEN LINE
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 9th St N, BAYPORT
SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
XXX 4th St N, BAYPORT
ASSIST OTHER AGENCY
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT City Ord
XXX 3rd St S, BAYPORT
JUVENILE COMPLAINT
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
POINT RD, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
Barkers Alps, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 4th Ave N, BAYPORT ALARM-BUSINESS/RES/FIRE/MEDICAL/ETC
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
3RD ST N / 3RD AVE N, BAYPORT
School Crossing
XXX 6th St N, BAYPORT
ANIMAL COMPLAINT
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
3RD ST N / 2ND AVE N, BAYPORT
Cite - Parking violation
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
Cite - 47/30
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
Cite - 41/30
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
3rd St N / Central Ave, BAYPORT DRIVING COMPLAINT
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL

3

3/22/2021 15:31
3/22/2021 15:38
3/22/2021 15:48
3/28/2021 0:04
3/28/2021 0:09
3/28/2021 20:18
3/28/2021 20:20
3/29/2021 5:24
3/29/2021 11:41
3/29/2021 12:02
3/29/2021 12:31
3/29/2021 14:42
3/29/2021 14:54
3/29/2021 14:55
3/29/2021 14:57
3/29/2021 15:27
3/29/2021 15:35
3/29/2021 15:51
3/29/2021 16:03
3/29/2021 16:08
3/29/2021 20:41
3/29/2021 20:44
3/29/2021 20:59
3/29/2021 21:13
3/30/2021 2:13
3/30/2021 10:07
3/30/2021 10:12
3/30/2021 10:52
3/30/2021 11:22
3/30/2021 11:42
3/30/2021 13:18
3/30/2021 15:40
3/30/2021 15:51
3/30/2021 18:46
3/30/2021 20:02
3/30/2021 21:13
3/30/2021 21:57
3/31/2021 0:21
3/31/2021 2:12
3/31/2021 20:57
3/31/2021 21:03
3/31/2021 21:05
3/31/2021 21:07
3/31/2021 21:28
3/31/2021 23:42
APRIL LOGS
4/1/2021 3:36
4/1/2021 10:19
4/1/2021 18:10
4/1/2021 21:48
4/1/2021 21:51
4/1/2021 23:41
4/2/2021 0:22
4/2/2021 0:23
4/2/2021 4:01
4/2/2021 8:44
4/2/2021 10:29
4/2/2021 10:46
4/2/2021 11:05
4/2/2021 13:11
4/2/2021 22:36
4/3/2021 0:02
4/3/2021 0:21
4/3/2021 4:10
4/3/2021 19:39
4/3/2021 19:40

BP21001809
BP21001810
BP21001811
BP21001909
BP21001910
BP21001913
BP21001914
BP21001918
BP21001924
BP21001925
BP21001926
BP21001927
BP21001928
BP21001930
BP21001929
BP21001931
BP21001932
BP21001933
BP21001934
BP21001935
BP21001942
BP21001943
BP21001944
BP21001945
BP21001952
BP21001959
BP21001960
BP21001961
BP21001962
BP21001963
BP21001965
BP21001966
BP21001967
BP21001968
BP21001974
BP21001977
BP21001978
BP21001980
BP21001983
BP21001987
BP21001988
BP21001989
BP21001990
BP21001991
BP21001995

