CITY OF MARINE ON ST. CROIX
PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING

Tuesday, June 30, 2020 - 7:30pm

. Call to Order

. Variance - Dan Willenbring
* Review previous file
» Set date for public hearing

. Variance pre-app — Tim Casey

. Short-Term Rental Ordinance

* Review and discuss draft ordinance
o Set date for public hearing

. Cell Tower progress update
. Zoning Code progress update
. Approval of minutes: May 26 regular meeting, June 2 and June 16 workshops

. Adjourn

How to join virtually
Visit https://zoom.us/j/4741920648
Or call: 1-312-626-6799
Meeting ID: 474 192 0648
One tap mobile: +13126266799,,4741920648#



https://zoom.us/j/4741920648

From: Dan Willenbring <djwillenbring@live.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 3, 2020 6:04 PM

To: Lynette Peterson <mosc@cityofmarine.org>
Subject: Variance request

Lynette

Per our conversation |I’'d |Iike to see if
years ago for the placement of an out building/garage. | was not able to go to Constrcution due to
health issues with my parents. Please let me know the next steps.

Dan Willenbring
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Marine Planning Commission
Dan Willenbring — 400 Tanglewood Lane

Facts and Findings

REQUESTED BY: Dan Willenbring, 400 Tanglewood Lane

Variance Request
Application No. 14430-01
Site: 400 Tanglewood Lane
Tanglewood Subdivision, Lot 1, Block 2

Background

The applicant’s objective is to build a detached garage for yard maintenance equipment,
with capability for storing a vehicle, and general home ownership related storage. The
building size is 16* X 40°, with an appendage of 8°x12’. Plumbing is not proposed in the
structure. The structure would be placed generally in the south and east area of the
property. The property is located in the Single Family Residential (SFR) zoning district.

The following variances are requested:

1. Side yard setback variance of x, y feet and inches.
Ordinance 402.3(3)(a) and 504.8(4)(e)(2) require accessory buildings in the SFR
to be located outside of the 20’ sideyard setback.

2. Detached accessory building located behind the principle structure.
Ordinance 402.3(3)(b) and 504.8 (4)(a)(1) require all detached accessory
buildings to be located behind the rear-most building line of the principle
structure.

Findings of Fact

1. The property is located in the Single Family Rural District. The present structure, a
single family house with a two stall attached garage (size 24’ x 24’) is the principal
structure and the only structure on the parcel. The house conforms to the City’s
Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance PP 504.2 (1). PP 504.3 (1) and (5) specifies
storage buildings, in the absence of variances, are a permitted accessory to a single family
residence.




2. The land parcel is 3.67 acres in area; the house served from the east by a driveway
from Tanglewood Lane about 250 feet in length. The combined house, attached garage
and drive areas are within the allowed impervious surface amount.

3. The survey shows the house positioned close to the south edge of the lot; visual
examination shows the house positioned a short distance from an area of increasing
downslope to the west; examination also shows an open field to the north. Positioning is
compliant with setback requirements of PP 504.8 (4) (¢). There is no change proposed in
the use of the house.

4. The locations of the house and driveway pre-date the present ownership.

5. Other property owners in or near Tanglewood have accessory buildings to expand on-
site storage area beyond that provided by a two stall garage, examples being 1011 Nason
Hill Rd. and 15991 Paul Ave. No.

6. A submitted sketch shows a proposed building with overall size (16’ x 40°, with an
appendage 8’ x 8”) and height (19°). Its building envelope is imposed on a submitted
copy of the survey. Both (are/will be) dated as of the date of the hearing,

7. The proposed building area is 736 sq ft, compliant with 402.3(3)(b)(ii) requiring the
building footprint to be less than 750 sq ft.

8. Proposed building height of 19” is less than the 26°9” height of the principal structure.

9. Per inspection, the areas south of the house and driveway, and thus adjacent to and
into the next lot (Lot 2), rise in elevation and are wooded, primarily with conifers.

10. The survey shows a drainfield downslope to the west of the house.

11. The proposed accessory building will be screened from adjacent homes by distance
(300’ or greater) and many trees; and its visual effect on the nearest occupied property,
the driveway to Lot 2 (52’ to 58” from the proposed building), will be minimized by
intermittent trees and its position 6-8 ft. downslope which will decrease its apparent
height.

12. The proposed accessory building, if located to the east of the house and south of the
driveway as shown, would be located in an area constrained by the south lot line and
driveway. The proposed building widths of 16 to 24 ft, when added to the prescribed
setback, are larger than the available width. The proposed setback is 1 ft.

