
AGENDA 
CITY OF MAPLEWOOD HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

Thursday, January 12, 2023 
7:00PM 

 
City Council Chambers, Maplewood City Hall 

 
A. ROLL CALL 

 
B. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 
C. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 
1. December, 2022 

 
D. NEW BUSINESS 

 
1. Review of founding documents 
2. 106 Review for Purple Line Project 
3. Review and discuss goals for 2023 
4. Review and discuss possible preservation properties 

 
E. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1. Demo application(s)   
• 1855 White Bear Ave  
• Others TBD 

2. New board member recruitment  
3. Heritage Preservation Award Nominations  

Maplewoodmn.gov/HeritageAward 
 

 
F. VISITORPRESENTATIONS 

 
1. Maplewood Area Historical Society Update 

 
G. ADJOURNMENT 

 

 
 

RULES OF CIVILITY FOR THE CITY COUNCIL, BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND OUR COMMUNITY 
 

Following are rules of civility the City of Maplewood expects of everyone appearing at Commission Meetings - elected 
officials, staff and citizens. It is hoped that by following these simple rules, everyone’s opinions can be heard and 
understood in a reasonable manner. We appreciate the fact that when appearing at Commission meetings, it is 
understood that everyone will follow these principles: 

 
 

• Speak only for yourself, not for other Commission members or citizens - unless specifically tasked by your 
colleagues to speak for the group or for citizens in the form of a petition. 

• Show respect during comments and/or discussions, listen actively and do not interrupt or talk amongst each 
other. 

• Be respectful of the process, keeping order and decorum. Do not be critical of Commission members, staff or 
others in public. 

• Be respectful of each other’s time keeping remarks brief, to the point and non-repetitive. 



 

 

MINUTES 
 

CITY OF MAPLEWOOD HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
Thursday, December 8, 2022 

7:00PM 
 

City Council Chambers, Maplewood City Hall 
 

A. ROLL CALL 

Chair Bob Cardinal    Present 

Vice Chair Richard Currie  Present 

Commissioner John Gaspar   Present  

Commissioner David Hughes   Present 

Commissioner Barbara Kearn   Present 

Commissioner Laura Koski   Present 

Councilmember Villavicencio   Absent 

Staff: Joe Sheeran, Comms Mgr Present 
 

B. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

• J. Gaspar motion, Currie 2nd (pass with no objection on voice vote) 
 

C. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

1. November, 2022 
• D. Hughes motion, J. Gaspar 2nd (pass with no objection on voice vote) 

 
 

D. NEW BUSINESS 
 

1. Review of founding documents 
2. 106 Review for Purple Line Project 
3. Update on Ramsey County Poor Farm Water Tower 

 
 

E. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
1. Demo application (TBD) 
2. New board member recruitment update (Replacing J. DeMoe) 

 
F. VISITORPRESENTATIONS 

1. Maplewood Area Historical Society Update 
 

G. ADJOURNMENT 
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 ORDINANCE 755 
 
 ORDINANCE FOR MAPLEWOOD HISTORICAL ADVISORY COMMISSION 
 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MAPLEWOOD DOES HEREIN ORDAIN: 
 
 

Article IV, Secs. 2-87 to 2-99 is hereby added to read as follows: 
 
 

DIVISION 4. HISTORICAL COMMISSION 
 

Sec. 2-87 Established 
 

There is hereby established for the City a Historical Commission as an 
independent board to the City Council, as provided in Minnesota Statutes Annotated 
Sections 471.93 and 138.51. 

 
Sec. 2-88.  Statement of public policy and purpose. 

 
It is hereby declared by the City Council that it is the public policy of the City to 

engage in a comprehensive program of historic preservation and to promote the use and 
conservation of historic properties for the education, inspiration, pleasure, and 
enrichment of the citizens of this Area.  The purpose of this division creating the 
Historical Commission is to secure for all citizens the opportunity to preserve and 
disseminate knowledge of the area's history. 

 
Sec. 2-89. Advisory body: 

 
All actions of the Historical Commission shall be in the nature of 

recommendations to the City Council, and said Commission shall have no final authority 
with reference to any matters, except as the Council may lawfully delegate authority to it. 

 
Sec. 2-90.  Composition; Appointment; Qualifications; Terms 

 
(a) The Historical Commission shall be composed of 7 members appointed by 

the City Council, who shall be residents of the City, and shall be selected to 
assure that the Commission is representative of the various areas of the 
City and responsive to the needs of the people.  The unexpired portion of 
the year in which the appointments are made shall be considered as one 
year.  All terms shall expire on December 31 of the year in which the 
appointment terminates.  As the terms expire, all appointments thereafter 
shall be for a term of 3 years, and a member may only be reappointed for 
one additional term.  The first board appointed by the Council shall serve as 
follows: three members for three years and four members for two-year 
terms.  After the two-year terms expire, all appointments shall be three-year 
appointments. 

 
Sec. 2-91.  Officers Generally. 

 
The chairperson and vice-chairperson of the Historical Commission shall be 

elected by the Historical Commission at the first meeting in January  of each year from 
among the members of the Historical Commission.  The chairperson shall be responsible 
for calling and presiding over all meetings and shall be entitled to an equal vote with 
other members of the Commission. 

 
Sec. 2-92. Vacancies. 

 
(a) Any of the following may cause the office of a Historical Commissioner to 

become vacated: 
(1) Death or removal from the City; 
 
 
(2) Disability or failure to serve, as shown by failure to attend 

four (4) meetings in any year, may be cause for removal by the 
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Council majority, unless good cause can be shown to the 
Council. 

(3) Resignation in writing. 
(4) Taking of public office in the City. 

 
Sec. 2-93. Officers, Meetings, Rules of Procedure; Public Attendance; etc. 

 
(a) The Historical Commission shall establish meeting times and 

adopt its own Rules of Procedure to be reviewed and 
approved by the City Council. 

 
(b) All meetings of this Commission shall be open to the public and 

shall be housed in such manner as to permit public attendance. 
 

Sec. 2.94. Powers. 
 

The powers of the Historical Commission shall be as follows: 
 

(1) Recommend districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that 
are of historical, archeological, engineering or cultural significance. 

(2) Accept donations, funds and property on behalf of the City. 
(3) Assist in the establishment of a non-profit Maplewood Area Historical 

Society. 
 

No power shall be exercised by the Commission which is contrary to a State law or 
denied by the City by its charter or law.  The powers of the Commission shall be 
exercised only in a manner prescribed by ordinance and no action of a Commission shall 
contravene any provision of the City's zoning or planning ordinance unless expressly 
authorized by an ordinance. 

 
Sec. 2-95. Duties and Responsibilities. 

 
The duties of the Historical Commission shall be as follows: 

 
(1) To discover and collect any and all material which may establish or 

illustrate the history of the City. 
(2) The Commission may publish any and all materials which may bear 

upon this history. 
(3) To provide for the guidelines for any and all material necessary to 

fulfill its purpose. 
 

Sec. 2-96. Compensation, expenses. 
 

All members of the Historical Commission shall serve without compensation.   
 

Sec. 2-97. Staff - Director of Commission responsible for correspondence, docket, 
minutes, records, files, etc. 

 
Subject to the direction of the Historical Commission and its chairperson, the City 

Manager's designated person shall conduct all correspondence of the Commission, send 
out all notices required, attend all meetings and hearings of the Commission, keep the 
docket and minutes of the Commission's proceedings, compile all required records, and 
maintain the necessary files and indexes of the Commission. 

 
Sec. 2-98.  City Attorney and Other City Employees. 

 
(a) The services of the City Attorney shall be available to the Historical 

Commission. 
 

Sec. 2-99. Sunset 
 

(a) The Historical Commission shall sunset December 31, 2000. 
 
Passed by the City Council of the 
City of Maplewood, Minnesota,  
on the 13th day of May, 1996 



f.    Councilmember Rossbach moved to approve the site plan date stamped March
19.   1996 for a used car sales lot and backyard shed sales business on

the east side of Hiahwav 61.   south of County Road D.    The Director of
Community Devel~ment may approve minor changes.

Seconded by Councilmember Koppen Ayes all

H.    AWARD OF BIDS

NONE

I.    UNFINISHED BUSINESS

1.    Historical Advisory Commission/Historical Society Ordinance  -  Second Reading

a.    Manager McGuire presented the staff report.

b.    City Attorney Kelly presented the history and details of the proposed
Ordinance creating the History Commission.

c.    Councilmember Carlson introduced the following Ordinance for second
reading and moved its adoption:

ORDINANCE N0.  755

ORDINANCE FOR MAPLEWOOD HISTORICAL ADVISORY COMMISSION

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MAPLEWOOD DOES HEREIN ORDAIN:

Article IV,   Secs.   2-87 to 2-99 is hereby added to read as follows:

DIVISION 4.  HISTORICAL COMMISSION

Sec.  2-87 Established

There is hereby established for the City a Historical Commission as an advisory
board to the City Council,   as provided in Minnesota Statutes Annotated Sections
471.93 and 138.51.

Sec.  2-88.    Statement of public policy and purpose.

It is hereby declared by the City Council that it is the public policy of the

City to engage in a comprehensive program of historic preservation and to promote the
use and conservation of historic properties for the education,   inspiration,   pleasure,
and enrichment of the citizens of the Maplewood area.