47XXX -4998 STAGECOACH TRL N, BAYTOWN TOWNSHIP V/W - SPEED
42XXX -4498 STAGECOACH TRL N, BAYTOWN TOWNSHIP V/W - SPEED
40XXX -4259 STAGECOACH TRL N,V/W - FAIL TO STOP AT STOP SIGN
XXX blk 5th ave n, BAYPORT
Business checks
PICKETT ST N & 56TH ST N, BAYPORT FOUND PROPERTY/ITEM
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 4th St N, BAYPORT
PROPERTY DAMAGE
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
911 ABANDONED/HANGUP/OPEN LINE
10XXX -199 3RD ST N, BAYPORT V/W For Speed
XXX 4th St S, BAYPORT
WELFARE CHECK
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT GUN PERMIT
3RD AVE S / MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT ACCIDENT
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speed
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
70XXX -972 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
Citation For No Proof Of Insurance
50XXX -598 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT DRUGS
XXX LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
75XXX -998 Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
TRAFFIC STOP
XXX 7TH ST N, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
Citation For Speeding
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT CIVIL MATTER/DISPUTE
XXX 4TH ST N, BAYPORT FRAUD/SCAM
Unknown, BAYPORT CIVIL MATTER/DISPUTE
60XXX -620 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
XXX 3rd Ave N, BAYPORT ALARM-BUSINESS/RES/FIRE/MEDICAL/ETC
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
3RD ST N / 3RD AVE N, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 7TH ST N, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT Boat envelopes
LAKESIDE DR S / LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S / 4TH AVE S, BAYPORT
Cite - 46/30
XXX 2nd St N, BAYPORT NOISE COMPLAINT/DISTURBANCE

BP21001996
BP21001997
BP21002000
BP21002003
BP21002004
BP21002005
BP21002007
BP21002008
BP21002012
BP21002014
BP21002018
BP21002019
BP21002020
BP21002028
BP21002043
BP21002045
BP21002046
BP21002055
BP21002063
BP21002064

XXX 7TH ST N, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
1XXX Inspiration Pkwy N, BAYPORT
PARKING COMPLAINT
30XXX -399 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
VW/Speed
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
ACCIDENT
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
VEHICLE UNLOCK
XXX Minnesota St S, BAYPORT
CIVIL MATTER/DISPUTE
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 7TH ST N, BAYPORT Vacation check
XXX Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
70XXX -972 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
40XXX -498 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
V/W For Speeding
XXX 5th St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
XXX Inspiration Pkwy S, BAYPORT ANIMAL COMPLAINT
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S / 3RD AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S / 5TH AVE S, BAYPORT
V/W SPEED
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4/3/2021 19:57
4/3/2021 20:44
4/4/2021 3:04
4/4/2021 3:11
4/4/2021 6:25
4/4/2021 20:20
4/5/2021 2:31
4/5/2021 2:36
4/5/2021 2:46
4/5/2021 8:00
4/5/2021 8:20
4/5/2021 10:21
4/5/2021 11:23
4/5/2021 11:55
4/5/2021 12:39
4/5/2021 15:14
4/5/2021 17:35
4/5/2021 19:12
4/5/2021 19:14
4/5/2021 19:40
4/5/2021 20:54
4/6/2021 0:00
4/6/2021 0:17
4/6/2021 0:20
4/6/2021 0:21
4/6/2021 0:26
4/6/2021 7:24
4/6/2021 8:39
4/6/2021 9:57
4/6/2021 11:37
4/6/2021 14:20
4/6/2021 14:21
4/6/2021 20:05
4/6/2021 21:05
4/6/2021 21:07
4/7/2021 8:30
4/7/2021 11:05
4/7/2021 19:57
4/7/2021 22:10
4/7/2021 23:02
4/8/2021 2:37
4/8/2021 8:29
4/8/2021 17:53
4/9/2021 1:34
4/9/2021 1:58
4/9/2021 2:18
4/9/2021 2:24
4/9/2021 2:29
4/9/2021 2:49
4/9/2021 3:29
4/9/2021 8:33
4/9/2021 13:53
4/9/2021 14:27
4/9/2021 15:15
4/9/2021 15:15
4/9/2021 15:28
4/9/2021 20:31
4/9/2021 20:40
4/9/2021 21:00
4/9/2021 21:04
4/9/2021 21:24
4/9/2021 21:39
4/9/2021 23:17
4/10/2021 19:56
4/10/2021 20:10
4/10/2021 20:28