13. The proposed location of the building, by its positioning between house and
Tanglewood Lane, places least demand on the property:

- being located adjacent to the present driveway requires little added access surfacing
and little increase in impervious surface




- alternate positions to the west, as constrained by access routes over reasonable slopes
and away from neighbors’ viewsheds, would require a) additional driveway on a
significant downslope, estimated at 150 in length dependent on exact location, with
attendant impervious surface and increase in runoff issues, and b) location near or on the
redundant area required by the City’s land use regulations for a future drainfield, and c)
potential extensive tree removal,

- an alternate position in the open area north of the house is more visually obtrusive to
the owner and to Tanglewood Lane, and would be placed in the otherwise open viewshed
of 15991 Paul Ave; note the emphasis placed by the City on viewsheds in the Land
Use/Rural Residential section of the Comprehensive Plan, also Zoning Ordinance PP
504.

14. The proposed orientation of the accessory building places its narrower dimension
facing Tanglewood Lane. This orientation will minimize its apparent size to the public,
and if the present screening between house and street should cease to exist, would
minimize its apparent size with respect to the house.

Recommendation

Planning Commission member review of the application recommends to the Planning
Commission that variances be approved with conditions based upon the following:

1) Disregarding possible variances, the proposed use is permitted by code and is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.
The applicant proposes a use that is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan
and the location further implements Comprehensive Plan policies related to
natural resource protection, viewshed consideration, stormwater management
(area proposed decreases impervious surfaces compared to alternate
locations), protection of trees and vegetation, and protection of area for
alternate drainfield site.

2) The proposed use is reasonable.
The use is for additional garage/storage area is reasonable considering the
existing garage area and equipment desired for general home maintenance
uses.

3) Applicant identifies practical difficulties imposed by code in achieving
proposed use.
Practical difficulties include viewshed impact to neighbors and general public,
trees and vegetation, alternate drainfield locations, and access needs/proximity
to the principle structure.

4) The difficulties in achieving the proposed use are due to circumstances unique
to the property.




The lot orientation to woodland and prairie areas in addition to slopes make
the difficulties unique to this site.

5) The difficulties in achieving the proposed use are not due to actions of the
owner.
The owner has not created the vegetation nor landscape difficulties unique to
the site.

6) The proposed variance will not alter the essential character of the locality;
example issues to be considered may include:
- does not conflict with the purposes of the ordinance
- does not impair light, increase congestion, endanger public safety,
diminish property values.
The proposed variances do not alter the character of the neighborhood.
Reviewer opinion is that without the proposed variances the location of a
storage building within the parameters of the zoning code would indeed
impact the essential character of the area.

Conditions d
¢ ot
Y%

1) The existing vegetation (tree) screening of the proposed structure be retained. ?

2) The materials and colors of the proposed structure are architecturally consistent
with the primary structure.

3) Doors and windows facing the street are architecturally designed to mimic a
residential structure, for example, trimming the windows and doors and having
the surface of the larger access door be of comparable materials to the siding of
the structure or house.




Daniel Willenbring <djwillenbring @live.com> May 23, 2014 1182 Al
Tor Jack Warren
Fwd: Tanglewood Architectural Committee Approval

here is the association approval

Dan Willenbring

Begin forwarded message:

From: Joel Petersen <jmsgpetersen@amail.com>
Date: May 23, 2014 at 7:.41:19 AM CDT

Ta: Daniel Willenbring <djwillenbring@live coms
Subject: He: Tanglewood Architeciural Commitiee Approval

Dan,

Following our plan review and site inspection your outbuilding construction is approved.
Please refer to the neighborhood covenants for exterior requirements.

Joel Petersen
Fresident TPOA

Sent from my iPad

On May 21, 2014, at 6:55 AM, Daniel Willenbring <civ &.com> wrote:

President Petersen, Vice President Moe and Past President Soukup;

I'would fike to discuss review and approval of a proposed outbuilding | would like to
construct in the vicinity of my garden on the south side of my driveway. There is a public
hearing Tuesday May 27th with the City's planning commission for my variance request
to place an out building closer to the road than the primary structure and also a reduction
of the side yard setback from 20'to 1'.

Once | had my property line surveyed and monumented along the east side, the property
line actually is further west than | had expected. | talked with Bob and he is OK with the
reduced setback. The position of the proposed garage leaves the view corridor to the
west intact from the cul de sac.

