MEMBERS OF THE NORTH OAKS COMMUNITY PLANNING COMMISSION,

The undersigned represent residents in our community who would like the considerations
contained herein to be factored into decisions made with respect to the future of our city.

Collectively, we love this community, and the principles which to this point have guided the
development and evolution of this place we call home. Today, we stand at a crossroads, and
we appeal to this body to remain true to the values that have shaped North Oaks and only
approve development plans consistent with those values which have guided us so well in the
past. Ours is a rich legacy, and we would like to keep that intact. The undersigned kindly
request that careful thought be expended regarding the future development in the City of
North Oaks taking into account the following: '

The Spirit of North Oaks

A) Our city has an unparalieled history of providing residents with a unique community
convenient to a large urban area, but centered on respect and preservation of the
natural environment envisioned by the community’s founders.

B} The principles governing North Oaks’ community development over the last several
decades have created a residential area unlike others in the Twin Cities.

C) North Oaks’ community engagement and outreach publicly declare these values with
frequency and pride, successfully distinguishing the city from others.

D) This uniqueness, more than any other factor, has made the real estate in North Oaks
valuable, even coveted.

E} Values of Privacy, Security, Safety, and Environmentally-Sensitive Development are
shared by community restdents.

F} Residents selected to live in this community based on a common embrace of these
values and principles and how they play into their Quality of Life.

G) With little land left to develop, the finishing touches on the community which are now
our responsibility will leave a lasting signature that is this generation of residents’ mark
on the legacy of North Oaks.

The proposal presented by the North Oaks Company on December 20, 2018 to this body is not
in keeping with these values.

Residents’ Feedback to North Oaks Company Development Proposal

A} Unweicome Shifts in Original Density Placement

1) High human density populations, with immediate adjacency to low human
density populations is inconsistent with the development standards historically
assoclated with North Oaks. Small, manicured lawns can be found throughout
surrounding communities outside North Oaks and are availabie for prospective
homebuyers around the region.

2] Placing such high-density human populations immediately adjoining traditional
wilderness North Oaks lots in the 2+ acre range does not afford consistency with



3)

4}

5)

the local community and departs from the way other, existing higher density lots
have been developed in our community.

Existing high-density areas and/or manicured lawn settings in North Qaks are
either exclusively facing outside North Oaks (Deer Hills, Rapp Farm), or clearly
out-of-the-way / secluded / isolated from the main roads and normal access to
the center of North Oaks (the Pines, Summit, Charley Lake, or even the
southwest part of North Oaks around Raven Road close to Village Center).

As of the present day, residents who enter North Qaks by any of its four entries
directly enjoy the natural environment without having to cross high
density/manicured areas which are commonly seen in other communities In the
Twin Cities area. This development approach preserved the unique feel of North
Oaks. The December 20, 2018 proposal from The North Oaks Company clearly
departs from these historical guiding development principles which residents see
as the very “Spirit of North Oaks.”

Existing transitions between natural environment lots and high density and/or
manicured lots are gradual, not immediate, or achieved through designated
neighborhoods. The new proposal clearly departs from this spirit and existing
settings.

B) Impacts Associated with Additional Points of Entry

1)

2}

3)

Areas with public access today (Village Center, Centerville/96 shopping center,
Waverly Gardens) do not have entries into North Oaks, and, therefore, do not
favor entries/use by non-residents. The new proposal clearly departs from this
spirit and existing settings; traffic advantages will favor non-residents entering
North Oaks as they bypass lights and traffic congestion.

While overall crime is low, limiting points of entry has served the community
well in preserving security making rapid escape difficult.

Additional entry points, with access to North Oaks may have impact on
Community privacy, safety, security, No Fishing mandates, and trespassers taxing
the beach, trails, ice rinks, tennis courts and roads.

€) Utmost Protection Needed of Designated High-Quality Black Lake Resource

1)
2)

3)

One of the proposed development areas is adjacent to one of the community’s
most precious resources, Black Lake,

The Vadnais Lake Area Water Management Organization (VLAWMO) reports
Black Lake as the most secluded lake in the Watershed.

It reports that Black Lake receives inflow from Gilfillan Stream that feeds into
Black Lake's surrounding wetland perimeter, and outflows north to Wilkinson
and the North Oaks’ Chain of Lakes, eventually ending up in East Vadnais Lake.
This watershed supports the St Paul Municipal Water System,



4) VLAWMO reports establish that the lake's subcatchment {watershed) area
covers 664 acres of surrounding land that is presently mostly light impact
residential, as well as a large amount of wetland.

5} The report concludes that Black Lake is among the healthiest in VLAWMO, and
that is likely attributed to the fake's seclusion from heavy suburban development
and elevated nutrient runoff loads.

6) A recently accomplished 2015 Black Lake shoreline vegetation assessment
established the presence of Wild Rice in Black Lake.

7) The city has already stated this intent, but the undersigned believe strongly that
plans must be adapted to marshland and Black Lake down flow. A governing
policy of no potential draining water back flows to Black Lake’s downstream
marshland should be adopted which may require two or more rain water
collection basins to protect this resource.

D} Call for Updated EAW and Careful Consideration of Wildlife

1)

3)

5)
6)
7)

8)

Based on the age of the present MN DNR Environmental Assessment Worksheet,
and the significant changes in the ecosystem and the Development Plans since its
completion twenty years ago In 1999, the undersigned believe that any modified
development project considered in the area requires an updated and thorough
environmental study and review.

Many of the present streets were gravel in 1999 and many of the present homes
were not in place. Irrigation and hydrological usage patterns have changed.
Therefore, it is our opinion that any modified development project in this
community ought to only follow completion of an updated Minnesota DNR
Environmental Assessment Worksheet, and that irrigation patterns and impact,
nutrient loading potential, foot/pet traffic pattern changes, hydrological and
ecological pressure on the Black Lake resource should be assessed.

it is difficult to conceive how such an updated, representative assessment could be
completed during the winter; fauna and flora inventory should be done in multiple
seasons,

Large numbers of raptors, bats, pollinators, deer, coyote (including a den), opossum,
and other woodland animals will all be displaced.