Sec.  2-89.  Advisory body:

All actions of the Historical Commission shall be in the nature of
recommendations to the City Council,   and said Commission shall have no final

authority with reference to any matters,  except as the Council may lawfully delegate
authority to it.
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Sec.  2-90.    Composition;  Appointment;  Qualifications;  Terms

a)  The Historical Commission shall be composed of 7 members appointed by the

City Council,   who shall be residents of the City,   and shall be selected to

assure that the Commission is representative of the various areas of the

City and responsive to the needs of the City.:  ,The unexpired portion of the

year in which the appointments are made shall be considered as one year.
All terms shall expire on December 31 of the year in which the appointment
terminates.    As the terms expire,   all appointments thereafter shall be for

a term of 3 years,   and a member may only be reappointed for one additional

term.     The first board appointed by the Council shall serve as follows:

three members for three years and four members for two-year terms.    After

the two-year terms expire,     all appointments shall be three-year
appointments.

Sec.  2-91.    Officers Generally.

The chairperson and vice-chairperson of the Historical Commission.  shall be

elected by the Historical Commission at the first meeting in January of each year
from among the members of the Historical Commission.     The chairperson shall be

responsible for calling and presiding over all meetings and shall be entitled to an

equal vote with other members of the Commission.

Sec.  2-92.  Vacancies.

a)  Any of the following may cause the office of a Historical Commissioner to

become vacated:

1)   Death or removal from the City;
2)  Disability or failure to serve,   as shown by failure to attend

four  (4)  meetings in any year,  may be cause for removal by the
Council majority,   unless good cause can be shown to the Council.

3)  Resignation in writing.
4)  Taking of public office in the City.

Sec.  2-93.  Officers,  Meetings,   Rules of Procedure;   Public Attendance;  etc.

a)  The Historical Commission shall establish meeting times and adopt
its own Rules of Procedure to be reviewed and approved by the City
Council.

b)  All meetings of this Commission shall be open to the public and shall be
housed in such manner as to permit public attendance.

Sec.  2.94.  Powers.

The powers of the Historical Commission shall be as follows:

1)  Recommend districts,  sites,   buildings,   structures,   and objects that are

of historical,   archeological,   engineering or cultural significance.
2)  Accept donations,   funds and property on behalf of the City..
3)  Assist in the establishment of a non-profit Maplewood Area Historical

Society.

No power shall be exercised by the Commission which is'contrary to a State law

or denied by the City by its charter or law.    The powers of the Commission shall be

exercised only in a manner prescribed by ordinance and no action of a Commission

shall contravene any provision of the City's zoning or planning ordinance unless

expressly authorized by an ordinance.
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Sec.  2-95.  Duties and Responsibilities.

The duties of the Historical Commission shall be as follows:

1)  To discover and collect any and all material which may establish or

illustrate the history of the City.
2)  The Commission may publish any and all materials which may bear upon

this history.
3)  To provide for the guidelines for any and all material necessary to

fulfill its purpose.

Sec.  2-96.  Compensation,  expenses.

All members of the Historical Commission shall serve without compensation.

Sec.  2-97.    Staff  -  Director of Commission responsible for correspondence,  docket,
minutes,   records,   files,  etc.

Subject to the direction of the Historical Commission and its chairperson,   the

City Manager's designated person shall conduct all correspondence of the Commission,

send out all notices required,   attend all meetings and hearings of the Commission,

keep the docket and minutes of the Commission's proceedings,   compile all required
records,   and maintain the necessary files and indexes of the Commission.

Sec.  2-98.    City Attorney and Other City Employees.

a)  The services of the City Attorney shall be available to the Historical

Commission.

Sec.  2-99.    Sunset

a)  The Historical Commission shall sunset on December 31,  y082~
2oGNl.

Seconded by Councilmember Koppen Ayes  -   all

J.    NEW BUSINESS

1.    Stop Sign Requests

a.    Manager McGuire presented the staff report.

b.    Director of Public Works Haider presented the specifics of the report.

c.    Mayor Bastian asked if anyone wished to speak before the Council.

regarding this matter.    The following were heard:

Bill Daley,   907 Lakewood Court  -   In favor of stop signs
Read letter from Diane  &  Rick Sherwood,   885 Schaller Drive  -   In favor

Scott Samuelson,  2420 Hillwood Drive  -   In favor,  also suggested  "Curve"  and
or  "Children at Play"  signs.

Brian Fitzgerald,   870 Lakewood Drive In favor

Debbie Daley,   907 Lakewood Court  -   In favor

d.    Councilmember Rossbach moved to approve the requests for stop signs at

Hillwood Drive and Marnie Street and at Schaller Drive.  and Lakewood

Court.

Seconded by Mayor Bastian Ayes all
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ORDINANCE 845 
 
 

ORDINANCE FOR MAPLEWOOD HISTORICAL PRESERVATION COMMISSION  
 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MAPLEWOOD DOES HEREIN ORDAIN:  
 
Article IV. Secs. 2-87 to 2-99 is hereby added to read as follows:  
 
DIVISION 4.  HISTORICAL PRESERVATION COMMISSION (“Commission”)  
 
Section 2-87. Authority for Establishment  

There is hereby established for the City a Historical Preservation Commission as an 
independent board to the City Council, as provided in Minnesota Statutes Annotated Sections 
471.193 and 138.51. 
 
Section 2-88. Statement of public policy and purpose.  

It is hereby declared by the City Council that it is the public policy of the City to engage 
in a comprehensive program of historic preservation and to promote the use and conservation 
of historic properties for the education, inspiration, pleasure and enrichment of the citizens of 
this Area.  The purpose of this division creating the Commission is to secure for all citizens of 
Maplewood the opportunity to preserve and promote its historic resources through the 
dissemination of knowledge about the area’s history. 
 
Section 2-89. Advisory body.  

All actions of the Commission shall be in the nature of recommendations to the City 
Council, and said Commission shall have no final authority with reference to any matters, except 
as the Council may lawfully delegate authority to it.  
 
Section 2-90. Composition; Appointment; Qualifications; Terms.  

(a) The Historical Commission shall be composed of 7 members appointed by the City 
Council, who shall be residents of the City, and shall be selected to assure that the Commission 
is representative of the various areas of the City and responsive to the needs of the people.  
 

Commission membership shall be drawn from persons with demonstrated interest and/or 
expertise in historic preservation.  If available in the community, at least two members of the 
Commission shall be preservation-related professionals (including the professions of history, 
architecture, architectural history, archeology, planning, real estate, design, building trades, 
landscape architecture, or law).  If available, one member of the Commission must be a 
designated representative of the Ramsey County Historical Society, or the City will pay for a 
membership for the Commission Chairperson.  
 

Specific disciplines and professional qualifications must be represented on the 
Commission (or professional expertise must be sought) when the Commission is considering 
nominations to the National Register of Historic Places (see Section X=XX, part x, for the 
nomination process) and other actions that will impact properties which are normally evaluated 
by a professional in such a discipline.  
 

The City of Maplewood will advertise for nominations to fill vacancies on the 
Commission.  The Commission members will interview nominees and recommend new 
members to the City Council based on the following factors:  
 

(1) interest and/or experience in history and historic preservation;  



 
(2) if possible, a resident from an area of the city (West, North/Central, South)  

that has a vacancy on the Commission; otherwise, an “at large” member;  
 
 (3) if possible, a resident who represents specific disciplines or professional 

qualifications (as noted above) if such vacancies exist on the Commission.  
 
 The unexpired portion of the year in which appointments are made shall be considered 
as one year. All terms shall expire on December 31 of the year in which the appointment 
terminates.  As the terms expire, all appointments thereafter shall be for a term of 3 years. After 
the terms of the current members expire, all appointments and reappointments shall be three-
year appointments.  
 
Section. 2-91. Officers Generally.  

The chairperson and vice-chairperson of the Commission shall be elected by the 
Commission at the first meeting in January of each year from among the members of the 
Commission. The Chairperson shall be responsible for calling and presiding over all meetings 
and shall be entitled to an equal vote with other members of the Commission.  If the 
Chairperson is unable to attend a meeting, the vice-chairperson shall conduct the meeting.  
 
 
Passed by the Maplewood City Council December 22, 2003.  









AMENDMENT ORDINANCE 905 
 

THE HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION ORDINANCE  
 
Section 1 This amendment revises Sections 2-87 to 2-91  
 
DIVISION 4 HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION (“Commission”) 
 
Section 2-87 Authority for Establishment  
 

There is hereby established for the City a Heritage Preservation Commission as an 
independent commission to the City Council, as provided in Minnesota Statutes Annotated 
Sections 471.193 and 138.51. 
 
Section 2-88 Statement of public policy and purpose 
 

The City Council hereby declares as a matter of public policy that the protection, 
preservation, perpetuation and use of places, areas, buildings, structures and other objects 
having a special historical, community or aesthetic interest or value is a public necessity and is 
required in the interest of the people.  The purpose of this Chapter is to: 

(a) Safeguard the cultural resources of the City by preserving sites, structures, districts and 
landmarks which reflect elements of the City's cultural, social, economic, political or 
architectural history; 

(b) Protect and enhance the City's attractions to residents and visitors; 

(c) Foster civic pride in the beauty and notable achievements of the past; 

(d) Enhance the visual and aesthetic character, diversity and interest of the City; and 

(e) Promote the use and preservation of historic sites and landmarks for the education and 
general welfare of the people of the City. 