BP21002066
BP21002067
BP21002075
BP21002076
BP21002077
BP21002092
BP21002094
BP21002095
BP21002097
BP21002100
BP21002101
BP21002102
BP21002103
BP21002104
BP21002105
BP21002106
BP21002108
BP21002110
BP21002111
BP21002114
BP21002115
BP21002117
BP21002119
BP21002118
BP21002120
BP21002122
BP21002125
BP21002126
BP21002127
BP21002128
BP21002130
BP21002131
BP21002135
BP21002136
BP21002137
BP21002150
BP21002155
BP21002166
BP21002171
BP21002173
BP21002175
BP21002180
BP21002184
BP21002188
BP21002190
BP21002191
BP21002192
BP21002193
BP21002194
BP21002195
BP21002196
BP21002202
BP21002203
BP21002204
BP21002205
BP21002206
BP21002210
BP21002211
BP21002212
BP21002213
BP21002214
BP21002215
BP21002218
BP21002224
BP21002225
BP21002226

XXX Prairie Way S, BAYPORT
NEIGHBOR DISPUTE
XXX Oakwood St S, BAYPORT
SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
20XXX -298 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
CITE 44/30
XXX 1st Ave N, BAYPORT FIGHT
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
Unknown, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX 1st Ave N, BAYPORT WELFARE CHECK
XXX Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
ALARM-BUSINESS/RES/FIRE/MEDICAL/ETC
XXX 1st Ave N, BAYPORT MEDICAL
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT EVIDENCE AUDIT
3RD ST N / 3RD AVE N, BAYPORT
School Crossing
1st Ave S / State St S, BAYPORT PUBLIC WORKS CONCERN
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE DR S / LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 6TH ST N, BAYPORT COMMUNITY CONTACT
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
TRESPASSING
XXX 3rd St S, BAYPORT
CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
4TH AVE S / PERRO CREEK DR S, BAYPORT ROAD HAZARD
XXX PERRO CREEK DR S, BAYPORT
ROAD HAZARD
XXX LAKE ST S, BAYPORT ROAD HAZARD
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
3RD ST N / 3RD AVE N, BAYPORT
School Crossing
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT GUN PERMIT
XXX 6TH ST N, BAYPORT THEFT REPORT
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT AOA TO MCF-SW
XXX PERRO CREEK DR S, BAYPORT
CODE COMPLAINT
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
3RD AVE N / 3RD ST N, BAYPORT
School Crossing
80XXX -999 5TH AVE N, BAYPORT
VW/Speed
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
3RD ST N / 3RD AVE N, BAYPORT
School Crossing.
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
UNWANTED PERSON/VEHICLE
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XX CENTRAL AVE, BAYPORT
ANIMAL COMPLAINT
XXX LAKE ST S, BAYPORT ANIMAL COMPLAINT
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 1st Ave N, BAYPORT SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
XXX 1st Ave N, BAYPORT NOISE COMPLAINT/DISTURBANCE
3RD ST N / 3RD AVE N, BAYPORT
School Crossing.
Unknown, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
Unknown, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
ALARM-BUSINESS/RES/FIRE/MEDICAL/ETC
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
ALARM-BUSINESS/RES/FIRE/MEDICAL/ETC
3RD ST N / 3RD AVE N, BAYPORT
School Crossing
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
PICKETT ST N / 56TH ST N, BAYPORT FOUND PROPERTY/ITEM
XX CENTRAL AVE, BAYPORT
Park reservations
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
Cite - Speed 44/30
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
3RD ST N / 5TH AVE N, BAYPORT Crash - H&R
MINNESOTA ST S / 2ND AVE S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT FOLLOW UP
XXX 8th St N, BAYPORT
Dog Bite report
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4/11/2021 0:16
4/11/2021 0:18
4/11/2021 0:26
4/11/2021 0:46
4/11/2021 4:33
4/11/2021 12:31
4/11/2021 14:30
4/11/2021 17:57
4/11/2021 21:56
4/12/2021 1:09
4/12/2021 1:12
4/12/2021 9:43
4/12/2021 10:06
4/12/2021 13:09
4/12/2021 14:28
4/12/2021 14:42
4/12/2021 15:52
4/12/2021 20:52
4/12/2021 20:55
4/12/2021 22:20
4/12/2021 22:37
4/12/2021 23:01
4/13/2021 10:25
4/13/2021 10:36
4/13/2021 12:13
4/13/2021 12:18
4/13/2021 15:30
4/13/2021 20:13
4/13/2021 21:00
4/13/2021 22:29
4/13/2021 23:19
4/13/2021 23:52
4/14/2021 9:03
4/14/2021 10:10
4/14/2021 13:28
4/14/2021 13:30
4/14/2021 14:01
4/14/2021 20:08
4/15/2021 1:25
4/15/2021 1:29
4/15/2021 1:38
4/15/2021 7:47
4/15/2021 8:42
4/15/2021 9:21
4/15/2021 10:10
4/15/2021 11:48
4/15/2021 15:35
4/15/2021 15:50
4/15/2021 22:55
4/15/2021 23:29
4/16/2021 3:33
4/16/2021 10:03
4/16/2021 19:10
4/16/2021 20:19
4/16/2021 20:49
4/16/2021 22:44
4/17/2021 4:16
4/17/2021 17:58
4/17/2021 18:11
4/17/2021 18:28
4/17/2021 21:07