When large, wilderness lots exist, wildlife can co-exist in residential neighborhoods,
as the community’s founders intended.

When those lots become less than an acre and manicured like neighboring
residential communities, they are not as good a fit for wildlife.

Adjacency to wildlife is an important reason why many of the undersigned selected
this neighborhood as their home.

Taken together, the December 20, 2018 development proposal prevents existing and future
residents to live with the North Oaks’ legacy (including in harmony with nature and wildlife)
that was and is at the core of our decision to live here.



Residents’ Proposed Revisions to Development Plan

We understand that the completion of additional development of North Oaks is inevitable;
however, we strongly believe that with a few relatively straightforward changes, we could
accomplish the spirit of the proposed development while simultaneously respecting the history
and culture that has made North Oaks such an outstanding and unigue community. We truly
believe this can be a win/win situation if we can adopt the following revisions:

A)

£)

F)

G)

)

An updated count of the 645 dwelling units / 21 commercial acres (including density
increase limits within sites A-L agreed to in the 1999 East Oaks PUD) be accomplished
and agreed to between the North Qaks Planning Commission and the North Oaks
Company consistent with Table 1 {pages 8 & 9) and the “East Oaks Project Map- Future
Land Use” from February 11, 1999 (exhibit B1), located in the 1999 PUD.

No change to the condo/mixed use proposal in Island Field {unless the N.O. Planning
Commission deems it necessary based on A) above}, but no road continuation of any
kind from those sites to interior North Oaks.

if numbers from A) above permit, no change to other residential developments along
Centerville Road as they do not give access of any kind to interior North Oaks.

No lots, of any density, placed south of the present Black Lake Road or the proposed
extension of Black Lake Road (Area K in 1999 PUD) to protect the environmental quality
of Black Lake and its ecologically critical hydrology.

if numbers from A) above, up to 10-12 additional low density (not less than 2 acres) lots
at east end of the present Black Lake Road (Area K).

Only if the Planning Commission finds the proposal of additional units are approved and
desired in this Area K and environmental assessment/shoreline zoning permit it, a
separate, low or medium density area {as defined in Ordinance No.94, Page 29, 7.7.5 (a)
and {a){): the average size will have a minimum area of 1.10 acres and no less than one
(1) acre {for med density/1.25 for low]} placed east of the 10-12 additional low density
lots.

Separation of low density lots from any medium density lots via a natural transition
zone,

Two options for access to this potential medium density area that do not depart from
existing high/medium density settings in North Oaks:

1. Use the existing North Road off of Centerville Road to access the
medium density area, and, therefore, provide no access to Black Lake
Road/North Oaks Crossing/Catbird Lane.

2. Agravel road extension of Black Lake Road (with a “no outlet” access
from the medium density area)- this only if a firefighter/ambulance
study concludes that such access would make a significant and
meaningful difference in response times and is supported by residents,

3. Installation of a barrier between medium density access lane and new
(and existing) low density lots to prevent people crossing through North
Oaks to avoid traffic jams when joining 96 - access restricted to
firefighters and emergency vehicles.

No new access road to interior North Oaks from Centerville Road of any kind.



In closing:

Louis W. Hill, Ir. envisioned the development of a unique community centered on the respect
and preservation of the natural environment. He left us with a legacy of careful, deliberate
North Oaks’ development that will forever be part of this community and enjoyed by future
residents. It is now our time to complete the good work that he and others started so many
years ago. As the body most immediately responsible on this most important of decisions, we
trust that you will take this feedback into consideration as we create our generation’s legacy in
this last chapter of the Three Bold Ventures.

Thank you for your careful consideration. The items listed herein are of utmost importance to
the undersigned constituents of North Oaks.

If there are any questions, or if clarity should be brought to any of these
considerations/proposals, please feel free to contact the undersigned. We welcome the
opportunity to participate in the work of the Planning Commission in a productive and
collaborative manner,

Appreciative of your leadership and your commitment to our community and its rich legacy,

SIGNED....
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Louis W. Hill, Jr. envisioned the development of a unique community centered
on the respect.and preservation of the natural environment. He leftus witha
legacy of carefu], deliberate North Oaks’ development that will forever be part
of this community and enjoyed by future residents. It is now our time to
complete the good work that he and others started so many years ago. As the
body most immediately responsible on this most important of decisions, we
trust that you will take this feedback into consideration as we create our
generation’s legacy in this last chapter of the Three Bold Ventures.

Thank you for your careful consideration. The items listed herein are of
utmost importance to the undersigned constituents of North Oaks.

if there are any questions, or if clarity should be brought to any of these
considerations/proposals, please feel free to contact the undersigned. We
welcome the opportunity to participate in the work of the Planmng

' Commission in a productive and collaborative manner.

Appreciative of your leadership and your commitment to our community and
its rich legacy,

SIGNED....
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?mportaﬁ?of decisions, we trust that you will take this feedback into

consideration as we create our generation's legacy in this last chapter of
the Three Bold Ventures.

Thank you for your careful consideration. The items listed herein are of

- utmost importance to the undersigned constituents of North Oaks.

If there are any questions, or if clarity should be brought to any of these
considerations/proposals, please feel free to contact the undersigned. We
welcome the opportunity to participate in the work of the Planning
Commission in a productive and collaborative manner.

Appreciative of your leadership and your commitment to our community
and its rich legacy,

SIGNED....
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---———-- QOriginal Message —-——

From: George K. Brushaber aiio kbrushaber@gmail.co

To: RICH DUJMOVIC <dui comcast.net {mailto:duim comcast.net)>
Date: February 21, 2019 at 10 52 AM

Subject: Re addltlonal signatories

|10 Please record David and Barbara Nicholson, 15 Skillman Lane, N 0, as
\tt.  signatories.

Please register my husband and | for the petition against the proposed North Oaks
development! '
Thank you,
{1Z.  Sherriand Bill Long
19 Evergreen Rd
N5 North Oaks



[,
1.