Section 2-89 Advisory body 
 
All actions of the Commission shall be in the nature of recommendations to the City Council, 
and said Commission shall have no final authority with reference to any matters, except as the 
Council may lawfully delegate authority to it. 
 
Section 2-90 Composition; Appointment; Qualifications; Terms 
 
(a) The Heritage Commission shall be composed of seven (7) members appointed by the 
City Council, who shall be residents of the City, and shall be selected to assure that the 
Commission is representative of the various areas of the City and responsive to the needs of 
the people. 
 
(b) Commission membership shall be drawn from persons with demonstrated interest and/or 
expertise in historic preservation.  If available in the community, at least two members of the 
Commission shall be heritage preservation-related professionals (e.g. the professions of history, 



architecture, architectural history, archeology, planning, real estate, design, building trades, 
landscape architecture, or law).  A member of the Maplewood Heritage Preservation 
Commission is required to be a representative to the Ramsey County Historical Society. The 
City shall pay for the membership of the Commission or designee.  
 
(c) The members of the heritage preservation commission shall serve staggered terms.  All 
appointments shall be assigned by the city council for a term of three years.   
 
Section 2-91 Officers Generally 
 

The chairperson and vice-chairperson of the Commission shall be elected by the 
Commission at the first meeting in January of each year from among the members of the 
Commission.  The Chairperson shall be responsible for calling and presiding over all meetings 
and shall be entitled to an equal vote with other members of the Commission.  If the 
Chairperson is unable to attend a meeting, the vice-chairperson shall conduct the meeting. 
 
Section 2-92 Designation of historic sites and landmarks 
 
(a) Procedures:  The City Council, upon the request of the Commission, may by resolution 
designate an historic site, landmark, or district.  Prior to such designation, the city council shall 
hold a public hearing, notice of which shall be published at least ten (10) days prior to the date 
of the hearing.  Notice of the hearing shall also be mailed to all owners of property which is 
proposed to be designated as an historic site, landmark or district and to all property owners 
within five hundred (500) feet of the boundary of the area to be designated.  Every nomination 
shall be forwarded to the Minnesota Historical Society for review and comment within sixty (60) 
days of the Commission’s request. 
 
(b) Eligibility criteria:  In considering the designation of any area, site, place, district, building 
or structure in the city as an historic site, landmark, or district the Commission shall consider the 
following factors with respect to eligibility: 

(1) Its character, interest or value as part of the history or cultural heritage of the 
City, the State or the United States; 

(2) Its association with persons or events that have made a significant contribution to 
the cultural heritage of the City; 

 
(3) Its potential to yield information important in history or prehistory; 

 
(4) Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of architectural type or style, or 

elements of design, detail materials or craftsmanship; and 
 

(5) Its unique location or singular physical appearance representing an established 
or familiar visual feature of a neighborhood or community of the City.  

 
Section 2-93 Alterations to landmarks, sites or districts; review 
 
(a) Review and recommendations generally:  The Commission shall review and make 
recommendations to the Council concerning proposed alterations to an historic site, landmark or 
district. 
 



(b) Land use permit:  Every application for a land use permit which may result in the 
alteration of a designated historic site, landmark or district in the City shall be reviewed by the 
Commission; thereafter, the Commission shall make a recommendation and may recommend 
conditions regarding approval to the City Council concerning the proposed permit. 

 
(c) Other building permits:  The Commission shall review and make recommendations to 
the Council concerning the issuance of building permits to do any of the following in a historic 
district or State designated historic site: 
 
(1) New construction – New building or new addition to an existing building  
(2) Remodel – Alter, change or modify building or site 
(3) Move a building – Building or structure moved into the city. 
(4) Excavation – Dig out materials from the ground. 
(5) Demolition – Destroy, remove or raze – completely tear down  

  
(d) Factors considered:  The Commission, upon receipt of the permit application and plans, 
shall determine if the work to be performed adversely affects the designated historic site, 
landmark or district.  In determining whether or not there is an adverse effect to the historic site, 
landmark, or district the Commission shall consider the following factors: 
 

(1) Whether the work will significantly alter the appearance of the building or 
structure so as to remove the features which distinguish the historic site, landmark or district as 
a significant cultural resource. 

(2) Whether the use of the property will destroy, disturb or endanger a known or 
suspected archaeological feature site. 
 
(e) Standards and guidelines:  The Comprehensive Plan adopted by the City shall be the 
authoritative guide to reviewing permits in relation to designated historic sites, landmarks and 
historic districts.  
 
(f) Appeals:  Any party aggrieved by a decision of the Commission shall within ten (10) 
days of the Commission’s action recommending denying the issuance of a building permit within 
a historic district have a right to appeal such decision to the City Council.  The Commission in 
recommending denial of a building permit shall advise the applicant of his/her right to appeal to 
the City Council. The aggrieved party shall file with the Building Official a written notice 
requesting Council review of the action taken by the Commission. 
  
Section 2-94 Maintenance of records and documents  
 

The Commission shall conduct a continuing survey of cultural resources in the City 
which the Commission has reason to believe are or will be eligible for designation as historic 
sites, landmarks or districts. The Commission shall also prepare and maintain a Comprehensive 
map and survey. 
 
(a) Register of Historic Sites and Landmarks: The City shall maintain a register of historic 
sites and landmarks.  
 
(b) Repository for Documents:  The office of the Building Official is designated as the 
repository for all studies, surveys, reports, programs, and designations of historic sites and 
landmarks.  



 
Section 2-95 Violation  
 
It shall be a misdemeanor to alter, disturb, deface or materially change the appearance or use 
of a designated historic site, landmark, or district without a permit.  
 
This Historical Preservation Commission recommended approval of this ordinance. 
 
This ordinance shall take effect after publishing in the official newspaper.  
 
The Maplewood City Council approved this ordinance on June 28, 2010. 
 
         

 
 
 



Affidavit of Publication 

State of Minnesota ) SS 

County of R amsey I 
_____ ANNE ___ T_H_IL_L_E_N _____________ , being duly sworn, on oath, says that 

he/she is the publisher or authorized agent and employee of the publisher of the newspaper known 

as MAPLEWOOD REVIEW 
stated below: 

, and has full knowledge of the facts which are 

(A) The newspaper has complied with all of the requirements constituting qualification as a qualified 

newspaper, as provided by Minnesota Statute 331A.02, 331A.07, and other applicable laws, as amended. 

(B) The printed ORDINANCE 905 

which is attached was cut from the columns of said newspaper, and was printed and published once each 
1 TH 

week, for ___ successive weeks; it was first published on WEDNESDAY , the 7 day of 

JULY , 20 _J_Q_, and was thereafter printed and published on every _______ to and 

including _______ , the ___ day of _______ , 20 __ ; and printed below is a copy of 

the lower case alphabet from A to Z, both inclusive, which is hereby acknowledged as being the size and 

kind of type used in the composition and publication of the notice: 

• ABCDEFGHIJKLMNOPQRSTUVWXYZ 
• ABCD EFGHIJKLMNOPQRSTUVWXYZ 
'abcdefghijklmnopqrstuvwxyz 

BY:____.f2wu~_1ff_, ~- · _ 
TITLE_L_E~G~A_L_C~O~O~R_D_IN_A_T_O_R ___ _ 

(1) Le, 
RATE INFORMATION 

(2) Maximum rate allowed by law for the above matter. ....... ....... ... ..... ...... .... ..... ... .. $25.00 per col. inch 

(3) Rate actually charged for the above matter ....... .... .... ... ... ....... .. ...... .... ......... ...... $ per col. inch 
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characteristics of architectural type or 
style, or elements of design, detail 
materials or craftsmanship; and 
(5) Its unique location or singular 

physical appearance representing an 
established or familiar visual feature of a 
neighborhood or community of the City. 
Section 2-93 Alterations to 

landmarks, sites or districts; review 
(a) Review and recommendations 

generally: The Commission shall review 
and make recommendations to the 
Council concerning proposed alterations 
to an historic site, landmark or district. 
(b) Land use permit: Every application 

CITY OF MAPLEWOOD for a land use permit which may result in 
AMENDMENT ORDINANCE 905 the alteration of a designated historic 

THE HERITAGE PRESERVATION site, landmark or district in the City shall 
COMMISSION ORDINANCE be reviewed by the Commission· 

Section 1 This amendment revises thereafter, the Commission shall make ~ 
Sections 2-87 to 2-91 of Ordinance recommendation and may recommend 
845 (additions are underlined and conditions regarding approval to the City 
deletions are stricken): ~ Council concerning the proposed 
DIVISION 4 HERITAGE permit. 