BP21002228
BP21002229
BP21002230
BP21002231
BP21002233
BP21002237
BP21002238
BP21002240
BP21002244
BP21002246
BP21002247
BP21002250
BP21002251
BP21002252
BP21002254
BP21002255
BP21002256
BP21002263
BP21002264
BP21002274
BP21002275
BP21002277
BP21002291
BP21002292
BP21002293
BP21002294
BP21002295
BP21002300
BP21002304
BP21002305
BP21002309
BP21002313
BP21002320
BP21002321
BP21002324
BP21002325
BP21002326
BP21002330
BP21002333
BP21002334
BP21002335
BP21002340
BP21002342
BP21002345
BP21002347
BP21002352
BP21002356
BP21002357
BP21002365
BP21002368
BP21002371
BP21002377
BP21002382
BP21002384
BP21002385
BP21002387
BP21002389
BP21002395
BP21002396
BP21002397
BP21002401

XXX Highway 95, BAYPORT
SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
1XXX Inspiration Pkwy N, BAYPORT
ALARM-BUSINESS/RES/FIRE/MEDICAL/ETC
XXX Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
XXX 1st Ave N, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
30XXX -399 MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
VW/Speed
XXX Highway 95 N, BAYPORT
SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
XXX Highway 95, BAYPORT
CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE DR S / LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 4th Ave N, BAYPORT 911 ABANDONED/HANGUP/OPEN LINE
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT DISTURBANCE
XXX 4th Ave N, BAYPORT FIRE
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX Lake Cir, BAYPORT THEFT OF WATERCRAFT
XX Lake Cir, BAYPORT
FOLLOW UP
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 5th Ave N, BAYPORT OPEN DOOR/WINDOW
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
Highway 95 N & 10TH AVE N, BAYPORT V/W - STOP SIGN
Inspiration, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
Barkers Alps, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
Main Res, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XX CENTRAL AVE, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 5th Ave N, BAYPORT FRAUD/SCAM
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 4th Ave N, BAYPORT MEDICAL
30XXX -blk 4th St S, BAYPORT
SUSPICIOUS PERSON/ACTIVITY
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX Pickett St N, BAYPORT
MEDICAL
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT FRAUD/SCAM
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 6th St N, BAYPORT
VEHICLE UNLOCK
3RD ST N / 5TH AVE N, BAYPORT ROAD HAZARD
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 1st Ave N, BAYPORT OPEN DOOR/WINDOW
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
3RD ST N / 3RD AVE N, BAYPORT
CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST N, BAYPORT CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XX Point Rd, BAYPORT
911 ABANDONED/HANGUP/OPEN LINE
XXX 5th Ave S, BAYPORT FOUND PROPERTY/ITEM
XXX 4TH AVE N, BAYPORTTHEFT
XXX 4th Ave N, BAYPORT VEHICLE UNLOCK
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE DR S & LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX MINNESOTA ST S, BAYPORT
VW/Speed
XXX 3rd St N, BAYPORT
CITIZEN/PUBLIC ASSIST
XX POINT RD, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
XXX 3RD ST S, BAYPORT DIRECTED PATROL
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
Unknown, BAYPORT FOLLOW UP
XXX 5th Ave S, BAYPORT WELFARE CHECK
XXX Minnesota St S, BAYPORT
DISTURBANCE
XXX 4th Ave N, BAYPORT FOUND PROPERTY/ITEM
LAKESIDE BAY S, BAYPORT
DIRECTED PATROL
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CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411