[ 1.
|17,

119,
(19,

120.
(21,

SIGNED....

Peter and Laurie Holmberg 24 year residents of North Oaks

4 Capaul Woods Ct.
North Oaks, MN

Please be advised that we wish to endorse the petition regarding future
development in the city of North Oaks. You have our permission to
incorporate our signatures/names on that petition.

Peter and Jenean Cordon
14 Spring Marsh Lane
North Oaks, MN 55127

Dear Pianning Commission,

Please acknowledge and record my signed opposition (attached) to the North Oaks
Company’s proposed pian for the eastern section of the City of North Oaks.

Dr. Paul L. H. Olson (Pam)
14 Pearson Place

North Oaks, MN 55127
615-484-0050

George,

Please be advised that | wish to endorse the petition regarding future
development in the city of North Oaks. You have my permission to incorporate
my signature/name on that petition.

Bob Brodin (and Meg)
22 Summit Heights
North Oaks, MN 55127



112,

\ 2.
V24

129,
Wil

{771,

Please be advised that | wish to endorse the petition regarding future
development in the city of North Oaks. You have my permission to
incorporate my signature/name on that petition.

Alan Bergstrom
9 Hawthorne Court
North Oaks, MN 55127

From Dr. Paul Wicklund

Please convey to the planning commission that Linda and | want to sign the petition for the
changes that have been recommended by a group of concerned North Oaks Residents.

Thanks

Paul and Linda Wicklund
7 Knoll Road

North Oaks, MN 55127

Murriel IntVeld

Please add our names to the resident petition.

We have lived here since 1975 and would be so disappointed to see this community
compromised. | remember Louie Hill coming and looking at Garden Clubs work and
sometimes correcting us but giving us support as we worked to keep our
environment natural.

Thank you for your efforts. |

Murriel and Larry IntVeld

49 Nord Circle Rd

North Oaks, MN

On Fri, Feb 22, 2019 at 1:21 PM Maureen Kane < mkane.knoedler@gmail.com> wrote:

HELLO George,

John and | are out of town until March! We would be happy to send our petition signature. Thanks for al
your efforts in this regard.

Best regards

Maureen Kane

14 Island Road




12.9.

124,

~ouis W. Hill. Ir. envisioned the development of a unique community centered
:n the respect and preservation of the natural environment. He left us with a
iegacy of careful, deliberate North Oaks’ development that will forever be part
of this community and enjoyed by future residents. 1tis now our time ¢
complete the good work that he and others started so many years ago. As the
body most immediately responsible on this most important of decisions, we
trust that you will take this feedback into consideration as we create our
generation’s legacy in this last chapter of the Three Bold Ventures.

Thank you for your careful consideration. The items listed herein are of
utmost importance to the undersigned constituents of North Oaks,

If there are any questions, or if clarity should be brought to any of these
considerations/proposals, please feel free to contact the undersigned. We
welcome the opportunity to participate in the work of the Planning
Commission in a productive and collaborative manner,

Appreciative of your leadership and your commitment to our community and
Its rich legacy,

SIGNED....
Signature AND North Oaks address, please
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On February 22, 2019 at 12:35 P del925 @comcast.net wrote:

Hi Lisa:

Here is my signed petition.

Thank you for bringing this to our attention.

For us, we think there is too much traffic in North Oaks and too much on Centerville Road,

Our opinion is Centerville Road should be turned into a parkway at 30 miles per hour to encourage the
use of the freeway. Also, North Qaks as a city should work with the county to reduce speeds on all roads
that border us for safety, with extra focus on North Oaks’ entrances that are not traffic light controlled.

Thanks again-

David Lehman 12 White Pine Road, North Qaks

I Wbt Bn S

MNocTh ORKS v 55127

Xfinily Connect

More Snowbird signatures ¢

George K, Brushaber <gkbrushaber@gmail.com> 2/20/2019 9:24 M [}
To RICH DUJMOVIC

Sighatures from Dr. Thomas and Susie McCarter
53 Nord Circle .
North Oaks, MN 55127

Dr Tom <timc53@agl.com>

to me 8:45 PM (36 minutes ago)
Slgnature frony;
Thomas McCarter

§3 Nord Circle Rd
North Gaks, Mn 55127

George K, Brushaber



Louis W. Hill, Jr. envisioned the development of a unique community centered
on the respect and preservation of the natural environment. He left us with a
legacy of careful, deliberate North Oaks’ development that will forever be part
of this community and enjoyed by future residents. It is now our time to
complete the good work that he and others started so many years ago. As the
body most immediately responsible on this most important of decisions, we
trust that you will take this feedback into consideration as we create our
generation’s legacy in this last chapter of the Three Bold Ventures,

Thank you for your careful consideration. The items listed herein are of
utmost importance to the undersigned constituents of North Oaks.

If there are any questions, or if clarity should be brought to any of these
considerations/proposals, please feel free to contact the undersigned. We
welcome the opportunity to participate in the work of the Plannmg
Commission in a productive and collaborative manner.

Appreciative of your leadership and your commitment to our community and
its rich legacy,

SIGNED...
Signature AND North Oaks address, please
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fn winterof 974, when Bill and | were ncw]y married, we attended a party at T omand Ginnﬂ
Mc(Clanahan’s home in North Qaks on South Shore Road. We skated on the Poncl across the
street from Gilfillin | ake. Their son, Rob, shoveled and cleared it for us as it was in their baci(yard
and rcgularig used By Rob and his friends. (Rob Mc(Clanahan went on to become a gold medalist on
the I 280 (,|5 Men's Hockcg team that beat the Russians.) Blﬂ and Tom had desks across from
cach other at First | rust Company in downtown St. Faul.

Jn 1975, we Purchascd ourlot at #2 Nuthatch | ane. Pecause of a North Oaks buifding
incentive, we submitted our P!ans and got permission from the architectural committee to build within a
year, in1974. Wc were on a three-home cui-dc—éac, ona .% acre Iot, had a child on the way, a lab
c{og, acﬁacent unclcvc!opcd property, a Poncl across the street, and were thrilled with our natural
setting and quict fives! We stagcd there 28 years and raised 2 boys, Randall and f)lalcc, and their

two more labs.