PRESERVATION COMMISSION (c) Other building permits: The 
("Commission") . Commission shall review and make 
Section 2-87 Authority for recommendations to the Council 

Establishment concerning the issuance of building 
There is hereby established for the City permits to do any _of the following in a 

a Heritage Preservation Commission as historic district or State designated 
an independent commission to the City historic site: 
Council , as provided in Minnesota (1) New construction - New building or 
Statutes Annotated . Sections 471 .193 new addition to an existing building 
and 138.51 . (2) Remodel - Alter, change or modify 
Section 2-88 Statement of public building or site 

policy and purpose (3) Move a building - Building or 
The City Council hereby declares as a structure moved into the city. 

matter of public policy that the (4) Excavation - Dig out materials from 
protection, preservation, perpetuation the ground. 
and use of places, areas, buildings, (5) Demolition - Destroy, remove or 
structures and other objects having a raze - completely tear down 
special historical , community or (d) Factors considered: The 
aesthetic interest or value is a public Commission, upon receipt of the permit 
necessity and is required in the interest application and plans, shall determine if 
of the people. The purpose of this the work to be performed adversely 
Chapter is to: affects the designated historic site 
(a) Safeguard the cultural resources of landmark or district. In determining 

the City by preserving sites, structures whether or not there is an adverse effect 
districts and landmarks which refleci to the historic site, landmark, or district 
elements of the City's cultural, social, the Commission shall consider the 
economic, political or architectural following factors: 
history; (1) Whether the work will significantly 
{b) Protect and enhance the City's alter the appearance of the building or 

attractions to residents and visitors· structure so as to remove the features 
(c) Foster civic pride in the beauty and which distinguish the historic site 

notable achievements of the past; landmark or district as a significant 
{d) Enhance the visual and aesthetic cultural resource. 

character, diversity and, interest of the (2) Whether the use of the property will 
City; and destroy, disturb or endanger a known or 
(e) Promote the use and preservation suspected archaeological feature site. 

of historic sites and landmarks for the (e) Standards and guidelines: The 
education and general welfare of the Comprehensive Plan adopted by the 
people of the City. City shall be the authoritative guide to 
Section 2-89 Advisory body reviewing permits in relation to 
All actions of the Commission shall be designated historic sites, landmarks and 

in the nature of recommendations to the historic districts. 
City Council, and said Commission shall (f) . Appeals: Any party aggrieved by a 
have no final authority with reference to dec1s1on of the Commission shall within 
any matters, except as the Council may ten (10) days of the Commission's 
lawfully delegate authority to it. action recommending denying the 
Section 2-90 Composition· issuance of a building permit within a 

Appointment; Quallflcatlons; Terms ' historic district have a right to appeal 
(a) The Heritage Commission shall be such decision to the City Council. The 

composed of seven (7) members Commission in recommending denial of 
appoin!ed by the City Council, who shall a building permit shall advise the 
be residents of the City, and shall be applicant of his/her right to appeal to the 
selected to assure that the Commission City Council. The aggrieved party shall 
is representative of the various areas of file with the Building Official a written 
the City and responsive to the needs of notice requesting Council review of the 
the ~ le. action taken by the Commission. 

:..} ~·• ! 



{bl Commission membership shall be 
lrawn from persons with demonstrated 
,terest and/or expertise in historic 
1reservation. If available in the 
;ommunity, at least two members of the 
;ommission shall be heritage 
>reservation-related professionals (e.g. 
.he professions of history, architecture, 
:irchitectural history, archeology, 
planning, real estate, design, building 
trades, landscape architecture, or law). 
A member of the Maplewood Heritage 
Preservation Commission is required to 
be a representative to the Ramsey 
County Historical Society. The City shall 
pay for the membership of the 
Commission or designee. 
(c) The members of the heritage 

preservation commission shall serve 
staggered terms. All appointmen!s shall 
be assigned by the city council for a 
term of three years. 

Section 2-91 Officers Generally 
The chairperson and vice-chairperson 

of the Commission shall be elected by 
the Commission at the first meeting in 
January of each year from among the 
members of the Commission. The 
Chairperson shall be responsible for 
calling and presiding over all meetings 
and shall be entitled to an equal vote 
with other members of the Commission. 
If the Chairperson is unable to attend a 

Section 2-94-Maintenance of recoras 
and documents 
The Commission shall CQnduct a 

continuing survey of cultural resources 
in the City which the Commission has 
reason to believe are or will be eligible 
for designation as historic _sit~s, 
landmarks or districts. The CommlSSIOO 
shall also prepare and maintain a 
Comprehensive map and survey. 
(a) Register of Historic Sites and 

Landmarks: The City shall maintain a 
register of historic sites and landmarks. 
(b) Repository for Documen~ _: ~e 

office of the Building . Off1c1al Is 
designated as the repository for all 
studies, surveys, reports, programs, and 
designations of historic sites and 
landmarks. 
Section 2-95 Violation 
It shall be a misdemeanor to alter, 

disturb, deface or maierially cha~ge the 
appearance or use of a designated 
historic site, landmark, or district without 
a permit. . 
This Historical Preservation 

Commission recommended approval of 
this ordinance. 
This ordinance shall take effect after 

publishing in the official newspaper. The 
Maplewood City Council approved this 
ordinance on June 28, 2010. 

WIii Roubach, Mayor 
Attest: 

meeting, the vice-chairperson shall Karen Gumoile, City Clerk 
conduct the meeting. (Review: July 7, 2010) 
Section 2-92 Designation of historic j __ 

sites and landmarks · 
(a) Procedures: The City Council, upon 

the request of the Commission, may by 
resolution designate an historic site, 
landmark, or district. Prior to such 
designation, the city council shall hold a 
public hearing, notice of which shall be 
published at least ten (10) days prior to 
the date of the hearing. Notice of the 
hearing shall also be mailed to all 
owners of property which is proposed to 
be designated as an historic site, 
landmark or district and to all property 
owners within five hundred (500) feet of 
the boundary of the area to be 
designated. Every nomination _shall be 
forwarded to the Minnesota Historical 
Society for review and comment within 
sixty (60) days of the Commission's 
request. 
(b) Eligibility criteria: In considering the 

designation of any area, site, place, 
district, building or structure in the city 
as an historic site, landmark, or district 
the Commission shall consider the 
following factors with respect to 
eligibility: 

(1 ) Its character, interest or v~lue as 
part of the history or cultural heritage of 
the City, the State or the United States; 
(2) Its association with persons or 

events that , have made a significant 
contribution to the cultural ~eritage ol 
the City; 
(3) Its potential to yield ;information 

important in history or prehie tory; 
(4) Its embodiment of di;tinguishing 

















exempt: 

a. Water lineflushing performed byagovernment agency, other potable water
sourcessuch aslandscape irrigation orlawnwatering, diverted stream flows, 
rising ground water, ground water infiltration tostormdrains, uncontaminated
pumped ground water, foundation orfooting drains (not including active
groundwater dewatering systems), crawlspace pumps, airconditioning
condensation, springs, natural riparian habitat orwetland flows, andanyother
water source notcontaining pollutants. 

b. Discharges orflows fromfirefighting, andotherdischarges specified inwriting by
thecityasbeing necessary toprotect public health andsafety. 

7. CoalTarSealants.Theuseofcoaltarsealers onasphalt driveways isacommon
practice.  Coal tarsealant products contain polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs),  
which areagroupoforganic chemicals formed during theincomplete burning ofcoal, oil,  
gas, orotherorganic substances.  Scientific studies havedemonstrated arelationship
between theuseofthese products onstormwater runoffandcertain health and
environmental concerns.  Thecoaltarsealer section oftheordinance willprohibit any
person fromapplying thismaterial toanydriveway, parking lot, orothersurface inthe
city.  Asphalt-based driveway sealers arestillpermitted asanalternative tocoaltar
sealants, which arenotharmful ontheenvironment.  Thepurpose ofthecoaltarsealant
banis toprotect, restore, andpreserve thequality ofourwaters. 

Thestormwater management ordinance goes intoeffectafterpublication.  Anofficial copyofthe
stormwater management ordinance isonfilein theofficeoftheMaplewood Community
Development andParksand Public Works Departmentsor canbeobtained onthecity’swebsite
atwww.ci.maplewood.mn.us/stormwater. Questions regarding thisordinance shouldbedirected
toMichael Thompson, CityEngineer at (651) 249-2403or hecanbereached byemailat
michael.thompson@ci.maplewood.mn.us. 

Seconded byCouncilmemberJuenemann. Ayes –All

Themotion passed. 

3.Historical Preservation Ordinance Amendments – Second Reading
a.Environmental Planner, Shann Finwallgave thereport andanswered questions ofthe

council. 

Councilmember Wasilukmoved toapprove the (second reading) ofthehistorical preservation
ordinance amendments. 

AMENDMENT ORDINANCE 905

THE HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION ORDINANCE

Section 1This amendment revises Sections 2-87to2-91of Ordinance 845additions areunderlined
anddeletions arestricken): 

DIVISION 4HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION (“ Commission”) 

Section 2-87Authority forEstablishment
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There ishereby established fortheCityaHeritage Preservation Commission asanindependent
commission totheCityCouncil, asprovided inMinnesota Statutes Annotated Sections 471.193and
138.51. 

Section 2-88Statement ofpublic policy and purpose

TheCityCouncil hereby declares asamatterofpublicpolicy thattheprotection, preservation,  
perpetuation anduseofplaces, areas, buildings, structures andotherobjects havingaspecial historical,  
community oraesthetic interest orvalue isapublic necessity andisrequired intheinterestofthepeople.   
Thepurpose ofthisChapter isto: 

a) Safeguard thecultural resources oftheCitybypreserving sites, structures, districts and
landmarks whichreflectelements oftheCity'scultural, social, economic, political orarchitectural
history; 

b) Protect andenhance theCity'sattractions toresidents andvisitors; 

c) Foster civicprideinthebeautyandnotable achievements ofthepast; 

d) Enhance thevisualandaesthetic character, diversity andinterestoftheCity; and

e) Promote theuseandpreservation ofhistoric sitesandlandmarks fortheeducation andgeneral
welfare ofthepeople oftheCity. 