Date:

April 27, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council
Adam Bell, City Administrator

From: Matt Kline, Public Works Director
RE:

May Public Works Department Report

The Public Works Department is quickly finishing up spring priorities and moving into summer work. Street
sweeping, hydrant flushing, grass seeding, and boulevard maintenance should all be complete by the May 3 City
Council meeting. Staff will be mowing, line striping, and pothole patching for the foreseeable future with the
help from our temporary/seasonal summer employees.
Some ongoing minor and major summer projects are as follows:
1. Eagle Scout Project – The building of satellite toilet enclosures for the parks will begin shortly. The two
Eagle Scouts who have proposed this project have been working hard with developing a plan for the
surrounds and assembling material for the builds. The objective of the project is to make the satellite
toilets a little less conspicuous in the parks.
2. Metropolitan Council Sewer Main Work – This is a project near the Stillwater prison to replace a section
of sewer main that was in need of repair. Work has been proceeding as scheduled and the Met Council
has kept staff abreast of the progress. There is no planned interruption with the city sewer system.
3. Dock Installation – In the past, I haven’t reported on the city dock, but thought I would include a short
synopsis just for general knowledge. The dock is normally installed around May 1 and removed around
the end of October. River fluctuations require that the dock be moved in or out throughout the season,
which can be labor intensive if river flooding occurs multiple times a year.
4. Box Culvert/Bridge Plans – Last month, SEH was authorized to complete a set of plans for the
replacement of two box culverts on Perro Creek. Staff has been working with SEH on those plans and
will be presenting to the City Council in June. Depending on the estimated cost, city staff is hoping that
this work could still be completed later this year.
5. Ash Tree Treatments – As part of the DNR grant for ash tree assistance, the city received funds for
treating some of the boulevard trees with an insecticide that reduces the effects of Emerald Ash Borer.
This insecticide requires treatment every 2-3 years. The insecticide is applied via a direct injection into
the tree, which reduces the environmental impact over the soil drenching method. Staff will be reviewing
our ash tree inventory for suitable ash trees that could be treated with this method.

CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411
Date:

April 28, 2021

To:

Mayor and City Council
Adam Bell, City Administrator

From:

Sara Taylor, Assistant City Administrator/Planner

Re:

Department Update – May City Council meeting

ADMINISTRATION
- A draft of the spring edition of the city’s e-newsletter Bayport Brief is in process, slated for distribution in
May.
-

A total of 4 candidates participated in the initial interview process for the part-time Office Support
Specialist position with a staff review panel consisting of Adam, Sara, Mary, and Chantelle. Following the
interviews, staff agreed that Kara Hoier was the best fit for the position, offering several years of experience
working in municipal government for the cities of Maplewood and Roseville, specifically in the departments
of Community Development and Building/Zoning. Kara participated in a second interview on April 20 and
we are excited to announce that she accepted a conditional offer for the position, pending a background
check and City Council approval. Authorization to hire Kara will be included on the May 3 City Council
consent agenda. Kara’s anticipated start date is May 10.

-

The city received letters of interest from three residents seeking appointment as a citizen representative on
the Inspiration Stewardship Foundation. All applicants bring varied experience, which will be an asset to
serving in this capacity. A recommendation for appointment will be included on the May 3 City Council
agenda.

BUILDING / ZONING
- Last week, Inspiration property owners that have been found by the Minnesota Land Trust (MLT) to have
private encroachments on the public protected conservation easement property were notified to correct their
individual violations by June 1st. In addition to the documentation provided by MLT, a cover letter from the
city was included to provide context of the annual monitoring inspection and help educate property owners
about the importance of protecting the prairie, to help prevent future encroachments and hopefully reduce
city staff time to monitor/correct violations.
-

A kick off meeting to develop a design scope for the permanent access location at the Clean Water, Land
and Legacy property has been scheduled for May 4. Participants will include myself, Matt, and city engineer
John Parotti, as well as members of the facilities services technical team at Andersen Corporation. The
preliminary design utilizes a portion of Andersen’s existing “landing strip” parking area to accommodate the
access. Andersen recently reaffirmed their continued partnership on this project and cost share for the access
design, which will formally be presented to the City Council at the June meeting. The DNR grant requires
the city to provide public access to the site by October 2021.

