?Watertown City Council
Mayor Steve Washburn
Deborah Everson
Lindsay Guetzkow
Adam Pawelk
Michael Walters
1. Call To Order And Roll Call
2. Adopt Agenda
3. Consent Agenda Discussion And Approval
3.A. Adopt A Motion To Approve City Council Regular Meeting Minutes From April 28, 2020
Documents:
3A - 4-28-20 REGULAR MINUTES.PDF
3.B. Consider Resolution #2020-72, Non-Waiver Of Municipal Tort Liability Limits
Documents:
3B - RFA - 5-12-20 TORT WAIVER.PDF
3.C. Consider Resolution #2020-75, Accepting Voluntary Resignation Of Fire Fighter
Documents:
3C - RFA -5-12-20 FIRE FIGHTER RESIGNATION.PDF
4. Open Forum
5. New/Old Business
5.A. 112 Jefferson Ave NW Variance Request
Documents:
5A - RFA -5-1-20 112 JEFFERSON AVE NW VARIANCE_CC
RFA_5.12.2020.PDF
5.B. Utility Capital Project #UC043 - Mobile Hose Reel
Documents:
5B - RFA - 5-12-20 MOBILE HOSE REEL.PDF
5.C. Relaxing Stay At Home Order Proclamation
Documents:

5B - RFA - 5-12-20 MOBILE HOSE REEL.PDF
5.C. Relaxing Stay At Home Order Proclamation
Documents:
5C - RFA -5-12-20 COVID-19 PROCLAMATION.PDF
6. Other Reports
7. Claims
7.A. Claims For May 12, 2020
Documents:
7A - CLAIMS FOR COUNCIL 5-12-20.PDF
8. Adjournment
Members of the City Council and staff may convene immediately following the adjournment of the
regular meeting at the Luce Line Lodge in a purely social event. Members of the public are
welcome to attend.
309 Lewis Avenue South; P.O. Box 279, Watertown, MN 55388
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MINUTES OF THE
WATERTOWN CITY COUNCIL
Regular Meeting Tuesday, April 28, 2020

Mayor Steve Washburn
Deborah Everson
Lindsay Guetzkow
Adam Pawelk
Michael Walters

1. Call to Order and Roll Call
Please note that, pursuant to the authority provided by Minn. Stat. Sec. 13D.021, subd. 1(1), the City
Administrator and the City Attorney have determined that in-person meetings of the City Council are not
practical or prudent due to the COVID-19 public health pandemic and the declared national, state, and local
emergencies. Further, the City Administrator and the City Attorney have determined that it is not feasible nor
practical or prudent due to the health pandemic to have members of the public, city staff, or members of the
City Council in attendance at the regular meeting location. Meetings of the Council will be conducted by
electronic or telephonic means. Under Minn. Stat. Sec. 13D.021, subd. 3, to the extent practical and possible,
the City Council will allow individuals to monitor the meeting electronically as provided below:
Meeting Registration Link: https://zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_B_hc2XYmR2uqf20tEBqKrA
Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, the regular meeting of the Watertown City Council was called to order
at 6:31 p.m. Tuesday, April 28, 2020 in the Council Chambers of City Hall by Mayor Steve Washburn.
Council Members present online using Zoom.com: Washburn, Mike Walters, Deborah Everson, Lindsay
Guetzkow, and Adam Pawelk.
City Staff present at City Hall: City Administrator Shane Fineran.
City Staff present online: City Engineer Andrew Budde, Public Utilities Superintendent Doug Kammerer, and
Clerk Treasurer Lynn Tschudi.
2. Adopt Agenda
GUETZKOW MOVED, EVERSON SECONDED A MOTION TO ADOPT THE AGENDA AS
PRESENTED. MOTION CARRIED 5-0 AFTER ROLL CALL VOTE.
3. Consent Agenda Discussion and Approval
All items listed under the consent agenda are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted
by one motion on an affirmative vote by roll call of a majority of the members present. There will be no separate
discussion of these items unless a Council member or citizen so requests, in which event, the item(s) will be
removed and discussed prior to the adoption of the consent agenda.