Our backyard’s adjoéning ncig}ﬂ)ors were Dr.Jamcs and Fat Moriartg and ?amiiy, and the
Ciwen and Dick [ lias Family. We shared our Dccp | ake side with Jane and Tom Parenteau and
icamiig. (Children of all these families came back to live in North Oaks!) We were gooc] and faithful

ncighbors, and cnjogccl many visits at each other's l‘uomcs, even with children and grandchi[drcn.

| f::clongcd to the North Oaks’ babgsitting club and six of us formed a babgsittfng co-op and
a NOI"‘.’;’] Oaka’ Haggroup, thcn, fatcr, some Prc—schoo[ car co~-ops. | was an officer a number of times
for the North Oaks | adies Club, which became The Viﬂagcrs and Rccipc Exchangc (and have
hosted the past three of their Christmas | uncheons at our homc). Qur children attended North
Oal(s Frcschooi and Piagcd T—ba”, Socccr, Hockcg, etc... on the North Oaks teams at the Rcc
(Centers. Tfncg took swimming lessons at Fleasant PBeach, and swam there dai|3, and evenings, all the
way through high schooll

[ took laricigc lessons at the Golf Club, and was a rcguiar Pianist there for Seafood
Suppcrs, Sundag brunches and many, many Partics. PBill and | attended all of The \/if{agcrs partics,
and were active in the Courmet Dining (in homca) Club for many years. | was the local Piano teacher
and my students r:njoyccl tc”fng me stories about ric§£ng horses at the North Qaks Stables and skifng

at the North Qaks Ski Hill with the rope tow on I ast (OQaks Road. QOur North Oaks ])ragcr
GrouP is still togcthcr after 338 years!

Bill and | were Pcrsona] friends of { ouis Ir. and [ lsie Hill. Bill drove [_ouis Jr. to the North
ODaks “HHill Farm” from downtown St Paul many times, | _ouis Jr’s office was next door to Mairs and
Power, Inc. where Bill had become a partner with Gcorgc Mairs and Gcorgc Fower. |_ouis was very



Proud of his vision matcrializing as the “5Pir§t” of North Qaks! | ouis Pcrsonaﬁg returned home our
young son, Randy, who wandered down the Path and was looking for Moriarty’s fost cat. As Randg
gotout of { ouis’ car, Louis commented to me while cl—;ucuing, “lt was hard to get his name because he
was instructed not to spcalc to strangers.” Randy ana”y mentioned our last name, and | ouis returned
him safely to us at 2 Nuthatch. (On more than one occasion, we had dinner with the [ill family. We
Y 4

were highly respective and always impressed with both I ouis Jr. and [ lsie’s vision of amazing future

ghly resp ys imp S

perspectives. As residents, we were Proucl to be cnjoging their ideals.

]n 200%, we Purchascd our home at 8 B[ack Lakc Road, on a “dead end” road at the Hi]]
Farm Gate. We could hear the cows mooing at the Hl” Farm from our deck. We can view B!ack
Lakc From every room on the main ﬂoor, and also from the walkout level. Wc crjog mang families of
deer, swans in summer, bluebirds that use our bluebird houses every year (af:tcr the winter birds, the
Sparrows, move out). The blucEir&s, summer finches, nuthatchcs, Huc_jags, c%ic’(adccs, roiains,
cardinals, etc... use our deck feeders daiig and Pcrch on the raiiing to Pccrinto the kitchen when the
saffloweris gone. We have opossums, beavers, sandhill cranes, geese, foxes, ducks, and rabbits that

all roam Frcclq here. We hear coyotes caﬂing at night and there is a new i:amilg in the garc] at#15. We

see an occasional cag|c. T he cranes and geese confront each other in our front yard. The cranes
knock on our back door, seeing themselves in the g'ass. We are so blessed to view and aPPrcciatc
wildlife and nature and live Pcacc{:u”‘g among them! We have now been in North Oaks 43 yearsl! We
have aiwags Paid the premiums and oi:cyccl the rules here.

Last summer, our son, Randy, and wi{:c, Hannah, with a }~ycar-ofd daugiwtcr, Nora Mae, and
a 7~Hcar~o[d lab bought #2 E)cnt Tree Lam:. Thcg had anothcrgirh Sonja Gracc, on Januarg 2.8%,
T]ncg five at the corner of Bcnt Trcc and Blacic ]__al(c, less than two blocks from us. We are elated

to have them so near and able to stroll over to visit and Piag {and dance) angtime!!

Qur realtor of seven years, ncigh?oor and friend, Giwen " lias, brought us to see the 8 Black
Lakc Road Propcrtg. Marg Quinn F‘laPpily showed us the home. We !—:acijust been outbid on two
homes on the |sland in North Oaks, as we on]g bid the asking Pricc, not rcaiizing how coveted those
homes were. Bill loved the views there, but the views and the quict, Pcaccfui Plack | ake atmosphcrc
stole our hearts and we finished our new home thcrcjogfuiiy through the next few years. Neither
realtor mentioned angthfng about what could haPPcn later at our Hill f:arm (Gate. |twas a “dead end”
to us, our natural retirement heaven; but we Paid dcaﬂg for our home, and about $ 13 thousand dollars
per 3carf:or MN ProPc:rt3 taxes! Wc onig knew about a Proposcd new road going through somcdag
at the Hi” Farm (Gate when we rcqucstcd a dead end sign because of many ]ost, frustrated Pcoplc

racing down our road, dofng a {J-turn at the gate, coming into our circle clrivcway and gc“ing, “How do



we get out of here?” or other words from their car. North Oaks told us we could not have a sign.
What? } thought. But at least | t}mught it would be a continuation of our Norsth Qaks lcgacy of at
least 1 % acre lots with aPProvcc], rcgulatcd homes. Wc therefore could endure the builc!ing trucks
and traffic if it was 0n|3 temgorargl And led to a continuation of our ncig]'zborhood.