CITY LIAISON ASSIGNMENTS / MEETINGS
- April 15: The final meeting of the Highway 36 Transit Technical Advisory Work Group focused on results
of their public engagement and revised technical implementation recommendations. A formal presentation
on this project is tentatively scheduled for the June 7 City Council meeting.
- Spring TBD: Allen S. King Plant Decommissioning Advisory Panel meeting (meetings have been
suspended since January due to COVID)

CITY OF BAYPORT
294 NORTH THIRD STREET
BAYPORT, MINNESOTA 55003
PHONE 651-275-4404 FAX 651-275-4411
Date:
To:
From:
Re:

April 27, 2021
Mayor and City Council
Adam Bell, City Administrator
Department Update – May City Council meeting

SPEED LIMIT SURVEY
The city’s survey on the speed limit issue closed on April 19. The results will be presented at the May 3
City Council meeting. Staff will not have a formal recommendation. However, based on the survey
responses, it is evident that there is not an overwhelming majority among the respondents for a single
solution. There is a majority in favor of lowering the speed limit from 30 mph. The options available to the
city remain the same as presented previously. Hopefully, the survey results will provide the City Council
the community feedback that was desired and information that can be used to set a sound policy for speed
limits that considers the residents’ varied viewpoints while still pursuing increased safety on our streets.
AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN OF 2021
City staff is still awaiting guidance on the American Rescue Plan (ARP) funds, which should be released in
the coming weeks. The city did learn recently that cities under 50,000 population will need to apply for the
funds, and the Minnesota Management and Budget Office (MMB) is again facilitating the smaller city
distributions. As a reminder, Bayport’s estimated distribution is approximately $430,000. ARP Funds will
be released in two payments to local governments, with half expected in May 2021 and half paid 12 months
following receipt of the first payment. I have attached an ARP FAQ sheet provided by the National
Association of Counties
BAYPORT CITY CLEAN-UP EVENT
The city is working with Tennis Sanitation to coordinate a city clean-up event, where residents can
conveniently dispose of multiple items at a more economic rate. The event is being planned to occur on
June 12, 2021, from 8 am to noon. The current plan cost will be $20 per vehicle or $40 per vehicle with a
trailer. The allowed item list and more details will be announced soon. Look for that information on the city
website.
UPCOMING MEETINGS AND EVENTS
May 3
City Council Workshop (Greystone)
City Council Regular Meeting

4:30 p.m.
6:00 p.m.

City Hall/Zoom

May 17

City Council Workshop (Tentative)

4:30 p.m.

City Hall/Zoom

May 31

Memorial Day Holiday
American Legion Memorial Day Ceremony

7:00 a.m.

City Closed for business
Hazelwood Cemetery

June 4-5

BCAL Bayport City Wide Garage Sale Friday 6/4 from 8-5 and Saturday 6/5 from 8-1

June 7

City Council Workshop (Tentative)
City Council Regular Meeting

4:30 p.m.
6:00 p.m.

June 12

City Clean-Up Event (Tentative)

8:00 a.m. – Noon Public Works Facility/
Lakeside Park

City Hall/Zoom

AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN ACT
CORONAVIRUS STATE & LOCAL FISCAL RECOVERY FUND FAQs
On March 11, President Biden signed the $1.9 trillion American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (P.L. 11-2), which
established the $362 billion Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal Recovery Fund. Of this total, $65.1 billion is
provided in direct aid to counties and additional $1.5 billion for public lands counties.
Since the bill was signed into law, NACo has been working closely with the U.S. Department of Treasury to
provide comprehensive guidance on the successful implementation and execution of the Recovery Fund. While
the U.S. Treasury has not yet released official guidance, NACo has created the below FAQs to help answer
some common questions about the Recovery Fund.
NACo will continue to monitor any developments on additional guidance from the U.S. Treasury.