WALTERS MOVED, PAWELK SECONDED A MOTION TO ADOPT THE CONSENT AGENDA AS
PRESENTED. MOTION CARRIED 5-0 AFTER ROLL CALL VOTE.
A. Adopt a motion to approve City Council Work Session Meeting Minutes from April 14, 2020
B. Consider Resolution #2020-64, Approving Liquid Waste Hauler Licenses
C. Consider Resolution #2020-66, Approving Step Movement for Lynn Tschudi
D. Consider Resolution #2020-71, Appointing Seasonal Maintenance Assistants
4. Open Forum
5. New/Old Business
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A. Sanitary Sewer Man Hole Rehabilitation (Presenter: Doug Kammerer)
Utilities Superintendent Doug Kammerer explained to council that the utilities staff inspects the
manholes annually to make sure they are in working condition. There were two manholes identified
with deteriorating qualities and leaks. One is at Franklin Avenue South and Freemont Street and the
other is on the Westminster North cul de sac. Kammerer said the cost of repairs are $12,569.
Pawelk asked about repairs versus replacement. Kammerer said the replacement would require
digging into the street and settling could happen over the years. With the repair, the manhole is left
intact and the work is done from the inside out.
GUETZKOW MOVED, WALTERS SECONDED A MOTION TO ADOPT RESOLUTION 202067, APPROVING MANHOLE MAINTENANCE QUOTE. MOTION CARRIED 5-0 AFTER
ROLL CALL VOTE.
B. 2020 Cured in Place Pipe Project (Presenter: Andrew Budde)
City Administrator Shane Fineran said in March the city council authorized plans and specs for the
Cast In Place Pipe project (CIPP). This will be year two of a five-year project to line sewer pipes
rather than having to completely replace the older clay pipes. The low bidder for the 2020 Cast In
Place Pipe project is Visu-Sewer with a total bid of $111,303. The city budgeted $140,900 for this
project.
WALTERS MOVED, EVERSON SECONDED A MOTION TO ADOPT RESOLUTION 2020-68,
AWARDING THE 2020 CIPP PROJECT. MOTION CARRIED 5-0 AFTER ROLL CALL VOTE.
C. Well #1 Chemical Feed (Presenter: Andrew Budde)
City Engineer Andrew Budde explained that Well No. 1 located near the water tower was brought
online two years ago with a new pump operating at 300 gallons per minute. The well is generally
used as a back-up system and does not have any chemical treating capabilities. Budde stated to allow
the well to operate in a normal capacity it is required to add a chemical feed system. The
improvements would include the construction of two small building structures near the well and
tower. All proposed plans and specifications would be reviewed and approved by the Minnesota
Department of Health for approval prior to construction. Budde noted the total project will be under
the $175,000 and can be solicited by quotes rather than public bidding.
Pawelk asked how many times Well No. 1 has been used since it was brought online. Kammerer said
it has not been used since there was not a chemical feed system.
Guetzkow asked Kammerer how residents get water into their homes from the wells. Kammerer
explained the process of water from water tower and wells to homes. Everson asked if Well No. 1
will continue to be used for only emergencies. Kammerer said he would like to keep the water going
through the water plant first, but yes, Well No. 1 would be an emergency back-up.
Pawelk asked how many times Kammerer expects the well to operate annually. Budde said if this
well is not brought online, the city would need a second water tower very soon. Walters asked when
the next water tower will be built. Budde said in year 2022. Walters asked if the money spent for
this well is wasted since the city will be getting a new water tower. Budde said the two are slightly
different being that the water tower storage is based on the population and number of homes.
GUETZKOW MOVED, PAWELK SECONDED A MOTION TO ADOPT RESOLUTION 2020-69,
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APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR WELL NO. 1 CHEMICAL FEED
FACILITIES. MOTION CARRIED 5-0 AFTER ROLL CALL VOTE.
D. MnDot Highway 25 Cooperative Agreement (Presenter: Shane Fineran)
City Administrator Fineran said that MnDOT has submitted Cooperative Construction Agreement for
the planned reconstruction of Highway 25 in Watertown. The project is generally from White Street
to Hutchinson Road. There are some shared cost that the city will be responsible for which will
include utility relocation and pedestrian flasher signage and crosswalks. The costs are $90,000 to be
apportioned between utility capital and capital investment funds. Fineran said staff is inquiring about
support from Carver County in accessing the ½ cent sales tax revenue enacted to support
transportation projects within the county.
Fineran informed council the Highway 25 project has been pushed back to 2021 by MnDOT.
Guetzkow is disappointed in the delay for the construction project. She asked if the mill and overlay
project on Highway 25 will still occur in 2020.
Fineran said he believes it will. Guetzkow asked if there has been any communication with
businesses on the change of construction dates. Fineran said the businesses will have a conference
call with MnDOT.
Pawelk asked if this will delay any city projects. Fineran said no.
WALTERS MOVED, EVERSON SECONDED A MOTION TO ADOPT RESOLUTION 2020-70,
APPROVING MNDOT AGREEMENT NO. 1036561 WITH THE STATE OF MINNESOTA,
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. MOTION CARRIED 5-0 AFTER ROLL CALL VOTE.
E. Extension of Local Emergency for COVID-19 (Presenter: Shane Fineran)
Fineran said on March 15, 2020 the Mayor declared a local state of emergency in response to the
COVID-19 pandemic. In response, the City Council ratified and extended the local state of
emergency via resolution 2020-43 through April 30, 2020.
City Hall has been closed to the public and all business is being done via telework when possible and
essential services continued with social distancing rules being followed.
On April 13, 2020 the Governor extended the statewide emergency declaration through May 13,
2020. Staff is recommending the local state of emergency be extended and tied to future statewide
declarations for the duration of the pandemic response.
Everson asked if this is not approved how it will affect residents. Fineran said the city loses the
flexibility to purchase response tools such as cleaning supplies. It also maintains eligibility for
reimbursement for federal and state disaster assistance.
Guetzkow asked if this will open public buildings. Fineran said no, that will be driven by Governor
orders.
PAWELK MOVED, WALTERS SECONDED A MOTION TO ADOPT RESOLUTION 2020-65, A
RESOLUTION ENACTED PURSUANT TO MINNESOTA STATUTES SECTION 12.29
EXTENDING THE PERIOD OF DECLARED LOCAL EMERGENCY. MOTION CARRIED 5-0,
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AFTER ROLL CALL VOTE.
6. Other Reports
Fineran updated council on the resident Chamber Bucks effort. Fineran commended Deputy Clerk/Treasurer
Christine Damman for her efforts in calling the rental properties for information.
Walters said there is a Planning Commission meeting on April 30.
Guetzkow said the EDA met on April 28 to review the Southfork BBQ applications.
Everson said the EDA also approved the growth partnership initiative and entered into agreements with
Stonwerk and Hecksel Machine.
Washburn is appreciative of the can-do attitude throughout the community.
7. Claims
A. Approve April 28, 2020 Claims Roster
EVERSON MOVED, GUETZKOW SECONDED A MOTION TO ADOPT THE 2020 CLAIMS AS
PRESENTED. MOTION CARRIED 5-0 AFTER ROLL CALL VOTE.
8. Adjournment
Members of the City Council and City staff may convene directly following the adjournment of the meeting at the
Luce Line Lodge in a purely social event. Members of the public are welcome to attend.

GUETZKOW MOVED, WALTERS SECONDED A MOTION TO ADJOURN THE MEETING AT 7:46
PM. MOTION CARRIED 5-0 AFTER ROLL CALL VOTE.

_______________________________
Steve Washburn, Mayor

ATTEST:__________________________
Lynn Tschudi, Clerk/Treasurer
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City of Watertown

Watertown City
Council

Request for Action

May 12, 2020

Agenda Item:

Statutory tort liability limits

Request for Action:

Adopt Resolution 2020-72, to not waive monetary limits on municipal tort liability

Department:

Clerk/Treasurer

Background:
The City of Watertown is a member of the League of Minnesota Cities Insurance Trust
(LMCIT) which offers liability coverage to its members. LMCIT members who obtain liability
coverage, which the City of Watertown does, must decide whether or not to waive the
statutory tort liability limits to the extent of the coverage purchased. If a member does not
waive the statutory tort limits, an individual claimant would be able to recover no more than
$500,000 on any claim to which the statutory tort limits apply. The total all claimants would
be able to recover for a single occurrence to which the statutory tort limits apply would be
limited to $1,500,000. If a member waives the statutory tort limits and does not purchase
excess liability coverage, a single claimant could potentially recover up to $2 million for a
single occurrence.
Recommendation: City Staff recommends that the Council approve Resolution 2019-89, to
not waive the monetary limits on municipal tort liability established by Minnesota Statutes,
Section 466.04.
Attachments:
Resolution 2020-72
Waiver Form
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CITY OF WATERTOWN
RESOLUTION NO. 2020-72

RESOLUTION TO NOT WAIVE MONETARY LIMITS
ON MUNICIPAL TORT LIABILITY
ESTABLISHED BY MINNESOTA STATUTES, SECTION 466.04
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Watertown, Minnesota is a member of the
League of Minnesota Cities Insurance Trust (LMCIT); and
WHEREAS, LMCIT members that obtain liability coverage from LMCIT must decide
whether or not to waive the statutory tort liability limits to the extent of the coverage purchased;
and
WHEREAS, in the event a city does not waive the statutory tort limits, an individual
claimant would be able to recover no more than $500,000 on any claim to which the statutory
tort limits apply; and
WHEREAS, the total all claimants would be able to recover for a single occurrence to
which the statutory tort limits apply would be limited to $1,500,000;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of
Watertown hereby approves this resolution to not waive the monetary limits on municipal tort
liability established by Minnesota Statutes, Section 466.04.
Adopted by the City Council of the City of Watertown this 12th day of May, 2020.