If possible, | would like to have the Arch. Review Committee comments prior to
Tuesday's public hearing. Let me know if you'd like to meet as a group or | can mest
individually with everyone. | have copies of the site plan and elevations.

Dan Willenbring
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Parcel Description:

Certificate of Survey
Certificate of Title No. 53088

Lot 1, Block 2, TANGLEWOOD,
record in the office of the County

Section 13, Township 31 North, Range 20 West,
City of Marine on St. Croix, Washington County, Minnesota
according lo the plat of TANGLEWOOD, Marine on St. Croix, on file ?nd of

Lot One (1), Block Two (2),

of gton County,
The Boundary lines of the above described plat have been registered.

Site Sketch
Prepared for:
Daniel J. Willenbring and Kelly A. Jeanetta
400 Tanglewood Lane
Marine on St. Croix, Minnesota 55047
Legend
(o] Denotes set 1/2 inch inside diameter by 18 inch long iron Denotes coniferous tree and diameter in inches.
pipe monument with a plastic cap inscribed ANEZ 13775.
Denotes deciduous tree and diameter in inches
() Denotes found 7/8 inch O.D. iron pipe monument with a
plastic cap inscribed RLS 12660 unless otherwise noted.
R= Denotes radius of curvalture.
Q Denotes Washington County cast iron monument
=] Denotes computed position, no monument found or set. Orientation of the North Azimuth System is based on the recorded plat of
TANGLEWOOD, on file and of record in the Office of the County Recorder,
Denotes bituminous surface. Washington County, Minnesota.
Denotes gravel surface. Distances are in feet and decimals of a foot.
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City of Marine on St. Croix
Planning Commission and Public Hearings
Tuesday, May 27, 2014

The City of Marine on St. Croix Planning Commission meeting of May 27, 2014 was
called to order at 7:33pm by Planning Commission Chairman Gerry Mrosla at the Marine
Fire Hall. Brenner Creager, Roden, Warren and Smitten were present. Ritz was absent.

Citizens Present: Glen Mills, Dan Willenbring, Ross & Bridget Levin

1. Call to Order 7:30pm.

2. Public Hearing 7:30pm — Dan Willenbring ~ 400 Tanglewood Lane — Variance for a
side yard setback and an accessory building closer than the front lot line.

3. Public Hearing (continued) Ross & Bridget Levin — 401 Judd Street — Variances
request for a front yard setback on Berkey Street and bluff line setback.

4. Old/New Business:
Watershed District Update

5. Approval of minutes for March 25, and April 29, 2014.
6. Review Codes in the SFR, SFU, SCR, SCU, VC Districts:
7. Adjournment

Chairman Mrosla opened the Public Hearing at 7:34pm

Teawng ) euoba\-
Public Hearing - Dan Willenbring — 400 Ta_gk»o% Lane — Variance for a side yard
setback and an accessory building closer to the road than the primary structure.
Willenbring explained he was present to request two variances. The first variance is a
side yard setback and the second is for an accessory building closer to the road than the
primary structure. Willenbring shared the survey he had from Landmark Surveyors of his
lot and shared the impact area of his lot that is just south of his driveway and north of the
existing property line along with pictures of the area.(see attached) Willenbring pointed
out the fifty foot driveway that is used for entrance into another lot behind his property.
The pictures shows the view from the cul-de-sac to his house and the fence line, the view
from the neighbor’s driveway to the cul-de-sac and where the proposed garage sits on the
property. Willenbring explained he would like to push the structure back as far away
from the road as possible however there are two large trees that would need to be
relocated. Roden questioned the location on the west side of the property. Willenbring
noted because of the view the structure would block the sunsets and when he talked to the
architectural review committee for Tanglewood they agreed on Mr. Willenbring location
so it would not interrupt the view shed. The neighbor to the south on lot two also
approved of the location.



The structure will be approximate 16 feet by 40 feet with an appendage of 8 feet by 12
feet on the side and he would like the height of the structure to be at 20 feet. The existing
structure currently sits at 26 feet 9 inches tall.

Warren reviewed the Facts and Findings and noted an Arial photo (see attached) from
Google Maps that shows the location of Nason Hill Road and Paul Ave and the road into
Tanglewood, along with Mr. Willenbring’s house, cul-de-sac and driveway at the edge of
the woods. The view shed considerations and downhill slope are reasonable. Alternate
site around house however trees and drain filed is within the trees. Down slopes could
create erosion. By nestling the building into trees it would be less intrusive. The house is
not seen so there should not be a factor. Warren also noted it would be reasonable for Mr.
Willenbring to request an additional storage structure to house a boat that is stored in the
trees and garden equipment for their garden. The existing garage is small under 24 feet
square on the inside.