1. What are the specific allowable uses of funds? Are there any restrictions?
The bill allocates $65.1 billion in direct federal aid to all counties based on their share of the U.S.
population. Allowable uses outlined in the bill include (but are not limited to):
•
•
•
•

Responding to or mitigate the public health emergency with respect to the COVID-19 emergency
or its negative economic impacts.
Providing government services to the extent of the reduction in revenue;
Make necessary investments in water, sewer, or broadband infrastructure; and
Responding to workers performing essential work during the COVID-19 public health emergency
by providing premium pay to eligible workers of the county that are performing such essential
work, or by providing grants to eligible employers that have eligible workers who perform essential
work.

2. Will counties have to apply in order to receive funds?
Listed below are the general guidelines for the U.S. Department of Treasury’s program administration of
the State and Local Coronavirus Fiscal Recovery Fund. The U.S. Treasury is currently developing guidance
on the Recovery Fund certification process in consultation with NACo.
•
•
•

The deadline to spend funds is December 31, 2024.
The U.S. Treasury is required to pay the first tranche to counties not later than 60-days after
enactment, and second payment no earlier than 12 months after the first payment.
The law provides an additional $77 million for the Government Accountability Office and $40
million for the Pandemic Response and Accountability Committee for oversight and to promote
transparency and accountability.
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3. Will counties have to report what they intend to do with funds, in order to receive approval?
The U.S. Treasury is currently in the process of developing the Recovery Fund certification process. Below
are the key takeaways for the U.S. Treasury’s reporting requirements of the State and Local Coronavirus
Fiscal Recovery Fund.
Reporting requirements for state and local governments:
•
•
•

Local governments, including counties, are required to provide “periodic reports” providing a
detailed accounting of the use of funds.
If a state, county or municipality does not comply with any provision of this bill, they are required
to repay the U.S. Treasury an equal amount to the funds used in violation.
States are required to report how funds are used and how their tax revenue was modified during
the time that funds were spent during the covered period (covered period begins on March 3,
2021 and ends on the last day of the fiscal year a state or local government has expended or
returned all funds to the U.S. Treasury).

4. Across what time frame will using funds for the reduction in revenue be eligible (most recent fiscal year
etc.)?
The bill currently indicates that funds can be applied to any reductions in revenue based on the most
recent full fiscal year and the deadline to spend these funds is December 31, 2024. NACo has informed the
U.S. Treasury of variance in how counties make their annual budgets, and it is NACo’s hope that the U.S.
Treasury will accommodate county budgets that don’t follow the calendar or traditional fiscal year.
5. What types of lost revenue will be covered by the Recovery Fund? Can we expect additional regulations
from the U.S. Treasury to come out regarding how to report and verify lost revenue?
Below are the provisions regarding the use of State and Local Coronavirus Fiscal Recovery Funds for
reductions in revenue during the COVID-19 pandemic.
Restrictions on the Use of Funds by Local Governments for Reductions in Revenue:
•
•
•

No funds shall be deposited into any pension fund.
Any local government, including counties, that fail to comply with the federal law and related
guidelines shall be required to repay the federal Treasury.
States are not allowed to use the funds to either directly or indirectly offset a reduction in the net
tax revenue that results from a change in law, regulation or administrative interpretation during
the covered period.
o If a state violates this provision, it will be required to repay the amount of the applicable
reduction to net tax revenue.

6. What are the current rules or allowances regarding the transfer of funds to other entitites?
The bill states that a metropolitan city, non-entitlement unit of local government, or county receiving a
payment from funds may transfer these funds to a private nonprofit organization, a public benefit
corporation involved in the transportation of passengers or cargo, or a special-purpose unit of state or
local government.
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7. What is the definition of essential or eligible workers, as outlined in the allowable use of funds section?
The bill classifies ‘eligible workers’ as those workers needed to maintain continuity of operations of
essential critical infrastructure sectors and additional sectors as each chief executive officer of a
metropolitan city, non-entitlement unit of local government, or county may designate as critical to protect
the health and well-being of the residents of their metropolitan city, non-entitlement unit of local
government, or county.
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