Steve Washburn, Mayor

ATTEST:
Lynn Tschudi, Clerk/Treasurer

ITEM 3B Pg. 3

LIABILITY COVERAGE – WAIVER FORM
Members who obtain liability coverage through the League of Minnesota Cities Insurance Trust
(LMCIT) must complete and return this form to LMCIT before the member’s effective date of
coverage. Return completed form to your underwriter or email to pstech@lmc.org.

The decision to waive or not waive the statutory tort limits must be made annually by the
member’s governing body, in consultation with its attorney if necessary.
Members who obtain liability coverage from LMCIT must decide whether to waive the statutory tort
liability limits to the extent of the coverage purchased. The decision has the following effects:
•

If the member does not waive the statutory tort limits, an individual claimant could recover no more
than $500,000 on any claim to which the statutory tort limits apply. The total all claimants could
recover for a single occurrence to which the statutory tort limits apply would be limited to $1,500,000.
These statutory tort limits would apply regardless of whether the member purchases the optional
LMCIT excess liability coverage.

•

If the member waives the statutory tort limits and does not purchase excess liability coverage, a single
claimant could recover up to $2,000,000 for a single occurrence (under the waive option, the tort cap
liability limits are only waived to the extent of the member’s liability coverage limits, and the LMCIT
per occurrence limit is $2,000,000). The total all claimants could recover for a single occurrence to
which the statutory tort limits apply would also be limited to $2,000,000, regardless of the number of
claimants.

•

If the member waives the statutory tort limits and purchases excess liability coverage, a single claimant
could potentially recover an amount up to the limit of the coverage purchased. The total all claimants
could recover for a single occurrence to which the statutory tort limits apply would also be limited to
the amount of coverage purchased, regardless of the number of claimants.
Claims to which the statutory municipal tort limits do not apply are not affected by this decision.

ITEM 3B Pg. 4

LMCIT Member Name:
__________________________________________________________________________
Check one:
oX The member DOES NOT WAIVE the monetary limits on municipal tort liability established by Minn.
Stat. § 466.04.
o The member WAIVES the monetary limits on municipal tort liability established by Minn. Stat. §
466.04, to the extent of the limits of the liability coverage obtained from LMCIT.
May 12, 2020
Date of member’s governing body meeting: _____________________________________________
Signature:

Mayor
Position: ________________________________
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City of Watertown

Request for Action

Watertown City Council
May 12, 2020
Agenda Item: Fire Fighter Resignation
Request for Action: Adopt Resolution #2020-75, Accepting Voluntary Resignation of Fire Fighter
Department: Shane Fineran, City Administrator
Background:
Fire Fighter Nicholas Hoese as tendered his voluntary resignation from the Watertown Fire Department effective
April 30, 2020 after 11 years of service to the community and would be considered in good standing.
There is a current recruitment process underway and a potential candidate will be selected from this pool to fill
the vacant position.
Funding Source:
None
Attachments:
Resolution #2020-75

City of Watertown

Request for Action

Watertown City Council
May 12, 2020
Agenda Item: Consider Two Variances for the Property Located at 112 Jefferson Ave.

PC DATE: 4.30.2020

Request for Action: Variance to Allow a Fence that Exceeds the Height and Setback
Limitations of the R-2 Zoning District

CC Date: 5.12.2020

Department:

Planning

REQUEST:
Richard and Patricia Van De Creek, (Applicants/Owners) request that the City consider the following
action for the property located at 112 Jefferson Ave. NW (PID No. 850500200), Watertown, MN.
a. Variance – to allow a six-foot high fence in the front yard of the subject property and a six-foot
high fence within the requisite 10-foot setback from the alley. The proposed front yard fence
exceeds the height limits for fences in the front yard as established by City Code §
62479(a)(5)(b). The proposed fence along the alley exceeds the height limits for fences along an
alley and is required to be setback a minimum of 10 feet as established by City Code §
62479(a)(5)(b).
PROPERTY/SITE INFORMATION:
The subject property is located along the east side of Jefferson Ave. NW and south of Carter Street NW.
The property has an existing home and detached accessory structure. The property has the following
site characteristics:
Property Information: 112 Jefferson Ave. NW
Zoning: R-2 Medium Density Residential
Comprehensive Plan: Medium Density Residential
Acreage: .31 acres
Site Location

STANDARDS:
(5)

Fences.
a.

Permit required. No fence, except temporary fencing, shall be constructed without a permit.
The application shall be accompanied by a plot plan clearly describing the type, location and
method of anchoring the fence. Boundary line fences shall be located entirely upon the private
property of the party constructing the fence unless the owner of the property of the adjoining
property agrees, in writing, that such fence may be erected on the division line of the
respective properties. The persons, firms, or corporations constructing or causing the
construction of such fence shall be responsible for maintaining that part of their property
between fence and property line. City staff will require any application for a fence permit to
establish boundary lines of the property by a survey thereof to be made by any registered land
surveyor. At the discretion of the city, the property owner may establish boundary lines by
showing the stake markers of the surveyed lot. Applicant shall be required to physically
identify the property corners for city inspection.

b.

Location. Fences not exceeding three feet in height are permitted within the limits of any yard
in all districts. However, no fence or wall may be constructed which interferes with the sight
triangle. A fence may be located along the rear lot line and side lot lines to a maximum height
of six feet up to the point where it is parallel with the front edge of the house except in corner
and double frontage lots, as permitted below. From the front edge of the house to the right-ofway the height of the fence shall not exceed three feet in height.
i.

Double frontage lots: In the case of double frontage lots with an arterial street forming the
rear property line, fences may be permitted up to the property line in the secondary front
yard, provided no landscaping buffer exists as part of the plat improvements. Such
fences may be up to six feet in height. For double frontage lots backing to a street other
than an arterial street, fences up to six feet in height may be permitted, provided a 20-foot
setback is preserved in the secondary front yard, and no landscape buffer exists as part
of the plat improvement. For the purposes of this subdivision, arterial streets within the
city shall be defined in the city's Comprehensive Plan as shown on the "Future Functional
Class" map.

ii.

Corner lots: In the case of fences on corner lots, fences exceeding three feet in height to
a maximum of six feet in height are permitted in the secondary front yard provided a
minimum setback equal to the principal structure or 30 feet is maintained, whichever is
closer to the corner side property line.

1.

No fence or wall shall be permitted on public rights-of-way or boulevard area.

2.

No fence or wall shall obstruct natural drainage or extend within a wetland, drainage
ditch, or river.

3.

No fence shall be erected on a corner lot that will obstruct or impede the clear view
of an intersection by approaching traffic.

4.

5.
c.

d.

Fences may be constructed within public and private utility and drainage easements
provided that:
a.

No fence or wall shall be located within a drainage or utility easement if there is
a utility, either public or private, located within the easement.

b.

Removal of a fence or wall or a portion thereof for the purpose of utilizing the
easement shall be at the property owner's expense.

Fences in excess of four feet in height shall be located a minimum of ten feet from
the right-of-way of any alley.