Warren also noted additional sites and considered how conspicuous the building would
be with the placement in the view shed, commenting on the Comprehensive Plan and
paragraph 504 of the Zoning Ordinance that deals with the Single Family Rural and
explained the values of Marine that lean very heavily on the view that support the rural
character. Warren explained that nestling the structure into the trees makes the building
less intrusive.

The Planning Commission reviewed the Facts and Findings and agreed to add the
wording “or replaced” at the end of Conditions 1.

Brenner moved and Roden seconded to make recommendation to City Council to
approve the requested variances as outlined in staff report with the attached three
conditions of Case number 14430-01 for Dan Willenbring at 400 Tanglewood Lane for
variances of a side yard setback and detached accessory building located behind the
principle structure, with recommended changes as drafted to the Facts and Findings.
Motion carries unanimously.

Public Hearing was closed at 8:00pm

Chairman Mrosla reconvened the Public Hearing at 8:00pm for Ross and Bridget Levin.

Public Hearing - Ross & Bridget Levin — 401 Judd Street: Applicants Ross and
Bridget Levin were present. Mr. and Mrs. Levin noted their intent is to request a variance
with sensitivity to the environment and they would also like keep the large white pine
that is there. The reason for the screen porch is to have a larger area for table and chairs
to enjoy the land.



From: Casey, Tim <Tim.Casey@perkinswill.com>
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 9:37 PM

To: Lynette Peterson <mosc@cityofmarine.org>
Subject: RE: Casey Accessory Building Additions

Hi Lynette —

Thank you for your time in reviewing my earlier documents. | have attached a revised garage plan which
will meet the 35 ft set back requirements. Some other discussion points that | would like to discuss with
you are as follows:

1) My garage is already in front and of my house. | am just adding on a single stall. This new single stall
would not be in front of my house. Also the new garage ridgeline will be lower than the existing garage
ridge line.

2) My drain field is located directly behind my garage so | cannot build it to the back side.

3) | could potentially build the new garage on the other side of the driveway but | honestly think that would
look worse as | would have to cut down a bunch of trees and anyone driving on Nason Hill would have to
look at the garage —not a good look for my neighborhood.

4) Where | am proposing the garage addition | feel is the best location as it is the least visible from Nason.

5) My neighbors have a horse barn in front of their house that is much more visible from Nason than my
garage addition would be. | will send you pictures of their front yard and mine.

6) The studio will not have any plumbing in it. It will purely be an art studio, workshop and storage space.

| really do appreciate your help in this matter. | am land locked by grades, drain fields, trees, etc. |
believe that my proposed location for the garage stall is the best location for this site and my
neighbors. Please let me know of any next steps and if | need a variance or whatever.

Call me at your convenience or email me as well. My number is below.

Thanks so much.

Tim

Tim Casey, AIA, EDAC, LEED BD+C
Senior Project Manager, Senior Associate
m 612.212.8002


mailto:Tim.Casey@perkinswill.com
mailto:mosc@cityofmarine.org

CERTIFICATE OF SURVEY

Lot 1, Block 3, TANGLEWOOD,
City of Marine on St. Croix, Washington County, Minnesota

Prepared for:

Timothy and Barbara Casey
1051 Nason Hill Road
Marine on St. Croix, Minnesota 55047

PID:13.031.20.21.0009

Existing Parcel Description
Warranty Deed, Document No. 1236193
Certificate of Title No. 72896

Lot One (1), Block Three (3), according to the plat of
TANGLEWOOD, Marine on St. Croix, on file and of record in the
office of the County Recorder of Washington County, Minnesota.

Zoning District - SFR

Building Setbacks:
Front Yard - 30 feet
Side Yard - 20 feet
Rear Yard - 5 feet
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Set monument is over a found 1/2 inch

iron pipe with a plastic cap, License No.
12660. Top of found monument was 3.2
feet below existing grade.

o Denotes set 1/2 inch iron pipe, 18 inches long,
with a plastic cap inscribed HORAK LS 52577.

' Denotes found 1/2 inch iron pipe with a plastic —
cap, Minnesota Land Surveyor's License A Y At 30 FOO
Number 12660.

1
1
I
1
1
1
I
1
1
1
1
I
1
1
1
1
1
1
I
1
1
1
1
I
1
I
1
I
1
1
i
—
1
I
1
1
I
1
I
\
I
I
1
1
1
I
1
1
1
1
1
I
1
1
1
1
1
\
1
1
1
1

Denotes deciduous tree and trunk diameter in
[ inches.