On December 20,2018, Billand | viewed, fg‘j:_b_c_ £|r_5_t time the Proposa{. We never
cxPcctccl angthfng of its Proporl:ion! We 5inccrc|_9 hoPc that it could be modified so as to leave our
“Hill Farm (Gate” closed to the Public! And, as in other scttlcmc:nts, open oniy to emergency vehicles.
Flcasc, chP our "Privatc land and roads,” the “SPErit” of our North Oaks chacg, FRIVATE_”
Flease do not clcstroy our natural habitat! You could cnc!angcr the Pﬁvacy of AL L THE.
ROADS in North Oaks. This was NOT the Hill famii‘g vision!

Additional Signature Page- Spirit of North Oaks’ Petition

espectfully submi ed, .
Respoctiully submit A Lt 20 Frrsle
onita and William Frels ‘-

Addendum:

]t's your land on the other side of the Hifl Farm Gatc, butits OUK tand and lifcsty!c you will
dcstrog. J#'s all our wildlife you will upset. s ourgrandc}':ildrcn who will be cheated of the natural
abundance of wildlife and SAFETY we have Prcscwcd for them g__!_f our _ll_v_c_s @- ]cgacg as North

‘as residents for‘i'} years. ]:or ourf:amﬂics and nature willbe desecrated bg an open gate.



City Council
Planning Commission
North Oaks

As you contemplate the final development of the remaining property on the east end of North Oaks, |
would like to recount a somewnhat similar experience I had with the City of Shorewood some 30 years
ago.

I lived in a new development surrounding Silver Lake near Christmas Lake in Shorewood. It was a very
hice area of wooded and somewhat larger Iots that afforded both privacy and secure living. At the time we
built the house, it seemed the only other area like it was North Oaks. We chose the lakes area on the
west side of town,

We built on Silver Lake along Covington Rd. which turned into Old Market Road as it went north towards
Hwy 7. The neighborhood had always assumed Old Market Road would eventually tie into a service road
leading to Vine Hill Road about a half-mile to the east and already with established commercial property
and interchange. The developers of the properties left Old Market Road as a dead end near Hyw 7 while
the residential properties were buiit. Eventually the property extending from the end of Old Market Rd to
Hwy 7 was sold to a development company from Minneapolis that developed commercial property. The
plans were developed and approved by a City Council that had little or no interest in preserving the
limited access to the existing neighborhoods. There were heated protests by the residents and a City
Council coup actually took place to try and stop the development, but it was too late. The threatened
lawsuits would have probably bankrupt the town. It wasn't a wasted effort, as a new City Council member
| was able to more understand how city government works.

The Council felt they were doing the right thing by increasing the tax base with a strip mall and
commercial development along the new interchange of Old Market and Hwy 7. What they created was a
natural shortcut from Hwy 7 to Hwy 62. We went from 40-50 cars per day on Old Market / Covington Rd.
to over 1200 as soon as the road opened and last counted in 2013 approximately 2100 cars per day. This
was a limited access neighborhood built years before the commercial was added by a City Council that
was not interested in what had been.

We do not object to development in North Oaks or the type of development that maximizes revenue for
the Developer or the City. We object to the plans that change our neighborhood from a secluded, safe,
limited access utopian home setting that we purchased because of those things. As far as access for fire
and responders | think we wilt get the same service and response time the area has enjoyed for the past
20 years. If you open another access to our neighborhood, it won't just be an additional 100 or so cars on
Catbird Lane and Black Lake Road from the new development. You are potentially letting in everyone that
needs to get from point A to point B in whatever they may assume is a faster or shorter route. The
additional access will adversely impact our security and safety concerns.

We really believed when we purchased in 2014 that this was the community we had been looking for. |
know what will take place if this access is approved. I've seen it before.

M ) Daniel & Sheri Lewis
k . Y{;‘? 2 Black Lake Ct.
Y North Oaks
Danief Lewis

Fabrico Inc.
fabricomn.com



Mike Robertson

= ——————————————
From: Anna Holschuh <annaayuso@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, February 24, 2019 3:13 PM
To: Mike Robertson; katyrminn@aol.com
Subject: Neighbor feedback on new North Oaks developments

Hello,

| saw both of your names recommended as folks who we should pass along feedback to In regards to the new
developments being discussed within North Oaks. | wish | could attend the upcoming meeting and be more Involved In
these types of activities, but | have a conflict due to kid activitles. | was just hoping to pass along the following feedback
as one data point in this discussion:

My husband and | picked out North Oaks as a dot on a map when trying to figure out where to move to from Boston for
career changes In 2015. We moved Into Charley Lake In the spring of 2016 and feel so incredibly fortunate and grateful
to live In this wonderful community among caring, Involved, accomplished, and kind neighbors in addition to belng in
this beautiful, natural setting. As | understand It, when our development was first proposed, it was flercely fought. | can
understand the Inclination to fight change and what Is unknown. Concerning these new developments, |
wholeheartedly welcome the new people and families that this would bring into the community. We really have no skin
In the geme in terms of being a neighboring home or seeing traffic personally Increase or classrooms become more
crowded given we're on the exact opposite side of North Oaks, so | always understand that nelghbors will have concerns
that face more of these effects firsthand, but | hope people will rally together and warmly welcome these folks who are
sure to be great new additions to the community. The one thing I'd Implore the decision makers to consider at greater
lengths would be the density of the proposed single famlly home development. It's hard to tell exactly what to make
from the rendering, but the lots sizes seem very small and the homes look |lke they will be on top of one another. We
found Charley Lake to be a rare gem when searching for new home developments In this general area when first looking
a few years back. Every development going up Is the same these days. The homes are beautiful and big and have
Interesting architectural features, pretty palettes, and thoughtful landscaping, but they are ail on top of one another and
these spaces Just look busy and overwhelming to me. Cherley Lake was a breath of fresh air and | have now come to the
understanding that it was due to concerned North Oaks residents speaking up and fighting an original plan to stuff this
land full of 100+ home sites versus the 60 we have now. For that, | am so thankful. This nelghborhood and our home Is
my refuge from this busy world that we're all apart of. It is very much Inline with what I've come to understand is the
North Oaks mission of creating a living space where one can live within nature with a decent amount of

privacy. Bringing In a very dense, cookle cutter development seems to be a bit at odds with this mission and | hope the
decislon makers will consider a density that ensures the continued unique living space that much of the rest of North
Oaks offers. | don't bring this up out of self Interest, but I'm hoping the final decisions will yleld a community of future
residents that are just as thankful and happy about their unique living opportunity as we feel about ours.