Fencing conformity. Fencing in all districts shall conform to the following:
1.

Design. The side of the fence considered to be the face (finished side as opposed to
structural supports) shall face abutting property. Every fence shall be constructed in a
professional and substantial manner and of substantial material reasonably suitable for
the purpose for which the fence is proposed to be used. The materials and design shall
also be compatible with other structures in the area in which the fence is located and
shall not cause blight or a negative impact. Fences shall be at least five percent open to
provide space for the passage of air. All fencing shall be constructing straight, true, and
plum.

2.

Materials.
a.

Any fence which is dangerous to the public safety or general welfare and health is a
public nuisance and the city may commence proceedings for the abatement thereof.
Electric fences may not be used. Materials such as standing seem metal, hog wire,
chicken wire, or sheep wire fencing, barbed wire fencing, snow fencing and other
similar types of non-standard fencing, as determined by the zoning administrator,
shall not be allowed as permanent fencing. This requirement shall not be construed
to prohibit the use of underground electric pet fencing or similar use.

b.

The use of slats of any kind is prohibited in or upon chain link fences.

c.

Wire fence other than chain link shall not be permitted as boundary line fences within
ten feet of the property line in residential zoning districts.

3.

Maintenance. Fences in all districts shall be maintained so that the exposed outer surface
shall be uniformly painted or stained in a neat and aesthetically acceptable condition.

4.

Temporary fencing. All snow-stop fencing may be used from November 1 to April 1 on
private property. Temporary fencing shall not be installed in the right-of-way. Temporary
fences such as garden fences not exceeding four feet in height which are not up for more
than seven months may be permitted within the interior yard. No permit shall be required
for temporary fencing.

5.

No existing fence in violation of this subdivision will be allowed to be replaced or rebuilt.
Should an existing fence be replaced or rebuilt, it must come under the regulation of this
subdivision.

Residential and agricultural districts.
1.

Setback and design. A fence may be located within the rear yard and side yard to a
maximum height of six feet up to the point where it is parallel with the front edge of the
building. Fences located within the front yard or side-street yard to the right-of-way shall
be ornamental in design and the height of the fence shall not exceed three and one-half
feet as measured from grade.

2.

Fences around dog kennels not exceeding 50 square feet in size, fences around garbage
cans, and garden fences located in the interior of the lot will not require fence permits but
shall adhere to the other regulations of this subdivision.

3.

All garbage can areas in multi-family developments shall be protected by privacy fence
not less than six feet in height. The privacy fence shall be constructed of wood, vinyl or
similar, but shall not include chain link with slats. All gates shall have a self-closing and
self-latching latch installed on the outside of the fence.

4.

Residential fences height exceptions.
a.

Fences for sport courts may be up to eight feet in height with ten-foot setback.

BACKGROUND:
The City identified a violation of the City’s zoning ordinance in 2019 relating to the fences constructed
on the property that were not in compliance with applicable standards due to location, height and
materials. The property owner recently installed a portion of new fence without requisite permits. The
property owner appealed the notice of violation which was ultimately denied by the City Council. The
property owner has now made application to the City seeking a variance to allow a fence that is located
closer to the alley right of way than permitted and taller in the front yard than permitted.
The property is located at the intersection of Jefferson Ave. and Carter Street. The property backs up to
the self-service car wash on Jefferson Ave. The self-service car wash is zoned C-1 Commercial. There
is an existing six-foot-tall wooden fence that is located along the alley and south property line. The
applicant would like the City to grant a variance allowing the existing fence located along the alley to be
replaced and the newly installed fence along the south property line to remain. A small portion of the
fence located along the south property line (in the SE corner of the property) would need to be relocated
to be wholly on the applicant’s property.

Approximate Front
Yard Line
6’ Wooden Fence

The variances requested by the applicant are as follows:
Variance #1: Allow a fence that exceeds 4 feet in height to be located closer to the alley than 10
feet. The existing fence is located approximately 7 feet from the alley. The City
requires fences taller than 4 feet in height to be located a minimum of 10’ from a
right of way of an alley. The City would need to grant an approximately 3-foot
variance to allow the existing fence to be reconstructed in this located.
Variance #2: Allow a fence that exceeds 3 ½ feet in height to be located in the front yard of the
property. The applicant installed a 6-foot-tall fence along the south property line
from the front of the house (line extended) to the street right of way and then to
the north for a distance of approximately 16 feet. A fence may be located within
the rear yard and side yard to a maximum height of six feet up to the point where
it is parallel with the front edge of the building. Fences located within the front
yard or side-street yard to the right-of-way shall be ornamental in design and the
height of the fence shall not exceed three and one-half feet as measured from
grade. The City would need to grant a variance to allow a 6-foot-tall (nonornamental) fence to be located in the front yard of the property.
There are several considerations that should be made by the City during the review of this application:
1. The fence located along the alley has been in the current location for many years. The
applicant is seeking to replace the fence in the same location.
2. The applicant is planning on relocating (onto the applicant’s property) the portion of the
existing fence that is located on the adjacent property to the south. This would clear up one
of the issues that the City had found to be in violation of City ordinances.
3. The applicant is planning to replace the existing hog wire fence that does not comply with the
City’s material standards with a 3 ½ foot tall chain link fence. This fence would comply with
the applicable standards.
4. The property is located adjacent to a commercially zoned property. The proposed fence is
intended to mitigate noise, light and general aesthetics of being located.
5. The variance, if granted, would allow an approximate 3-foot variance from the right of way
of the alley.
6. The variance, if granted, would allow a variance for a 6-foot-tall fence to be located in the
front yard of the property.
The City will need to consider whether the request meets the criteria for granting a variance.
•

Variances shall only be permitted when they are in harmony with the general purposes
and intent of this chapter and when the variances are consistent with the comprehensive
plan.
o The character of this property and its geographic proximity to commercial
property makes this property unique.

•

When there are practical difficulties in complying with the zoning ordinance. "Practical
difficulties," as used in connection with the granting of a variance, means that the
property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by
this chapter.
o The property is a residential property. Due to the adjacent commercial land use,
the requested variance would likely provide for a more enjoyable use of the
subject property.

•

The purpose of the variance is not based upon economic considerations alone.
o The need for the variance is based on the adjacent land use and does not appear to
be for economic considerations.

•

The plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created by
the landowner.
o A portion of the fence has been in existence for a considerable period of time.
The use of the adjacent property for commercial purposes has not recently
changed.

•

The variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality.
o The City will need to find that the proposed fencing is in keeping with the
character of the surrounding area and will not take away from the reasonable use
and enjoyment of the surrounding properties.