Denotes coniferous tree and trunk diameter in
inches.
18

Azimuths are based on the south line of Lot 1, block 3,
TANGLEWOOD, recorded to bear 89°41'36". Said plat is on file in
the office of the County Recorder, Washington County, Minnesota.

BASIN-OVERFLOW
ELEVATION =-894.0

Distances are in feet and decimals of a foot.
Values shown as 90°, 10, 66, etc. are exact extrinsic values.

Elevations are in feet and are based on the North American Vertical
Datum of 1988.
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Contours are at two foot intervals and were derived from field
measurements and data published by the Minnesota Department of
Natural Resources.
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TIM AND BARB CASEY
1051 NASON HILL ROAD N
MARINE ON ST CROIX, MN 55047
612-212-8002
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CASEY ARCHITECTS
1051 Nason Hill Road N
Marine on St. Croix, MN 55047
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CASEY GARAGE ADDITION

SHEET INDEX

T - TITLE SHEET

A - SITE PLAN

B - FLOOR PLAN

C - ROOF PLAN

D - WEST ELEVATION
E - NORTH ELEVATION
F - BUILDING SECTION

PROJECT LOCATION

1051 NASON HILL ROAD NORTH
MARINE ON ST. CROIX, MN 55047

CONTACT

TIM CASEY
612-212-8002
CASEY.TIM11@GMAIL.COM

ACCESSORY BUILDING FOOTPRINT AREAS

EXISTING GARAGE = 484 SQUARE FEE
PROPOSEBGARAGE ADDITION = 437 SQUARE FEET
PROPOSELSTUDIO BUILDING = 560 SQUARE FEET

TOTAL = 1,481 SQUARE FEI
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Council comments on draft STR Ordinance (received via email)

June 9: Charlie Anderson

IF the Planning Commission has truly reached consensus on the current draft ordinance | will
not take much issue with the revisions, but | would like answers to the following question:

Why were the number of STRs per district changed from 2 to 3 after 2 had been the consensus
of the joint workshop?

June 18: Bill Miller

| would like to know the rationale for the maximum of 72 days a year?

June 18: Lon Pardun

Good morning,

The change | would like to see is as follows;

Section 5.General Performance Standards

Item I. Location / Allowances / Considerations. Short Term Rentals are allowed in all
Residential and Village Center zoning districts.

A maximum of three (3) Short Term Rental licenses shaH may be allowed in each
district. Note: the Schoolhouse units are excluded from the count of three (3) per district.



STR and Zoning Answers from City Attorney Dave Snyder

See responses in |ine below...

David K. Snyder

@ david@johnsonturner.com 651-403-8972 P: 651-464-7292
651-464-7348 / www.johnsonturner.com

JDHN SDN TU R N ER 56 E. Broadway Ave. #206, Forest Lake, MN 55025

LEGAL

[ Min

Forest Lake, MN / Lake Elmo, MN / Woodbury, MN / Blaine, MN

From: Assistant Clerk <asstclerk@cityofmarine.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 1:47 PM

To: David Snyder <david@johnsonturner.com>
Subject: Marine Planning Commission questions

Hi Dave,
The planning commission is reviewing theshort-t er m r ent all ordinance and
zoning code. They’ ve asked me to run several

Short-Term Rental Ordinance

1. Where the ordinance reads: “ Aicensasiskall beu m o f
all owed i n sehaocunl ddi“ssthrailclt”, "bTae canderainvghetler t 0 * me
“shall” could force the city to allow a r
council. Thisis a policy call for the city. It wouldbepermissi bl e t o say “may”
or “may allow up to_ _ _, subject toNoteompl i a

that the decision to grant or not grant a permit that is subject to a floating and

discretionary numerical limitation is itself subject to review. In other words if the
ordinance says “the city may gr anthenfp t o 3
the city declined an application for a third permit, that would be challengeable and the

city would have to show that the denial was based on fact and on the actual ordinance

criteria. Not a huge issue but any denial of a permit below the available threshold must

be based on the language of the ordinance and the city must point to the ordinance

criteria that are not satisfied.
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2. For a shared private driveway, should a prospective rental owner be required to get
their neighbors’
rentals?| know you’
road. The commission believes this is a different question, applicable to a different
situation. I
guestion could result in a way to circumvent the original answer on roads. This would
depend on the agreement, if any governing the shared driveway. If there was no
written agreement which spoke to the issue, then the answer would obviously be no. If
there was a written agreement and it did not speak to the issue, the answer would likely
be no. If there was a written agreement and it specifically governed manner of use of
the driveway and the property benefitted by the joint easement---then possibly
yes. Many joint driveway arrangements are just historical and do not have written
maintenance and use agreements. Even those which do typically do not contain the
type of specificity that would be needed to prevent house rental of one form or
another.