Thanks for reading.

Best,
Anna Holschuh



From: LISA DUIMOVIC <duimovics(¢ comcast.net>

Date: March 28, 2019 at 1:23:21 PM CDT

To: krossiicityofnorthoaks.com, kries(i cityofnorthoaks.com, mazmanti cityofnorthoaks.com,
SShah/i cityofnorthoaks.com, jyoshimura-r. cityofnorthoaks.com
nreidiw/cityofnorthoaks.com, shauge@cityofhorthoaks.com

Ce: "Mike Robertson (mrobertson(@ cityofnorthoaks.com)™
<mrobertsoniacitvofnorthoaks.com>, Richie Dujmovic <Richard. Dujmovic(absci.com>
Subject: February Meeting Minutes

Reply-To: LISA DUIMOVIC <dujmovicsi« comcast.net>

Madame Chair and Planning Commissioners-

| would like to respectfully ask that you do not accept the Meeting Minutes from the
February 28, 2019 PC meeting tonight until these additions are made:

1) The Petition from residents was mentioned at least three different times in the
meeting, but does not occur anywhere in the minutes. Further, it should be noted that it
was physically presented to each of the Commissioners. My summary sentences as |
presented it to you were:

“I think you'll find we're not asking for much, just hoping to stick with the spirit and scale
of the original 1999 PUD that has served our city, and its timeless design, well these
last 20 years. We want to convey our appreciation to the men and women who spent
long hours creating it, and to you on the Planning Commission who have a chance to
help North Oaks Company come up with the best solutions for final development within
the scale and scope of the '99 Plan."

2) Under Rich Dujmovic's comments, cne of the sentences that summarizes what he
shared by saying, "He noted that the Agreement allowed transfers of development
rights, but limited each separate piece of land to no more than a 50% increase over the
original amount of housing units allowed" would be an incorrect summary of what
someone with knowledge of the PUD (Rich in this case) would say. Please delete this
sentence, and, if it's necessary to reduce that whole portion of the slides to one
sentence, please replace with:



"He noted that the Agreement allows transfers of dwelling units between areas A-L, but
within each area, there are specific rules governing density increase (0, 30%, or 50%), a
PUD-allowed max density in each area, and zoning requirements."

which is a more accurate portrayal of what he said.

3) Within the summary of what Rich said, we feel it's important to also add these
sentences (I reviewed the meeting today online, so these are all quite accurate, and
direct quotes are noted):

Rich pointed out that higher densities are on peripheral North Oaks and that lower
density is shown at Site K in the interior. He said, "My personal appeal and that of
about 140 people who signed a petition is that this plan is so interdependent because of
the ability to move units between various places and geographies within our community,
that it's difficult to weigh in on any one element of this without looking at the entirety of
the plan, so we caution the community to be very considerate about which elements of
this we tackle until we understand the comprehensiveness.”

Rich showed the 1998 Environmental Assessment Worksheet Map and how the larger
lots depicted within were different than the smaller lots portrayed in the December 2018
NOC proposal within Area K. He also noted, "You will see the lack of a presence of a
through road connecting Centerville Road to that particular area into central North
Oaks.”

4) Toward the end of the meeting (Page 8 right now), | also spoke about the DNR. The
lack of detail in the summary conveys the opposite message of what | said in the
meeting. Right now it reads,

"She emailed DNR in December. Becky at the DNR stated that if there are major
changes to the plan is the only reason to have a new EAW." Can we first correct the
grammar and then also add my clarifying details?



"She emailed the DNR in December. Becky at the DNR stated that if there are major
changes to the plan, then there is reason to have a new EAW. Lisa said that the people
who signed the petition are okay with no new EAW as long as there are no major
changes around Black Lake. If they stick with large lots like the 2-3 acre lots that are
presently there, and if they do about 20 more homes (as was forecast in Area K once
you take away the 41 that have already been built) with no through road connected to
Centerville, then the people who signed the petition are fine with it because they feel it's
in keeping with the 1999 PUD (for which the EAW was done). The people who signed
the petition are concerned that the small lots, pesticides, increased number of people,
increased traffic from a through road, and the proposed condos at the end of the road
will be too much pressure on Black Lake, which is one of the last high quality lakes in
MN. She is hoping that the PC, NOC, and residents come together and say, for this
Area K, "Can we protect Black Lake? Can we leave it the way it was supposed to be in
the '99 Plan? We don't agree that 60 new houses on 0.45 acre lots is in keeping with
the '99 Plan."

Thank you- | appreciate it,
Lisa Dujmovic

15 Black Lake Road



1999 Planned Unit Development




1999 PUD Objectives

From Appendix 1 Planned Development Agreement January 5, 1999

» The Agreement established approval for up to 645 dwellings and up to 21
commercial acres

» Flexibility o shift dwellings in exchange for commercial acreage, and also
the ability to exchange commercial acreage for additional dwellings.

» The agreement established the areas to be developed, their zoning, their
planned use, and also density increases within each which were permitted

» 1999 PUD map
» 1999 PUD Appendix Table 1






Table |

Development Sites

PLANNED # OF
ZONING DWELLING UNITS usi D) AND H

Site A: RMM-PUD 40 Single family detached and townhomes (as defined
in Ordinance ___). Density increase of 30% allowed.

Site B: RSM-PUD 2 Single family detached. Density increase of 30%
allowed.

Site C: RSM-PUD 10 Single family detached. Density increase of 30%
allowed.