PLANNING COMMISSION DISCUSSION/RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning Commission reviewed the request and asked questions of staff and the applicant.
Commissioners asked for clarification relating to the replacement of the existing hog wire fence in the
front yard. It was noted that the applicant would relocate a portion of the 6-foot fence along the south
property line so that it is wholly located on the subject property. In addition, the applicant is going to
replace the fence in the front yard with a chain link fence. Commissioners asked about the enclosed area
on the adjacent property and it was noted that the existing fence contains a pit for solids taken out of the
drains of the car wash. Commissioners ultimately found that the requested variances met the criteria for
granting a variance and recommended approval to the City Council.
RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning Commission recommended approval to the City Council relating to the requested
variances with the following findings and conditions:
1. The proposed variance request meets all applicable conditions and restrictions stated in
Chapter 62, Division 6, Variances, in the City of Watertown Zoning Ordinance.
2. The criteria for granting a variance were found to be met for the following reasons:
a. The proposed variances will permit a fence to be constructed that will screen the
adjacent commercial use of the property.

RESOLUTION NO. 2020-73
CITY OF WATERTOWN
RESOLUTION GRANTING APPROVAL OF A VARIANCE TO ALLOW A
SIX-FOOT TALL FENCE TO BE LOCATED IN THE FRONT YARD
AND TO ALLOW A SIX-FOOT TALL FENCE TO BE LOCATED CLOSER TO THE
ALLEY RIGHT OF WAY THAN PERMITTED FOR THE
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 112 JEFFERSON AVENUE NW

WHEREAS, the City of Watertown (the “City) is a municipal corporation under the laws of
Minnesota; and
WHEREAS, the City adopted a comprehensive plan in 2019 to guide the development of
the community; and
WHEREAS, the City has adopted a zoning ordinance and other official controls to assist in
implementing the comprehensive plan; and
WHEREAS, Richard and Patricia Van De Creek (Applicants/Owners), request that the City
consider two variances to allow fences to be installed on the property that do not meet all applicable
criteria for the property located at 112 Jefferson Avenue NW, Watertown (PID No. 850500200).; and
WHEREAS, the property is legally described as on Exhibit A, attached hereto; and
WHEREAS, the property is zoned R-2 Medium Density Residential; and
WHEREAS the variance meets all requirements and standards of the City of Watertown
zoning ordinance for granting a variance; and
WHEREAS the Planning Commission held a public hearing on April 30, 2020 to review the
application for a variance, following mailed and published noticed as required by law; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed all materials submitted by the Applicant;
considered the oral and written testimony offered by the applicant and all interested parties; and has
now concluded that the application is in compliance with all applicable standards and can be
considered for approval.
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
WATERTOWN, MINNESOTA, that it should and hereby does approve the application by Richard
and Patricia Van De Creek for a variance per the City’s zoning regulations with the following
conditions:
1. The proposed variance request meets all applicable conditions and restrictions stated in
Chapter 62, Division 6, Variances, in the City of Watertown Zoning Ordinance.
2. The criteria for granting a variance were found to be met for the following reasons:
a. The proposed variances will permit a fence to be constructed that will screen the
adjacent commercial use of the property.

b. If the adjacent commercial use was developed today, a screen and or fence
would be required to mitigate potential land use incompatibilities.
c. The variances allow the proposed fences to be installed that will not alter the
essential character of the neighborhood and or impact adjacent properties.
d. The existing property is unique to the City due to its geographic position and not
directly abutting other residential properties.
3. The variance would allow an approximate 3-foot setback deviation from the right of
way of the alley in accordance with the attached site plan attached hereto as Exhibit B.
4. The variance would allow a 6-foot-tall fence to be located in the front yard of the
property in accordance with the attached site plan attached hereto as Exhibit B.
5. The Applicant shall obtain the requisite fence permit(s) from the City prior to making
any further modifications to any fencing on the property.
6. The Applicant shall construct the fence wholly on the Applicant’s property and shall
identify property corner pins for visual inspection and/or provide a certificate of survey
delineating property boundaries.
7. The Applicant shall pay for all costs associated with the City’s review of the requested
variances.
8. Any future improvements made to the fencing on this property will need to be in
compliance with all applicable standards relating to the R-2 Medium Density
Residential zoning district.
This resolution was adopted by the City Council of the City of Watertown on this 12th
day of May, by a vote of ____ayes and ____nays.

______________________________
Steve Washburn, Mayor
ATTEST:
__________________________________
Lynn Tscudi, City Clerk-Treasurer

EXHIBIT A
(Legal Description)
Lot 1, Block 5 City Lots of Watertown

EXHIBIT B
(Site Plan)

Approximate Front
Yard Line
6’ Wooden Fence

The variances requested and approved are as follows:
Variance #1:

Allow a fence that exceeds 4 feet in height to be located closer to the alley than 10 feet. The existing
fence is located approximately 7 feet from the alley. The City grants a 3-foot variance to allow the
existing fence to be reconstructed as depicted on this plan.

Variance #2:

Allow a fence that exceeds 3 ½ feet in height to be located in the front yard of the property. The
applicant installed a 6-foot-tall fence along the south property line from the front of the house (line
extended) to the street right of way and then to the north for a distance of approximately 16 feet. The
City grants a variance to allow a 6-foot-tall (non-ornamental) fence to be located in the front yard of
the property as depicted on this plan.

b. If the commercial use was constructed today, a screen and or fence would be required
to mitigate potential land use incompatibilities.
c. The variances allow fences to be installed that will not alter the essential character of
the neighborhood and or impact adjacent properties.
d. The existing property is unique to the City due to its geographic position and not
directly abutting other residential properties.
3. The variance would allow an approximate 3-foot setback deviation from the right of way of
the alley.
4. The variance would allow a 6-foot-tall fence to be located in the front yard of the property.
5. The Applicant shall obtain the requisite fence permit from the City prior to making any
further modifications to any fencing on the property.
6. The Applicant shall pay for all costs associated with the City’s review of the requested
variances.
7. Any future improvements made to the fencing on this property will need to be in compliance
with all applicable standards relating to the R-2 Medium Density Residential zoning district.

ATTACHMENTS: Variance Application
Site Plan
Site Photos

By Shane Fineran at 8:59 am, Feb 18, 2020

$500

$1500 escrow

2/13/20
3/19/20
3/19/20
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City of Watertown

Request for Action

Watertown City Council
Date: May 12, 2020
Agenda Item: Utilities Capital Project #UC048 – Hose Reel
Request for Action: Adopt Resolution #2020-74, Accepting Grant Funds and Accepting Low Quote
Department: Doug Kammerer, Utility Supt.
Background:
At the March 10th City Council meeting via Resolution #2020-34, staff was authorized to solicit quotes and apply
for a Minnesota Safety Grant for the acquisition of a hydraulic hose reel. This project was identified in the 2020
Utilities Capital Fund at an estimated cost of $18,000.
The need to unroll hose to connect to pumps during heavy rains to flooding, averaging 4-5 occurrences per year.
Staff unrolls the hose 4 times a year to the GEO tubes for biosolids pumping at the wastewater treatment plant.
Then staff twice per year staff clean tanks which involves the deployment of hose. Deployed hose can reach up
to 500 feet and require between 4 to 6 hose reels. Sometimes staff are by themselves to do this, it all depends
on the timing of the storm or availability of staff.
The following is the current process for deployment of the hose. The hose is stored in Bay 7. Staff hand carry
the hose reels to either the back of the Kubota or the back of a truck. It could be anywhere from 4-6 rolls of
hose, weighing roughly 50-75 lbs. each. Then staff will unroll them out by hand bent over to connect the hoses
via cam locks. Then after we are done with the hoses they need to be rolled back up and transferred to the back
of the truck and then back to bay 7.
With this Hose reel a person can roll out the hose from the cab of the skid steer. The hoses will be connected to
each other and when you are done you have to connect it to the reel and roll them in. This work activity was
reviewed by the City’s work site safety consultant with MMUA as well as the City’s insurance provider loss
control specialist and identified as a probable workplace injury hazard due to the bending, lifting, and twisting
motions involved in hose deployment.
The City was successful in its Minnesota Safety Grant application and was awarded up to $6,000 or 50% of an
available solution. Staff solicited quotes from three vendors and are summarized below:
Hydro Engineering
$12,000