Section 2-89Advisory body

Allactions oftheCommission shallbeinthenatureofrecommendations totheCityCouncil, andsaid
Commission shallhavenofinalauthority withreference toanymatters, except astheCouncil may
lawfully delegate authority toit. 

Section 2-90Composition; Appointment; Qualifications; Terms

a) TheHeritage Commission shallbecomposed ofseven (7) members appointed bytheCity
Council, whoshallberesidents oftheCity, andshallbeselected toassure that theCommission is
representative ofthevarious areasoftheCityandresponsive totheneedsofthepeople. 

b) Commission membership shallbedrawn frompersons withdemonstrated interest and/or
expertise inhistoric preservation.  Ifavailable inthecommunity, atleast twomembers oftheCommission
shallbeheritage preservation-related professionals (e.g. theprofessions ofhistory, architecture,  
architectural history, archeology, planning, realestate, design, building trades, landscape architecture, or
law).  Amember oftheMaplewood Heritage Preservation Commission isrequired tobearepresentative
totheRamsey County Historical Society. TheCityshallpayforthemembership oftheCommission or
designee.  

c) Themembers oftheheritage preservation commission shallservestaggered terms.  All
appointments shallbeassigned bythecitycouncil foratermofthreeyears.   

Section 2-91Officers Generally

Thechairperson andvice-chairperson oftheCommission shallbeelected bytheCommission at
thefirstmeeting inJanuary ofeachyear fromamong themembers oftheCommission.  TheChairperson
shallberesponsible forcalling andpresiding overallmeetings andshallbeentitled toanequal votewith
othermembers oftheCommission.  IftheChairperson isunable toattendameeting, thevice- 
chairperson shallconduct themeeting. 
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Section 2-92Designation ofhistoricsitesandlandmarks

a) Procedures:  TheCityCouncil, upon therequest oftheCommission, maybyresolution designate
anhistoric site, landmark, ordistrict.  Priortosuchdesignation, thecitycouncil shallholdapublic
hearing, noticeofwhich shallbepublished atleast ten (10) dayspriortothedateofthehearing.  Notice
ofthehearing shallalsobemailed toallownersofproperty which isproposed tobedesignated asan
historic site, landmark ordistrict andtoallproperty owners within fivehundred (500) feetoftheboundary
oftheareatobedesignated.  Everynomination shallbeforwarded totheMinnesota Historical Society
forreview andcomment within sixty (60) daysoftheCommission’srequest. 

b) Eligibility criteria:  Inconsidering thedesignation ofanyarea, site, place, district, building or
structure inthecityasanhistoric site, landmark, ordistrict theCommission shallconsider thefollowing
factors withrespect toeligibility: 

1) Itscharacter, interestorvalueaspartofthehistoryorcultural heritage oftheCity, the
StateortheUnitedStates; 

2) Itsassociation withpersons orevents thathavemadeasignificant contribution tothe
cultural heritage oftheCity; 

3) Itspotential toyield information important inhistoryorprehistory; 

4) Itsembodiment ofdistinguishing characteristics ofarchitectural typeorstyle, orelements
ofdesign, detail materials orcraftsmanship; and

5) Itsunique location orsingular physical appearance representing anestablished orfamiliar
visual feature ofaneighborhood orcommunity oftheCity.  

Section 2-93Alterations tolandmarks, sitesordistricts; review

a) Review andrecommendations generally:  TheCommission shall review andmake
recommendations totheCouncil concerning proposed alterations toanhistoric site, landmark ordistrict. 

b) Landusepermit:  Every application foralandusepermit which mayresult inthealteration ofa
designated historic site, landmark ordistrict intheCityshallbereviewed bytheCommission; thereafter,  
theCommission shallmakearecommendation andmayrecommend conditions regarding approval to
theCityCouncil concerning theproposed permit. 

c) Otherbuilding permits:  TheCommissionshall reviewandmakerecommendations totheCouncil
concerning theissuance ofbuilding permits todoanyofthefollowing inahistoric district orState
designated historic site: 

1) Newconstruction – Newbuilding ornewaddition toanexisting building
2) Remodel –Alter, change ormodify building orsite
3) Moveabuilding –Building orstructure moved intothecity. 
4) Excavation – Digoutmaterials fromtheground. 
5) Demolition – Destroy, remove orraze –completely teardown

d) Factorsconsidered:  TheCommission, uponreceiptofthepermitapplication andplans, shall
determine iftheworktobeperformed adversely affects thedesignated historic site, landmark ordistrict.   
Indetermining whether ornotthere isanadverse effect tothehistoric site, landmark, ordistrict the
Commission shallconsider thefollowing factors: 

1) Whether theworkwillsignificantly alter theappearance ofthebuilding orstructure soas
toremove thefeatures which distinguish thehistoric site, landmark ordistrict asasignificant cultural
resource. 
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2) Whether theuseoftheproperty willdestroy, disturb orendanger aknown orsuspected
archaeological feature site. 

e) Standards andguidelines:  TheComprehensive Planadopted bytheCityshallbethe
authoritative guidetoreviewing permits inrelation todesignated historic sites, landmarks andhistoric
districts.  

f) Appeals:  Anypartyaggrieved byadecision oftheCommission shallwithin ten (10) daysofthe
Commission’saction recommending denying theissuance ofabuilding permitwithinahistoric district
havearight toappeal suchdecision totheCityCouncil.  TheCommission inrecommending denialofa
building permit shalladvise theapplicant ofhis/herright toappeal totheCityCouncil. Theaggrieved
partyshall filewiththeBuilding Officialawritten notice requesting Council review oftheaction takenby
theCommission. 

Section 2-94Maintenance ofrecords and documents

TheCommission shallconductacontinuing survey ofcultural resources intheCitywhich the
Commission hasreason tobelieve areorwillbeeligible fordesignation ashistoric sites, landmarks or
districts. TheCommission shallalsoprepare andmaintain aComprehensive mapandsurvey. 

a) Register ofHistoric SitesandLandmarks: TheCityshallmaintain aregisterofhistoric sitesand
landmarks.  

b) Repository forDocuments:  TheofficeoftheBuilding Official isdesignated astherepository for
allstudies, surveys, reports, programs, anddesignations ofhistoric sitesandlandmarks.  

Section 2-95Violation

Itshallbeamisdemeanor toalter, disturb, deface ormaterially change theappearance oruseofa
designated historic site, landmark, ordistrictwithout apermit.  

Thisordinance shall takeeffectafter thecitypublishes itintheofficial newspaper. 

ThisHistorical Preservation Commission recommended approval ofthisordinance. 

TheCityCouncil approved thisordinance onJune28, 2010. 

Attest: Mayor

CityClerk

Seconded byCouncilmemberJuenemann. Ayes –All

Themotion passed. 

Thecitycouncil tooka10-minute break

The citycouncil reconvenedat 9:04p.m. 

J. NEWBUSINESS
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1.Goodwill – Design Review, Parking Waiver, Wetland Buffer Variances and Lot
Combination, 2580 and 2582 White Bear Avenue
a.Senior Planner, TomEkstrandgave thereport andanswered questions ofthecouncil. 
b.Environmental Planner, ShannFinwall answered questions ofthecouncil. 
c.CityAttorney, AlanKantrud answered questions ofthecouncil. 
d.Ginny Yingling, Environmental andNatural Resources Commission member addressed

thecouncil. 
e.JimKellison, KelcoServices, LLC, 1935WestCounty RoadB2, Suite68, Roseville,  

representing Mogren Properties addressed thecouncil. 

MayorRossbach moved toapprove combining thetwolotscurrently addressed as2580and
2582White BearAvenue intoonelegally-described property. Theapplicant shallprovide
evidence thatthese lotshavebeencombined asonebefore gettingabuilding permit. 

Seconded byCouncilmember Wasiluk. Ayes –All

Themotion passed. 

Councilmember Nephew moved toapprove theParkingWaiver forGoodwillallowing the
applicant toprovide eight fewer parking spaces thanthecitycoderequires. 

Seconded byCouncilmember Wasiluk. Ayes –All

Themotion passed. 

Councilmember Nephew moved toapprove theWetland BufferVarianceResolutionfor Goodwill. 

VARIANCERESOLUTION10-06-422

WHEREAS, James Kellison, ofKelcoServices, LLC, applied foravariance fromthewetland
protection ordinance. 

WHEREAS, thisvariance applies toproperty locatedat2580and2582White BearAvenue.  The
property identification numbers forthese properties are: 

11-29-22-21-0060and11-29-22-21-0061

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 895, theEnvironmental Protection andCritical AreaOrdinance
dealing withWetlands, requires awetland protection bufferof100feet inwidthadjacent tocreeksanda
wetland protection bufferof 50feetinwidthadjacent toManage Cwetlands. 

WHEREAS, theapplicant isproposing wetland protection buffers of30feet, requiring avariance
of70feet, fromthecreekandawetland protection bufferof35feetfromtheManage Cwetland,  
requiringavariance of35feet. 