Site D: RMH-PUD 200 Single family detached, townhomes (as defined in
Ordinance ), and other multi-family dwellings
with maximum height of 47 feet. Density increase of
50% allowed.

Site E: RCM-PUD 110 Single family detached, townhomes (as defined in
Ordinance ), and other multi-family dwellings
with maximum height of 47 feet. Density increase of
50% allowed. All commercial/service uses. —

Site F: RMH-PUD 10 Single family detached and townhomes (as defined
in Ordinance ). Density increase of 30%
allowed.

Site G: RCM-PUD 68 Single family detached, townhomes (as defined in
Ordinance ) and other multi-family dwellings.
The following commercial/service uses, and no
others, shall be permitted: general, professional, real
estate, financial, medical, and dental offices;
insurance agency; travel agency; medical or dental
clinics; and, by conditional use permit, daycare.
Density increase of 30% allowed.

Site H: RCM-PUD 35 Single family detached, townhomes (as defined in
Ordinance ) and other multi-family dwellings.
The following commercial/service uses, and no
others, shall be permitted: general, professional, real
estate, financial, medical, and dental offices;
insurance agency; travel agency; medical or dental
clinics; and, by conditional use permit, daycare.
Density increase of 30% allowed.

Site I: RSM-PUD 54 Single family detached. No density increase. FAR to
be calculated in the aggregate.

Site J: RSM-PUD 7 Single family detached. Density increase of 30%
allowed.

Site K: RSL-PUD 64 Single family detached. Density increase of 30%
allowed.

Site L: RMH-PUD 45 Single family detached and townhomes (as defined
in Ordinance ) at an overall density which is ne
greater than the existing density in the Deer Hills

bdiv: No density i At (east 50% of
the dwelling units will be single family detached
unless a lower percentage is approved by the City
Council.




A - Wildflower Way / Peterson Place

» 7oning - RMM-PUD - Residential Multiple Family Medium Density
» Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 40

» Density Increase permitted in the PUD — 30% (52)

» Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 - 27

» Number of additional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal - 0

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development — 27 (13 transferred to E)




B - East Preserve

» 7oning - RSM-PUD - Residential Single Family Medium Density
» Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 2
» Density Increase permitted in the PUD — 30% (2.6)

= Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 -0

» Number of additional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal - 2

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development - 2




C - Nord / Nord Parcel

» 7oning - RSM-PUD - Residential Single Family Medium Density
» Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 10

» Denisity Increase permitted in the PUD - 30% (13)

= Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 -0

» Number of additional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal — 10

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development - 10




D - Rapp Farm

» /oning - RMH-PUD - Residential Multiple Family High Density
= Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 200

» Density Increase permitted in the PUD — 50% (300)

= Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 - 157

» Number of addifional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal — 0

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development - 157




E - East Wilkinson / Waverly Gardens /
The Mews / Villas of Wilkinson Lake

» 7oning - RCM-PUD - Residential-Commercial Mixed

» Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 110 (+ 13 transferred from A)

» Denisity Increase permitted in the PUD — 50% (1695)

» Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 — 303 Units + 47 Villas of Wilkinson Lake

» — 136 ranging from 1000 Sq Ft to 2730 Sqg Ft
» - 147 ranging from 800 Sqg Ft — 999 Sg Ft

» Number of additional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal - 0

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development — 303 + 47 Villas = 350 units
>




F - Andersonville / Additional Villas of
Wilkinson Lake

» 7oning - RMH-PUD - Residential Multiple Family High Density

» Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 10

» Denisity Increase permitted in the PUD - 30% (13)

= Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 -0

» Number of addifional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal — 4 + Event Center

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development — 4 Villas




G - Gate Hill / Gate Hill Villas

» /oning - RCM-PUD - Residential-Commercial Mixed
» Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 68

» Density Increase permitted in the PUD — 30% (88)
= Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 -0

» Number of addifional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal - 48
» Number of total units post East Oaks Development - 48




H - Island Field

» /oning - RCM-PUD - Residentia—Commercial Mixed
= Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 35

» Density Increase permitted in the PUD — 30% (45.5)
= Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 -0

» Number of additional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal - 120
» Number of total units post East Oaks Development - 120




| - East Mallard Pond / The Pines

» 7oning - RSM-PUD - Residential Single Family Medium Density
» Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 54

» Density Increase permitted in the PUD — 0% (54)

= Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 - 54

» Number of addifional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal — 0

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development — 54




J - North Ski Hill

» 7oning - RSM-PUD - Residential Single Family Medium Density
» Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 7

» Density Increase permitted in the PUD — 30% (9.1)

= Number of unit/lots in place Feb 2019 - 7

» Number of addifional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal — 0

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development - 7




K - North Black Lake / Red Forest Way

» 7oning — RSL-PUD - Residential Single Family Low Density
= Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 64

» Density Increase permitted in the PUD - 30% (83.2)

= Number of units/lots in place Feb 2019 - 4]

» Number of addifional units in the Dec 2018 Proposal - 60

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development - 101




L - South Deer Hills / East Pines

» 7oning - RMH-PUD - Residential Multiple Family High Density
» Dwellings planned in 1999 PUD - 45

» Denisity Increase permitted in the PUD - 0% (45)
= Number of units in place Feb 2019 - 45

» Number of units in the Dec 2018 Proposal — 0

» Number of total units post East Oaks Development - 45




Accounting Methodology

» Waverly Garden Units

» |4 Residence Designs in Waverly Gardens

» Designs less than, or at 1000 Sg Ft

» Total of 167 such Dwellings

» Designs larger than 1000 Sqg Ft (up to 2700 Sq Ft)

» Total of 136 such Dwellings

» Proposed Condo units at Island Lake are between 1000 and 2000 Sqg Ft and
count as a “unit”

» Various means of counting Waverly Garden Units will now be presented in
totality with the East Oaks Development