Agra-Direct Equipment
$13,800

Lindstrom Equipment
$12,700

Staff is recommending the purchase of the hydraulic hose reel from Hydro Engineering for $12,000.
Purchase Price from Hydro Engineering:
Mn Department of Labor and Industry Safety Grant
Total Purchase Price
Funding Source:
Utility Capital Fund>Project #UC048
Minnesota Safety Grant

$12,000
- $6,000
$6,000
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Attachments:
Resolution #2020-74
Vendor Quotes
MN Department of Labor and Industry Grant Contract
MMUA Report
LMCIT Loss Control Report
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CITY OF WATERTOWN
RESOLUTION NO. 2020-74
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT FUNDS AND LOW QUOTE
FOR MOBILE HOSE REEL
WHEREAS, the City of Watertown (the “City”) has identified the acquisition of a hydraulically
driven, skid steer mounted hose reel for utility maintenance operations as project #UC048 and
WHEREAS, the City Council authorized the solicitation of quotes and application of grant funds via
Resolution #2020-34 on March 10, 2020 and
WHEREAS, staff solicited quotes from three qualified vendors for such equipment; and
WHEREAS, the City was awarded up to $6,000 in grant funds through the of funding through the
Minnesota Occupational Safety and Health Administration Safety Grant Program; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Watertown,
Minnesota, hereby accepts grant funds from the Minnesota Department of Labor and directs staff to execute
any necessary grant documents; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Watertown accepts the low
quote submitted by Hydro Engineering in the amount of $12,000 for the mobile hose reel.
Adopted by the City Council of the City of Watertown this 12th day of May 2020.

________________________________
Steve Washburn, Mayor

ATTEST: ________________________________
Lynn Tschudi, Clerk/Treasurer
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Applying for a safety grant
To be considered for a safety grant, a grant
application must be completed and signed,
with all required attachments included,
and the applicant must be financially able
to complete the project. Applications are
accepted continuously and are reviewed
every two months.

Free assistance for small businesses

Grant monies may be used for:
• all or part of the cost of purchasing and
		 installing recommended safety
		 equipment;

Workplace Safety Consultation (WSC) provides
free voluntary and confidential workplace
safety and health assistance to Minnesota
businesses, with a priority for small businesses.

• the cost of operating or maintaining such
		 equipment;

WSC provides a wide variety of free services,
including on-site consultation, training,
education and outreach in general industry
and in construction settings. Services are
provided by safety and health experts who are
highly qualified occupational safety and health
professionals.

• the cost of property, if the property is
necessary to meet safety inspection
recommendations;
• the cost of training tied to equipment;
		 and
• tuition reimbursement.
The recipient has 120 days from the date of
the last contract signature to complete the
project.
The application and further information about
the Safety Grants Program are available at
www.dli.mn.gov.

For an alternative format (audio, Braille, large
print) call 651-284-5060 or 800-342-5354.

WORKPLACE SAFETY

CONSULTATION

WSC is the consultation arm of Minnesota
OSHA, yet its services are completely separate
from MNOSHA Compliance. No citations or
fines are issued, provided the employer agrees
to correct all serious hazards identified by
Workplace Safety Consultation.

Contact information
MNOSHA Workplace Safety Consultation
443 Lafayette Road N., St. Paul, MN  55155
Phone: 651-284-5060 or 800-657-3776
Email:  osha.consultation@state.mn.us
Website: www.dli.mn.gov

WORKPLACE SAFETY

CONSULTATION

SAFETY GRANT PROGRAM

Priority

About the Safety Grant Program
The Minnesota Department of Labor and
Industry created a program in 1993, designed
to assist employers in making their workplaces
safer and healthier.
The Safety Grants Program awards funds,
with a dollar-for-dollar match up to $10,000,
to qualifying employers for projects designed
to reduce the risk of injury or illness to their
employees.
To qualify, employers must:
• have current workers’ compensation
		 insurance (including the Assigned Risk
		 Plan or approved self-insured employer);
• be an employer with at least one
		 employee;
• have an on-site safety survey conducted
		 by Minnesota OSHA or another approved
entity listed within the application; and
• have on-site safety survey results that
recommend specific equipment or
practices that will reduce the risk of injury
		 or illness to employees.
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Criteria

Grants will be prioritized and awarded based
on need, desirability and the following
priorities.

The commissioner of the Department of Labor
and Industry shall award grants based on the
following criteria.

1. Projects at a location where a significant
proportion of jobs are in goods producing,
		 manufacturing or processing.

• The project is feasible and consistent with
the recommendations resulting from the
		 on-site safety survey.

2. Worksites that are included in Minnesota
		 OSHA’s strategic plan.

• The employer has the experience and
		 knowledge to complete the project
and is committed to its implementation.

3. Projects at a location where jobs have
		 been lost or are in jeopardy because of
problems relating to safety shortcomings
		 that will be addressed by the project.
4. Other projects meeting criteria specified
		 elsewhere.

Other terms
• An employer that has received a grant for
a particular worksite will not be eligible to
		 receive another grant for that worksite
during the two years after the date of the
		 award.
• Whether your grant application is
		 approved or not, in no way diminishes,
delays or absolves you of any obligation
to abate hazards as required by law. No
state funds will be distributed until all
grant documents are signed by all parties;
		 funds expended before that must not rely
		 on grant approval.

• The project will reduce the risk of injury
		 or illness to employees.
• The employer has sufficient funds to
cover all estimated project costs.
• The project is supported by all public
entities involved and complies with
federal, state and local regulations.
The Safety Grant Program is authorized by Minnesota
Statutes § 79.253 and is governed by Minnesota
Rules, Parts 5203.0010 through 5203.0070. Copies of
these laws are available for review at the Minnesota
Department of Labor and Industry. They are also
available on the Office of the Revisor of Statutes website
at www.revisor.mn.gov.