WHEREAS, thehistoryofthisvariance isasfollows: 

1. OnJune15, 2010, theplanning commission heldapublichearing toreview thisproposal.   
Citystaffpublished anotice inthepaper andsentnotices tothesurrounding property
owners asrequired bylaw.  Theplanning commission gaveeveryone atthehearinga
chance tospeakandpresent written statements.  Theplanning commission also
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MEMORANDUM

TO:    JamesAntonen, CityManager
FROM: Chuck Ahl, Assistant CityManager

David Fisher, Building Official
SUBJECT: RequestApprovaltoApplyforCertifiedLocalGovernmentStatus
DATE: November23, 2010 fortheDecember 13, 2010CityCouncil Meeting

INTRODUCTION

TheCityofMaplewood isready toapply forCertified Local Government Status (CLGS) fromtheMinnesota
StateHistoric Preservation Office (SHPO). TheMinnesota Certified Local Government procedures manual
requires theMayor tomaketherequest. TheSHPO willrespond totheMayor within60daysofreceipt ofthe
written request. Ifthecitymeets thecriteria forthecertification, theSHPOwillprepare awritten certification
agreement between theSHPO andthecity.  

BACKGROUND

Thenumber one2010goal fortheHeritage Preservation Commission (HPC) istoobtain Certified Local
Government Status (CLGS) fortheCityofMaplewood. Thiswouldmake thecitymoreeligible forFederal
grants.  Thefirststepinachieving thisgoalwastoamend theHeritage Preservation Ordinance. Thesecond
reading wasapproved June28, 2010, bythecitycouncil. Thenextstepwastoobtain theresumes fromthe
HPC, listthedesignated sitesandsubmit therequest totheSHPO.      

DISCUSSION

AsaCertified Local Government theCityofMaplewood willberequired todothefollowing:  
Provide copyoftheHPCordinance totheStateHistoric Preservation Officer.  
Provide HPC’sresumes andcontact information totheStateHistoric Preservation Officer.  
Provide survey listandtheaddresses ofthetwoproperties thatmeet thecriteria forhistorical sites.   
Enforce appropriate stateandlocal legislation forthedesignation andprotection ofhistoric properties.  

TheCLGwillconduct design review ofthedesignated properties. Thiswould onlyaffect twoproperties
atthistime: theBruentrup Heritage FarmandtheRamsey County PoorFarm.  

Establish andmaintain HPCbyStateorlocal legislation.   
Maintain asystem forthesurvey andinventory ofhistoric properties.   
Provide foradequate publicparticipation inthelocalhistoric preservation program, including the

process ofrecommending properties fornomination totheNational Register.  
Provide annual report totheStateHistoric Preservation Officer.   
Comply withtheCLGhandbook.  
Agree toindemnify andsaveandholdtheSociety, itsagents, contractors andemployees harmless

fromanyandallclaimsorcauses ofactionarising fromtheCLGS agreement.  

theThepurpose ofachieving CLGS istostrengthen existing localpreservation programs andpromote
development ofnewprograms.  Cities thathaveCLGSareeligible toapplyannually forgrantsadministered
through theStateHistorical Preservation Society fromadesignated federal pass-through allocation.    

RECOMMENDATIONS

aStaff recommends thecitycouncil approve theCityofMaplewood pply forCertified Local Government Status
withtheMinnesota StateHistoric Preservation Office.  

P:\com-dev\HPCCLG12-13 -10CityCouncilmeeting

Attachments: 
1.  CoverletterforMayor’ssignature
2. MinnesotaCertifiedLocalGovernmentProceduresManual

1



November 18, 2010

Minnesota Historical Society
Attention: MikeKoop, Historic Preservation Specialist
345West Kellogg BLVD
St. Paul, MN55102-1906

DearMr. Koop;  

TheCityofMaplewood isrequesting tobecome aCertified Local Government (CLG) by
theMinnesota StateHistoric Preservation Office. TheCity’sHistorical Preservation
Commission, recently renamed theHeritage Preservation Commission, hasexisted
since 1998andhasbeenworking toobtain theCLGdesignation forabout twoyears.  
TheHeritage Preservation Commission Ordinance wasupdated tomeet the
requirements forCertified Local Government.  

TheCityofMaplewood hastwoHeritage sites, theBruentrup Heritage Farmandthe
Ramsey County PoorFarm, whichwouldmeet thecriteria forasurvey ofproperties for
CLG. TheCommission hasbeenworking withtheMaplewood AreaHistorical Society in
acollaborative effort toeducate thepublic andthepreserve heritage ofMaplewood.  

Please findenclosed thecontact information foralloftheHeritage Preservation
Commission members andtheir resumes foryour review. 

Thank youfortheopportunity tobecome aCertified LocalGovernment . Ifyouhaveany
questions please contact meat612-363-6832orbyemailat
Will.Rossbach@ci.maplewood.mn.usortheHeritage Preservation Commission Liaison,  
DavidFisher at651-249-2320oremailatdave.fisher@ci.maplewood.mn.us. 

Sincerely, 

WillRossbach

Mayor CityofMaplewood

PHPCWillLetterforCLG
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INTRODUCTION

Since itsinitial enactment in1966 andthrough several amendments, theNational Historic Preservation
Act, asamended (16U.S.C. 470etseq.), hasprovided thestatutory framework forthenational historic
preservation partnership. Federal, State, Tribal andlocalgovernments have well-defined andsignificant
roles inthe identification, evaluation, designation andprotection ofhistoric andprehistoric properties.  
TheState Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) develops andadministers acomprehensive preservation
program which inMinnesota, ishoused attheMinnesota Historical Society.   

The success ofthefederal-state relationship prompted Congress toexpand thepartnership toinclude
local governments in1980. Local unitsofgovernment weregiven theopportunity toparticipate inthe
national preservation program bybecoming aCertified Local Government (CLG). TheroleofCLGs in
thepartnership includes theresponsibilities ofadministering local preservation ordinances, maintaining
systems forsurvey ofhistoric resources, andparticipating intheNational Register ofHistoric Places
program.  Inorder tobecome certified, alocalgovernment mustmeet several requirements, chiefof
which aretohaveenacted anhistoric preservation ordinance andappointed aqualified Heritage
Preservation Commission (HPC). Thefederal actdirects theState Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)  
and theSecretary oftheInterior tocertify localgovernments toparticipate inthepartnership.    

TheCertified Local Government program istheprimary waythrough which qualified andinterested
local governments participate inthenational historic preservation partnership. This handbook describes
howtheCLGprogram operates inMinnesota.   

I.  PURPOSE OFTHE CLGPROGRAM

TheCLG program seeks toencourage andexpand local involvement inpreservation issues through a
partnership between theCLG andtheSHPO. Tostrengthen existing local preservation programs andto
promote thedevelopment ofnewones, CLGs areeligible toapply annually forgrants administered by
theSHPO fromadesignated federal CLG pass-through allocation (seeSection VI. Process for
Allocating CLG Grant Pass-Through Funds toCLGs). CLGs assume aleadership rolebyidentifying,  
evaluating andprotecting historic resources within their communities; receiving technical advisory
services from theSHPO; andhaving aformal role intheNational Register process.   

CLGs canchoose toassume other responsibilities such asparticipating inthereview offederal projects,  
reviewing state taxcredit projects andadministering covenants.   

Theprimary goalofparticipating intheCLGprogram istostrengthen thehistoric preservation program
atthelocal level. TheCLGprogram ensures thathistoric preservation issues areunderstood and
addressed atthe local levelandare integrated into the local planning anddecision-making process atthe
earliest possible opportunity. Historic preservation should beconsidered equally withother planning
issues inaCLGandnotbeviewed assuperfluous todecision-making. CLG status canbringpride and
official recognition toacommunity that iscommitted tohistoric preservation.  
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II.  ELIGIBILITY

Anygeneral purpose subdivision ofthestate, suchasacity, townorcounty, which meets thecriteria set
forth inthisdocument iseligible toapply forcertification.  

III. REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTIFICATION OFLOCAL GOVERNMENTS

Five broad federal standards, allofwhich mustbemetbyalocal government seeking certification,  are
amplified bythespecific Minnesota CLG requirements.   

A. The local government mustenforce appropriate stateorlocal legislation forthedesignation
andprotection ofhistoric properties.  

1.   The localgovernment must adopt amunicipal heritage preservation ordinance
under theprovisions ofMinnesota Statutes 471.193 (Appendix B).  Thepurpose ofthe
ordinance mustbeclearly stated andbeinconformance withdefinitions setforth in
Section 101 (c) (4) oftheNational Historic Preservation Act, asamended, and36CFR
61.6. Forthepurpose oftheCLGprogram, theActdefines:  

Designation” as “the identification andregistration ofproperties forprotection that
meet criteria established bytheState orthelocality forsignificant historic andpre-  
historic resources within thejurisdiction ofalocalgovernment.” Designation includes
the identification andregistration ofresources according toState orlocal criteria which
must beconsistent with theSecretary oftheInterior’sStandards forIdentification and
Registration. 

Protection” as “alocal review process under State orlocal lawforproposed demolition
of, changes to, orother action thatmay affect historic properties designated
pursuant to” alocal government becoming aCertified Local Government. TheCLG’s
local protection review process oftheActapplies only toproperties designated pursuant
toStateorlocal laws andprocedures. Thiswould not include properties listedonor
determined eligible fortheNational Register ofHistoric Places unless suchproperties
alsowere designated under theappropriate local process.  