3. Inthefollowingcontext,i s “ by t he Ci toy” sahpprl dp i itjesttsea y
leave the whole phraseout? “ No property may be used as
B or C) unless a license is first granted by the City. The License shall be entered on a short

term rental registry. Type C Short Term Rentals are not permittedby t he n@Gé t y . ”

permi ssion beforeermusing
ve already answered a very

t
S

"m making the distinction here

[
a

first reference “ Dbyl n hteh eCisteyc’o nadp,p ela rtsh icnokr r“e

and more precise form.

Zoning Ordinance Update

1. Residential care facilities and daytime care facilities are being proposed as permitted
uses in some districts, conditional uses in others, and in some districts do not appear to
be permitted at all. A commissioner wondered about the rules regarding drug rehab or
treatment centers. Does the city have control over where it allows treatment centers,
or are they protected from local regulation? This is a big subject and probably worth a
separate inquiry. The city can assert some limited control in certain situations but there
are for example, a couple of statutory provisions that say that single family residential
homes can be used for multiple persons (4, for example) if it is for the purpose
of ....troughly.... Ofthar fawas,i lile thé Fadgral kaiaHowing Act have
similar mandates but i1t’'s a subj etne t hat
know if a summary is wanted.

Thanks. Let me know if you have questions!



Paul Weirtz AT&T T952.229.9295
State President 901 Marquette Avenue Pw3834@att.com
Minneapolis, MN 55402 Minnesota.att.com

June 9, 2020

Mayor Glen Mills

Council members

City of Marine on St. Croix

121 Judd Street

Marine on St. Croix, MN 55047

Dear Mayor Mills and Council members,
| am writing today in strong support of a proposed cellphone tower in the City of Marine on St. Croix.

The proposed site, to be located at 17790 St. Croix Trail North, is a FirstNet site. This new site will help
first responders communicate across the City of Marine on St. Croix, City of Scandia and Washington
County, including during emergencies like search and rescue, emergency medical and ambulance
services.

This site was among the cell sites identified by the State of Minnesota as a crucial location to expand
wireless coverage in areas of the state with either poor or no existing wireless coverage. The FirstNet
build is being done with direct feedback from Minnesota state public safety officials. Through extensive
research and evaluation, AT&T determined this site to be the best option for providing public safety
interoperable communication via FirstNet in order to serve the public.

FirstNet is the nationwide communications platfor
safety community. It gives agencies large and small the reliable, unthrottled connectivity and modern

communications tools they need. And it is helping them connect to the critical information they need —

every day and in every emergency. If there is an emergency, FirstNet provides the interoperable

communications network that gives priority and preemption to first responders. And in areas like

Marine on St. Croix with limited to no wireless coverage, it provides first responders with access to truly

dedicated coverage and capacity when they need it.

Please support this proposed tower. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
il /b
Paul Weirtz

State President
AT&T Minnesota
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Marine on St Croix Cell Phone Tower Resident Survey
BACKGROUND

A proposed cell tower would provide for improved cellular (mobile) phone service both for the
use of voice communications and data. Cell towers provide coverage to large areas (cities,
towns, etc.) and provide a certain speed of data (4G, LTE, etc.). Mobile carriers (AT&T, Verizon,
T-Mobile/Sprint) offer cellular service.

Broadband or Wi-Fi service is different in that it is provided by Internet Service Providers

(Midco, Frontier, etc.) and are location-based and cover a small area (home, business, library,

etc.). Mobile carriers offer devices that allow cellular phones to runoff WiFi ( i . e . “Hot Spot
which is why many residents hatwidgethéiroMeAi | servi ce
service area.

The data from this survey will help the Planning Commission and City Council gauge public
opinion and inform policy conversations as part of the planning process.

1. Did you read the FAQ handout before completing this survey? If not, please do!

2. Arevyou a current resident of Marine on St Croix? Circle your response.

YES NO

If you are not a resident, do you own or lease business space in Marine on St Croix? Circle your
response.

YES NO

3. In order to make sure we have valid data sets for analysis, please provide your name and
address to confirm that you are a resident or do business in Marine so that your 