DocuSign Envelope ID: A93E38A1-D9FA-46D7-BBF7-ACA950A7E120
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The City of Watertown
309 Lewis Ave S
Watertown, MN 55388

2/24/2020
To Whom It May Concern:

Following a safety inspection at the City of Watertown on February 20th, I became knowledgeable of a
HIGH-risk job task for the possibility of ergonomic injuries during a job process that involves reeling large
drainage hose. The current job task involves 500 feet of 4” hose which employees are required to lay
down by hand as well as reeling it up manually. The hose does break down into several sections, but in
total the weight of the hose adds up to about 500 pounds. Often when this job task is done, the terrain
is not flat and requires additional strain on the body when reeling the hose uphill. The hose is used to
drain flood areas around town as well as at the wastewater plant. In total, the procedure of laying down
the hose to reeling it back up is a process that takes place 12-20 times per year. I value this risk to be a
severe risk for ergonomic injury due to the frequency that the job task takes place as well as the
awkward bending position, while carrying and twisting that takes place when laying and reeling up the
heavy hose.
I believe in order to solve this ergonomic issue, the City of Watertown needs to look into finding
equipment to help carry the weight of the hose during the process. I have observed with great success
other cities using a hydraulic hose reel attachment for their skid loader, and it seems to really increase
productivity as well as greatly reduce the ergonomic risk on the employee’s body. Work-related
musculoskeletal disorders (MSDs) are one of the most frequently reported causes of lost work time, and
reports of employees being sore and tired each time after performing the job task is a good cause to
look for better solutions on how to make this job less straining. The general duty clause section 5
requires that employers shall provide a work environment free from recognized hazards. This job task
presents a high risk for ergonomic issues; therefore it needs to be addressed and corrected. My
recommendation would be to look into purchasing the skid loader attachment to reduce the risk of a
WMSD.

Sincerely,

Michael Sewell
Regional Safety Group Program Leader
Minnesota Municipal Utilities Association
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11/1/2019
Michael Dressel
Public Works Manager
Re: Property Preservation Survey on 10/30/2019
Dear Michael,
On the above date, I met with you to discuss loss control topics pertaining to the City of Watertown.
This was in conjunction with the city’s participation in the League of Minnesota Cities Insurance Trust
(LMCIT) property, liability and/or workers' compensation program.
Purpose of Visit
The primary purpose of my visit was to discuss various facility management program resources to
assist the city in its goal of preserving city buildings from damage through prevention and early
detection techniques.
Claim Activity Overview
No city will ever fully understand the impact of any severe loss until they have experience one. Once
the initial shock subsides is when all the “why” questions start to get asked. But these same “why”
questions should be asked when any property loss occurs, regardless of severity.
• Why was that contractor cutting pipe without a fire watch, and why didn’t we ask about their
hot work permitting system?
• Why didn’t we monitor the temperature in our community center before the failed furnace
allowed the pipes to freeze?
• Why didn’t we inspect our roof after that last severe storm, before the mold appeared?
• Why didn’t we use an infrared camera to detect failing equipment and various components of
the building envelope before it failed?
• Why didn’t we use the HVAC contractor to annually inspect our system before it failed?
When an effective Facility Management Program is implemented, it can give the city piece of mind
that all reasonable steps have been taken to prevent or minimize facility damage.
Managing the Exposure
There are two key components of a Facility Management Program. The first component is what can the
city do to minimize or eliminate the probability of property damage occurring. The second component
is what steps and procedures which should be followed to minimize the possibility of a financial loss
due to fire, theft, natural disasters, etc. Combined, these two phases comprise a complete Facility
Management Program.
Survey Overview
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This survey included the areas below where we discussed building preservation including the
frequency of inspection, testing and maintenance and who is responsible for completing each task.
• General Administrative Programs
• Electrical Services
• Facility Exterior
• Special Hazards (Flammable, Cooking,
& Welding)
• Roofs
• Emergency Planning
• HVAC
• Plumbing
Site Visits
In addition to discussing policies and practices in general, we visited the City Hall building to confirm
the city’s efforts already taking place, and to identify areas where future improvement should be
considered.
Summary of Solutions
• Assign Responsibilities
• Develop Emergency and Maintenance Plans
• Perform Inspections and Make Repairs
• Install, Test and Maintain Monitoring and Suppression Systems
Conclusions
• The City of Watertown has some provisions to improve the preservation of its facilities in place
including: The City overall did a good job of general housekeeping and was mostly on top of things
regarding building and equipment inspections. The things we spoke in detail about looking into
includes infrared testing in the buildings, Roof inspections before and after winter, and
documentation of inspections.
• Taking additional steps will strengthen the city’s efforts towards facilities preservation.
• Areas we discussed for an improvement include: Infrared testing around building windows,
walls, ceilings, roofs, and breaker panels to possibly catch a problem early. Inspecting roofs around
three times a year Looking into our checklists on things you already inspect may provide another
perspective and new things to look for when inspecting your buildings.
Recommendations
I’ve included loss control recommendations to strengthen the city’s ability to preserve its facilities for
your consideration in the appendix.
Service Plan
We discussed possible areas of focus for our next Loss Control visit. General Liability is one option we
discussed, but we can consider others next year. I will plan to contact you in approximately one year to
schedule the next loss control meeting.
60 Day Response
I have submitted recommendations for your consideration as a tool to help guide your risk management
efforts. The decision to complete the recommendations, either in part or in full or the decision not to
complete recommendations, lies entirely with the city. LMCIT believes completion of
recommendations can ultimately reduce property, liability or workers’ compensation losses. Please
Recommendations and comments are provided for loss control and risk exposure improvement purposes only. They
are not made for the purpose of complying with the requirements of any law, rule or regulation. We do not infer or
imply in the making of these recommendations and comments that all sites were reviewed or that all possible hazards
were noted. The final responsibility for conducting loss control and risk management programs rests with the member.
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contact me by telephone or e-mail within the next 60 days to let me know what, if any, progress you
are making on each recommendation. I look forward to hearing from you.
Thanks again for the time and courtesy extended to me during my visit. As always, if you have safety
or loss control related questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,
Michael Neff
Michael Neff | Loss Control Consultant
Cell: 612-210-5094 | Office: 651-281-1281
mneff@lmc.org | www.lmc.org
145 University West
St. Paul, MN 55103-2044

c: Michael Dressel; mdressel@ci.watertown.mn.us
Attachments:
• Facilities Managers Property Guide
• Resource Page- Infrared Testing Video
• Checklist – Hot Work Permit and Programs
• Checklist – General Building Inspection
• Checklist – Roof Inspection
• Checklist – Electrical
• Checklist – Flammable/Combustible Materials
• Checklist – Means of Egress
• Checklist – Sprinkler and Fire Alarm
• Checklist - Contractors Equipment

Recommendations and comments are provided for loss control and risk exposure improvement purposes only. They
are not made for the purpose of complying with the requirements of any law, rule or regulation. We do not infer or
imply in the making of these recommendations and comments that all sites were reviewed or that all possible hazards
were noted. The final responsibility for conducting loss control and risk management programs rests with the member.
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Recommendation Appendix
Below are items we discussed and/or viewed during my visit to the City of Watertown. The City should
take a closer look at these areas, using the tools referenced in this letter, attached, and listed below, to
identify deficiencies and to use as a guide for improvements.
Recommendations generated from today’s visit:

1-10/30: Consider using the fire department’s infrared camera to check electrical, mechanical,
and building systems for issues that could lead to larger problems in the future. (See attached
Infrared video demo list)
(Illustration)

Sample Infrared Inspection Reports
http://daytonthermalinspection.com/sample-infrared-inspection-reports/
2-10/30: Consider developing a City Facility Inspection and Documentation Program. The City
currently has some inspections and maintenance completed annually including fire extinguisher and
sprinkler systems. Using the attached checklists will help ensure that all City Facilities are being
inspected and reviewed for preventative maintenance activities before property damage occurs. (See
attached facility inspection forms)
3-10/30: Consider inspecting roofs around three times a year. The best time that we believe to do
them are before and after winter, then following any severe storm that could cause damage. Catching
problems early will save money in the long run.