2.   Theordinance mustcontain aclearly defined process forthesurvey,    
designation andprotection ofindividual properties and/ordistricts ofhistoric,  
architectural orarchaeological significance.Both thecriteria fordetermining significant
properties and theprocedure fordesignating those properties mustbedefined, either
within theordinance orinother procedures adopted bythelocalgovernment. Theprocess
shall include forwarding allproposed designations totheMinnesota SHPO forcomment
before final local designation ismade, pursuant toMinnesota Statutes 471.193Subd. 6.   
Properties shallnotberemoved from designated status except incases where there has
been aprocedural orprofessional error inthedesignation process orwhere theproperty
hasbeen destroyed orradically altered. Theprocess forlocal designation must provide
forpublic comment.    
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3.   Theordinance mustcontain aclearly defined process forthereview ofallproposed
alterations, relocations, demolition, ornewconstruction within theboundaries oflocally
designated properties and/ordistricts. Both thecriteria tobeutilized intheevaluation of
proposed actions and theprocedure forreviewing those actions mustbeclearly stated,  
either within theordinance orinother procedures adopted bythelocal government.  The
Secretary oftheInterior'sStandards forTreatment ofHistoric Properties should be
utilized indeveloping thereview criteria (Appendix C).  Theprocess ofpermit review
must provide forpublic comment.  

4. TheHPCmust adhere toMinnesota Statutes 138.17andtheprocedures oftheState
Archives Department, Minnesota Historical Society regarding commission records
www.mnhs.org/preserve/records/infoleaf9.pdf).  

5.   Local governments should consult 36CFR 67.8toinsure that localordinances meet the
certification criteria pursuant totheEconomic Recovery TaxActof1981and theTax
Reform Actof1976.  Note thatcertification ofalocalgovernment under theCLG
procedures does notconstitute certification ofacommission under thepreservation tax
incentives process. 

B. The local government must establish anadequate andqualified historic preservation
commission byState orlocal legislation.  

1. The local government shall create aheritage preservation commission (HPC) to
carryout theprovisions oftheordinance.  

2. Allcommission members musthaveademonstrated interest, competence orknowledge
inhistoric preservation. Ifavailable inthecommunity, atleast twomembers oftheHPC
shallbedrawn fromprofessionals inarchitecture, history, architectural history, planning,  
prehistoric andhistoric archaeology, folklore, cultural anthropology, curation,  
conservation, and landscape architecture orrelated disciplines. Other related professions
might include thebuilding trades, realestate orlaw. Forthepurposes ofcommission
membership asdescribed inthissection, theprofessional standards stipulated in
Appendix Aneed notbemet. Onemember oftheHPC mustbeadesignated
representative ofthecounty historical society inwhich thecommission islocated, if
available, pursuant totheMinnesota Statutes, 471.193Subd. 5.  

Specific disciplines andprofessional qualifications must berepresented onthe
commission (orprofessional expertise mustbesought) when considering National
Register nominations (seeIII.B.4.) andother actions thatwill impact properties which are
normally evaluated byaprofessional insuchadiscipline.  
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Regarding conflicts ofinterest, itisfederal policy thatnoperson shall participate inthe
selection, award, oradministration ofanyHPF-assisted program activity, subgrant,  
contract, orsubcontract ifaconflict ofinterest, realorapparent, exists. Bydefinition,  
person” includes CLG commission members, agents, orstaff. Commissions are

encouraged toadopt procedures foraconflict ofinterest situation. TheSHPO canprovide
examples oftheconflict ofinterest statements used byitsboards andcommittees.  

3. TheHPCshall meetasoftenasisnecessary tocomplete theworkload inatimely
fashion. 

4. TheHPC'sresponsibilities regarding local designation ofproperties andbuilding
permit review arementioned inIII.A.2. andIII.A.3. above.  Federal lawprescribes that
thecommission participate intheNational Register nomination process asfollows:  

a.   Before aproperty within the jurisdiction oftheCertified Local Government may
beconsidered bytheState tobenominated totheKeeper oftheNational Register
for inclusion ontheNational Register, theSHPO shall notify theowner, the
applicable chief local elected official, and the localHPC.  TheHPC, after
reasonable opportunity forpublic comment, shall prepare areport astowhether
ornotsuch property, initsopinion, meets thecriteria oftheNational Register.   
Within sixty daysofnotice from theSHPO, thechief local elected official shall
transmit thereport ofthecommission andhis/her recommendation totheSHPO.  
Except asprovided below, after receipt ofsuch report and recommendation, orif
nosuch report and recommendation arereceived within sixty days, theState shall
make thenomination pursuant toestablished procedures.  Thestate mayexpedite
such process with theconcurrence ofthecertified local government.    

IftheHPCchooses toinitiate thenomination ofaproperty totheNational
Register andsubmits thatnomination totheSHPO, theHPC mayinclude the
comments ofthechief local elected official and theHPC with the initial submittal
totheSHPO, along witharequest that the60daycomment period forCLGs be
waived.  Insuch cases, theSHPO willgive thestandard required 30days notice
toboth theproperty owners (s) andthe localgovernment oftheState Review
Board meeting.  Therequired 60dayCLG review period maythusbewaived.  

b. Ifboth thecommission andthechief local elected official recommend that
property notbenominated totheNational Register, theSHPO shall takeno
further action, unless within thirty daysofthereceipt ofsuch recommendation by
theSHPO anappeal isfiledwith theState.  Ifsuch anappeal isfiled, theState
shall follow theprocedures formaking nomination pursuant toestablished
procedures.  Anyreport andrecommendations made under thissection shall be
included withanynomination submitted bytheState totheKeeper ofthe
National Register.  
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c. Allnominations, when sentbytheSHPO totheCLGforcomment, willbe
classified asprimarily historic, archaeological, and/orarchitectural innature.    
IfanHPC does nothaveprofessional expertise inaccordance with thenecessary

1federal qualifications intheappropriate area(s) (seeAppendix A), theHPC can
1) choose nottocomment onthatnomination through theCLG review process (in
which caseitshould advise theSHPO ofthatchoice), or2) obtain theopinion(s)  
ofaqualified professional orqualified professionals inthesubject area and
consider theopinion(s) intheir recommendation.  Under 2), both thecredentials
andtheopinion(s) oftheconsulted professional(s) should besubmitted tothe
SHPO with theCLGrecommendation.  Even iftheHPC chooses not tocomment
under theCLG process outlined above (e.g., when professional expertise isnot
available), comments onanomination maybesubmitted totheSHPO inasmuch
asanyinterested partymaysubmit comments.  Theprovisions of3.b. above,  
however, would notapply insuch cases. TheSHPO canprovide assistance in
locating qualified professionals.  

5. Federal guidelines also require that theunitofgovernment andtheHPC possess certain
financial qualifications inorder toreceive federal pass-through funds.  These willbe
explained inSection VI.  

6. The functions oftheHPC mustbecomplimentary toandcarried out incoordination
with theresponsibilities oftheSHPO asdefined in36CFR61.  

7.  TheSHPO shall make available toHPCs orientation materials and training workshops
designed toprovide aworking knowledge oftherolesandoperations offederal, state and
local preservation programs andhistoric preservation ingeneral.  

C. The localgovernment mustmaintain asystem forthesurvey and inventory ofhistoric
properties. 

The localgovernment mustmaintain anongoing process tosurvey andinventory allbuildings,  
structures, sites anddistricts within thelocal jurisdiction.  This survey information mustbe
clearly organized andaccessible tothepublic (excluding restrictions onlocations of
archaeological sites).  TheSHPO should beconsulted inthe initial development ofsucha
system, andthe inventory formsoftheSHPO should beusedor, alternatively, local inventory
forms should beapproved bytheSHPO.  The local inventory should clearly indicate those

1Foranarchitectural nomination, thecommission must have amember who qualifies under thefederal
architectural history orhistoric architecture standards.  Forahistory nomination, thecommission must
haveamember who qualifies under thefederal history standards.  Foran
archaeological nomination, thecommission musthaveamember whoqualifies under thefederal
archaeology standards.  Ifanomination isclassified inmore thanonearea, thecommission must have
expertise inallappropriate areas inorder tocomment through theCLGcomment process.  
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properties thathavebeen designated locally aswellasthose listed intheNational Register of
Guidelines forSHPOHistoric Places. Allsurveys should beconducted according tothe

Architecture/History Projects. 

1. Thelocal government must submit acopyofthelocal inventory formforeach locally
designated property anddistrict totheSHPO.  

2. The local government must advise theSHPO onthestatus ofthelocal inventory onan
annual basis (seeE.2.e).  

3. The local survey information submitted totheSHPO willbeintegrated into the
statewide inventory. TheSHPO mayrequest additional survey and inventory data from
thelocal government aspartofthedevelopment ofthestate'scomprehensive planning
process.  

D. The local government shall provide foradequate public participation in local historic
preservation programs, including theprocess ofrecommending properties fornomination
totheNational Register.  

1. Allmeetings ofthecommission shall adhere totheMinnesota Open Meeting Law
Minnesota Statutes 471.705).  

2. AllNational Register nominations onwhich thecommission chooses tocomment (as
outlined under III.B.4. above) mustbeconsidered atanopen meeting ofthe
commission, withopportunity forpublic comment.  