PUD- Additional
allowed Housing unitsin  |dwelling units
density PUD-allowed |place/Lots for in NOC Dec
Map ID 1999 Area name Alternative name  [1999 Zone 1999 Plan  |increase max density [Salein 2019 2018 Proposal
A Wildflower Place Peterson Place RMM-PUD 40 30% 52 27 0
No Additional B East Preserve East Preserve RSM-PUD 2 30% 3 0 2
Development
K North Black Lake Red Forest Way 64 30% 83 41 60

Development
not yet started




Housing

PUD PUD . Additional
- - |unitsin dwelling
allowed |allowed|place/Lots units inNOC
Alternative density |max for Salein |Waverly |Waverly |Waverly |Waverly (Waverly |pec2018
MapID | 1999 Area name name 1999 Zone [1999 Plan|increase |density |2019 <1000 1:1 {<1000 2:1 | <1000 3:1 | <1000 4:1 [ <1000 5:1 |Proposal
A Wildflower Place | Peterson Place [RMM-PUD 40 30% 52 27 27 27 27 27 217 0
B East Preserve East Preserve |RSM-PUD 2 30% 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
C Nord Nord Parcel |RSM-PUD 10 30% 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 10
D Rapp Farm Rapp Farm RMH-PUD| 200 50% 300 157 157 157 157 157 157 0
Waverly
Gardens greater
than 1000 Sq Ft+
E East Wilkinson | Wilkinson Villas |[RCM-PUD 183 183 183 183 183 0
Waverly
Gardens less
E East Wilkinson | than1000Sqft |[RCM-PUD 110 50% 165 A 167 83 55 41 33 0
Additional
Wilkinson Villas
+ Anderson
Woods Event
F Andersonville Center RMH-PUD 10 30% 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
G Gate Hill Gate Hill Villas |RCM-PUD 68 30% 88 0 0 0 0 0 0 48
H Island Lake Island Lake |RCM-PUD 35 30% 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 120
| East Mallard Pond The Pines RSM-PUD 54 0% 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 0
J North Ski Hill North Ski Hill |[RSM-PUD 7 30% 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 0
K North Black Lake | Red Forest Way | RSL-PUD 64 30% 83 41 41 41 41 41 41 60
L South Deer Hills East Pines RMH-PUD 45 0% 45 45 45 45 45 45 45 0
TOTAL 645 331 681 597 569 555 547 244
Leftto
Develop to
getto 645 0 48 76 90 98
Grand
Totalif 20
DecNOC
Plans
fulfilled 925 841 813 799 791




Governing Statements

» “The Comprehensive Plan currently provides for a maximum of 645 dwelling
units and the commercial development of 21 acres within the Subject Property”
(1999 PUD Appendix 1, Page 7)

» “RSL-PUD: Residential Conservancy Lofts: The dimensional standards pertaining
to lot size, width, frontage, setbacks, impervious coverage, etc. for the
Residential Conservancy Lots within the East Oaks PUD Project shall be the same
as those that apply to the “RSL District” pertaining to the currently developed
areas of North Oaks, as specified in Section 7.6 of the City of North Oaks Zoning
Ordinance.” (1999 PUD Appendix 1, Page 4)

» “7.6.5 Lot Area Requirements. No Lot, tract, or parcel of Land wholly or partly
within an RSL District share hereafter be divided in any manner unless:

» (a) The average size of each and every lot, fract, or parcel of Land created by the
Subdivision shar have a minimum area of one and forty five hundredths (1.45) acres
and in no event shall any Lot, tract, or parcel of Land so created have a minimum
area of less than one and twenty-five hundredths (1.25) acres.”

(City of North Oaks Zoning Ordinance No. 94, Page 27)

» “7.6.8Floor Area Rafios. The Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of any Building on any Lot
shall not exceed 0.12"

(City of North Oaks Zoning Ordinance No. 94, Page 28)




1999 PUD Conclusion

» Well-written, LONG document
» “Flexibility and creativity”

» Higher densities on peripheral North Oaks, Lower Density at site K in the
interior

» Today’s Presentation Goal = Collaborate toward an agreed upon status of
the 645 dwelling/21 Commercial Acre count

» Because the entirety of the plan is so intferdependent on the individual
elements of the plan due to density increases and ability to shift units, it is
challenging to approve parts of the plan without impacting the whole

» We volunteer to work w/ the Planning Commission and North Oaks
Company to help develop in a manner which serves all stakeholders




1998 EAW
Development Site Map

Note: No connection
to Centerville Road

A Pelerson Place E East Wilkinson
B Preserve East F Andersonville
G Gate Hill
H Island Field




Development Site Plan as presented in the 1998 EAW

Development Sites Within the East Oaks Planned Unit Development

. _ Commercial | Gross Density

Development Site Size Zoning | Residential | Posslible Types of | Floor Space 1 (residential

(acres) Units Residential Units (square feet) units/acre)
A - Peterson Place 82 RMM 40 Single, Twin 0 0.49
B - Preserve East 6 RSM 2 Single 0 0.33
C - Nord 51 RSM 10 Single 0 0.20
D - Rapp Farm 110 RMH 200 Single, Twin, Multi 0 1.82
E - East Wilkinson 98 RCM 110 Single, Twin, Multi 78,408 1.12
F - Andersonville 35 RSM 10 Single 0 0.29
G - Gate Hill 32 RCM 68 Single, Twin, Multi 15,681 2.13
H - Island Field 22 RCM 35 Single, Twin, Multi 15,681 1.59
1 - West Deer Hills 97 RSM 54 Single 0 0.56
J - Ski Hill 13 RSM 7 Single 0 0.54
K - West Black Lake 194 RSL 64 Single 0 0.33
L - South Deer Hills 40 RMH 45 Single, Twin 0 1.13

Total 780 645 109,770 Mean = 0.88

' The project will include up to 21 acres of Commercial Development, which is expected to include Retail, Office, and
possibly Restaurant. Based on a Floor Area Ratio of 12%, this equates to 109,770 square feet of commercial floor
space. The distribution of commercial floor space could vary from that shown In this table. .




Presently
Developed
Northwest
corner of
Area K

Catbird/t'n

Red Forest Heights

Red ForestWay s
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