Recommendations and comments are provided for loss control and risk exposure improvement purposes only. They
are not made for the purpose of complying with the requirements of any law, rule or regulation. We do not infer or
imply in the making of these recommendations and comments that all sites were reviewed or that all possible hazards
were noted. The final responsibility for conducting loss control and risk management programs rests with the member.
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4-3/3: Hydraulic Hose Attachment: The City of Watertown is looking to purchase a Hydraulic hose
reel to attach to a skid steer (like the picture below). This will make the labor much easier and less
stressed on workers as the attachment would allow them to reel/unreel quickly and easily, reach places
they previously weren’t able to get to, and will cause all their operations to be more efficient. It will
eliminate the trip hazard a regular hose laying around would carry, and the quality of the hose will stay
great over a long period of time as it is off the ground and always wound up.
4-3/3: Hose Reel Skid Loader Attachment: The City of Watertown is looking to purchase a Hose
Reel Attachment for a Skid Loader (example in attached picture). During sewer jetting cleaning
operations extra hose is sometimes required and having a hose reel will help in reducing staff injuries.
Current operations staff are handling the jetting hose manually. The jetting hose is cumbersome, and
heavy and could increase injuries to staff.

Recommendations and comments are provided for loss control and risk exposure improvement purposes only. They
are not made for the purpose of complying with the requirements of any law, rule or regulation. We do not infer or
imply in the making of these recommendations and comments that all sites were reviewed or that all possible hazards
were noted. The final responsibility for conducting loss control and risk management programs rests with the member.
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City of Watertown

Request for Action

Watertown City Council
May 12th, 2020
Agenda Item: Proclamation for Easing of Stay At Home Order
Request for Action: Adopt Proclamation 2020-01
Department: Shane Fineran, City Administrator
Background:
Council members have communicated that they feel that the economic and social impacts related to statewide
mitigation efforts enacted by the State of Minnesota have had an adverse impact on the local community of
Watertown. Our community is made up of many small businesses and faith communities that add to the
vibrancy and vitality of local life. The inability of these organizations to serve residents during the pandemic have
caused hardship on leaders, owners, and the broader community.
The attached proclamation will be shared with the Governor and our elected state leaders, urging that the Stay
At Home order be eased in order to re-ignite the local economy and provide outlet for faith activities if those
organizations so chose. The City Council will further encourage and trust that all residents and organizations
operate following all available public health guidance on social distancing and mitigation strategies as much as
possible the further spread of the COVID-19 virus. Furthermore, our residents who are of a vulnerable
population, elderly, or live in long-term care facilities are encouraged to continue to Stay At Home.
It is important for our residents and visitors to follow all of the available public health guidance as the
employees of the City of Watertown are deemed essential workers and are on the front lines of providing
protection of private and public property, protection of health and life through our fire and medical first
responders, law enforcement, municipal utilities, and publics works functions. A break down in those services
could be catastrophic for the community.
Funding Source:
None
Attachments:
Proclamation #2020-01
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CITY OF WATERTOWN
PROCLAMATION NO. 2020-01
DECLARATION OF THE CITY COUNCIL IN SUPPORT OF LOCAL
BUSINESS, ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND EMERGENCE FROM STAY AT HOME
ORDER DURING THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC
WHEREAS, the COVID-19 pandemic is a novel public health emergency that has
resulted in unprecedented state and local response; and
WHEREAS, on March 13, 2020, Governor Tim Walz declared a Peacetime State of
Emergency to authorize all necessary resources to be used in support of the COVID-19 response;
and
WHEREAS, on March 16, 2020, Governor Walz issued Emergency Executive Order 2004, which ordered the closure of bars, restaurants and public accommodations, which was
subsequently extended and remains in effect; and
WHEREAS, on March 25, 2020, Governor Walz issued Emergency Executive Order 2020 which ordered Minnesotans to stay at home; and
WHEREAS, on May 1, 2020, Governor Walz issued Emergency Executive Order 20-48
modifying the Stay-at-Home Order and extending it until May 18, 2020; and
WHEREAS, the Governor’s orders have helped the State of Minnesota better prepare for
the effects of the COVID-19 pandemic, and the City thanks the Governor for his judgment and
deference to public health officials; and
WHEREAS, due to community mitigation efforts, and responsible individual practices,
COVID-19 numbers remain low in Carver County, but, regardless, the virus will not be
eradicated in the immediate future; and
WHEREAS, local businesses and their employees have suffered significantly from the
stay-at-home orders and closures, and the local and state economy are suffering; and
WHEREAS, our community business owners and their employees are our neighbors and
their financial well-being and livelihood are a personal matter to the City Council and the
members of this community; and
WHEREAS, our community is supported by and actively engaged in the local faith
community and this outlet provides needed social and spiritual nourishment and guidance,
especially in times of challenge and adversity; and
WHEREAS, these elements of community vitality are integral to the community
cooperation and support necessary to combat and mitigate the COVID-19 pandemic; and
WHEREAS, Watertown is a community that understands the importance of social
distancing and staying at home, when feasible, and we believe that our community will continue
to follow all public heath guidance in good faith; and
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WHEREAS, our residents who are of a vulnerable population, live-in long-term care
facilities, or seniors are encouraged to continue to stay home and follow all recommended
precautions to stay safe; and
WHEREAS, our residents need a clear, decisive, and measurable plan that puts them on
a path to return from the Stay-At-Home order which will allow them to adequately prepare and
adjust for living and conducting their personal business while taking all recommended steps
offered by public health guidance for doing so; and
NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Watertown hereby proclaims that
the State of Minnesota should relax restrictions on businesses and places of worship starting May
18, 2020 and allow all businesses to open and places of worship, if they choose, provided that all
businesses and places of worship practice safe social distancing and follow all subsequent
guidance provided by the Minnesota Department of Health for safe operations during the
pandemic.

_________________________
Steve Washburn, Mayor
ATTEST:

_______________________
Lynn Tschudi, City Clerk-Treasurer