3.  Both the localdesignation process and thebuilding permit review process (seeIII.A.2.  
andIII.A.3.) mustcontain aprovision forpublic comment onproposed actions.  

4. Minutes ofallcommission decisions andactions, including thereasons formaking those
decisions, mustbekeptonfileandavailable forpublic inspection.  

E. The localgovernment shall satisfactorily perform theresponsibilities listed inpoints A-D
above andthose specifically delegated toitunder theActbytheMinnesota SHPO.  

1. The local government willdemonstrate performance oftheresponsibilities listed in
pointsA-Dinanannual report tobesubmitted totheSHPO byOctober 30foreach
preceding year (October 1 - September 30).  

2.   This report must demonstrate anactive commitment oftheHPC toaneffective
community preservation program.  Itshould contain, atminimum, thefollowing
information:  

a. Number, names, anddatesoflocal designations made during theyear.     
Inventory forms onthese sites should have been submitted totheSHPO

during theyearaspartofthelocaldesignation process - seeIII.A.2.).  
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b. Number ofbuilding permits reviewed during theyear, andasummary offindings
oftheHPConthose reviewed.  

c. Listing ofmembers andofficers oftheHPC including preferred mailing address,  
phone number ande-mailaddress, resumes foranynewmembers,   

andanindication ofthecommissioner who represents thecounty historical
society. 

d. Listing of1) National Register nominations onwhich theHPC hascommented,   
and2)  National Register nominations submitted totheStateHistoric
Preservation Office fornomination, during theyear.  

e. Asummary ofavailable inventory information currently included inthelocal in
inventory.  Thismight bedone withasimple listing ofinventoried property
addresses.  Maps andother material mayalsobeuseful.  Thelocation ofthe
inventory records should alsobeindicated.    

f. Assurances that theHPC hasadhered to1) thepublic participation provisions
asstipulated under Section III.D. and2) theprocedures oftheState Archives
Department, Minnesota Historical Society, regarding commission records.  

g. Descriptions ofotheractivities, publications orevents undertaken bytheHPC
during theprevious yearandplanned bytheHPC forthecoming year.    

3. Theperformance standards forthe items listed inIII.E.2., above, willbeasfollows:  

a. TheHPC must demonstrate anongoing process oflocaldesignation withamini-  
mumofonedesignation ayear. (Insituations where thismaynotbepossible,   
asinverysmall citieswhere theentire areaofjurisdiction isdesignated, thecity
should explain thereasons foralackofaction.)  

b. TheHPCmust show thatallpermits related todesignated properties arebeing
reviewed, according totheprocedure setforth intheordinance.  

c. Therequirements ofSection III.B.2must bemet.  

d. (Nominimum.)  

e. Theinventory should beshown tobeclearly organized andaccessible tothe
public.  

f. (Nominimum.)  

g. (Nominimum.)  

Minnesota CLGProcedures Manual, page8
Issued September 2002State Historic Preservation Office



4. Atleastonemember oftheHPCmust attend SHPO-sponsored training eachyear.  (If
attendance atastatewide workshop orconference isnotpossible, theSHPO should be
consulted foranalternate means ofmeeting this training requirement.)  Technical and
other information forcommissions isavailable from theSHPO.  

IV.   PROCESS FORCERTIFICATION OFLOCAL GOVERNMENTS

A. Thechief elected official ofthe localgovernment shall request certification from the
Minnesota SHPO.  The request forcertification shall include thefollowing:  

1. Acopyofthelocalhistoric preservation ordinance.  

2. Copies oflocal inventory forms forallsites anddistricts locally designated, anda
summary ofavailable inventory information onproperties not locally designated
property addresses, maps, etc.).  

3. Resumes foreachofthemembers ofthehistoric preservation commission.  These
resumes must clearly show thatallmembers haveademonstrated interest, competence or
knowledge inhistoric preservation, and thatatleast twomembers arepreservation- 
related professionals ( seeIII.B.2.). (Ifthese professionals areunavailable, anexplanation
should beattached.)  Theresumes should also indicate expertise intheareasofarchi- 
tectural history, archaeology, andhistory, for thepurpose ofestablishing expertise to
review National Register nominations (seeIII.B.3.c.)  

B. SHPO andNational Park Service Review

TheSHPO will respond tothechief elected official within 60working daysofthereceipt ofan
adequately documented written request. Ifthelocalgovernment meets thecriteria forcertification, the
SHPO will prepare awritten certification agreement that lists thespecific responsibilities ofthelocal
government when certified and forward thatagreement tothe localgovernment forsignature (see
Appendix Dformodel agreement). When thesigned agreement isreturned totheSHPO therequest and
agreement will then beforwarded totheNational ParkService forreview witharequest for
concurrence.  IftheNPS doesnot take exception totherequest within 15working daysofreceipt, the
local government shallberegarded asCertified. ACertification Agreement isnoteffective until itis
signed bythechiefelected official andtheSHPO, andconcurred with inwriting byNPS. Theeffective
dateofcertification isthedateofNPS concurrence. When NPSconcurs with theSHPO
recommendation forcertification, NPSwillnotify theSHPO inwriting, andsendacopyofthat letter to
theCLG.  
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V.   PROCESS FOR MONITORING AND DECERTIFYING CLGS

A. TheSHPO will review theannual reports submitted bycertified localgovernments, records of
theadministration offunds allocated fromtheHistoric Preservation Fund, andother
documents asnecessary, toassure thateachgovernment isfulfilling therequired standards.   
Other review andmonitoring maybeconducted asnecessary.  

B. IftheSHPO evaluation indicates that theperformance ofa CLG isinadequate, theSHPO shall
document thatassessment anddelineate for thelocal government ways toimprove performance.  
The CLGshall haveaperiod ofnot less than30, normore than180daystoimplement

improvements.  IftheSHPO determines thatsufficient improvement hasnotoccurred, theSHPO
will recommend decertification ofthe local government totheSecretary oftheInterior citing
specific reasons fortherecommendation.  

C. Ifthelocal government isdecertified, theSHPO willconduct financial assistance closeout
procedures asspecified intheHPF Grants Manual.  

VI. PROCESS FORALLOCATING CLG GRANT PASS-THROUGH FUNDS TOCLGs

TheMinnesota SHPO administers theCLG Grant program andproduces anddistributes aCLG Grants
manual each year thatdescribes theapplication process, matching requirements andpriorities for the
given year. Under thisprogram, inaccordance with theDepartment oftheInterior requirements for the
Historic Preservation Fund programs, atleast ten (10) percent ofMinnesota'sannual HPFappropriation
isdesignated aspass-through funding toCertified Local Governments (CLGs) eachyear. Thispass- 
through grant program hasassisted CLGs across thestateofMinnesota buildandstrengthen their local
preservation programs.   

TheCLGGrants Manual includes information onGeneral Grant Conditions, Eligible Program Activities
andPriorities forProjects, theApplication Process, Instructions forCompleting Application Forms, and
Project Administration andReporting. Application Forms, asample CLG Grant Agreement andsample
Project Description (Attachment A), aCLGRequest forReimbursement Form, Supplemental Infor- 
mation onAllowable Costs, andforms for fiscal documentation arealso included. Because federal funds
areused forCLG grants, numerous federal regulations apply. Federal regulations willbeenforced, and
failure onthepartofaCLGtomeet themwill result inthecancellation ofagrant project. Allwork
accomplished under these grants mustmeet theSecretary oftheInterior’sStandards forArchaeology
andHistoric Preservation. 

Providing matching funds maybeanannual prerequisite and isoneoftheselection criterion forCLG
grants. Applicants areencouraged toprovide amatch thatexceeds theminimum requirement. Matching
funds maybecash, in-kindand/ordonated services ormaterials contributed totheproject ora
combination ofthethree.   
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There aresixareasofeligible program activity forCLGgrants: (A) Comprehensive Planning; (B)  
Survey; (C) Evaluation; (D) Local Designation Forms; (E) National Register Nomination Forms; and
F) Public Education. TheCLG Grants Manual provides guidance andexamples foreach category.  

Projects receive special priority are those that: reflect thegoals andstrategies inthestatewide preserva- 
tionplan; promote sound preservation planning through historic context development andthecomple- 
tionofhistoric andarchaeological surveys; result inlocal designations; andinvolve properties associ- 
atedwith thehistory ofheretofore under-documented groups orcommunities (ethnic orracial minorities
forexample, butalsoother groups defining themselves ascommunities.  

Projects willbeevaluated onthefollowing criteria (total points available 100):  
1. Howwell theapplicant addresses questions foreachcategory intheCLGGrants Manual (0- 

25points);  
2. Howwell theannual priorities andcriteria outlined intheCLGGrants Manual areaddressed

andhowwell theproject isrelated tothestatepreservation plan (0-15points);  
3. Clearly stated measurable goals thatcanberealistically attained within thefunding period (0

to15points);  
4. Demonstrated community support and leveraged funds (0to15points);  
5. Products andpastperformance ofpreviously administered CLG grants (0to15points);  
6. Quality andpracticality ofthebudget (0to15points).  

TheCLG Grants Manual isavailable bycontacting theGrants Office attheMinnesota Historical
Society, 345Kellogg Boulevard West, St. Paul, MN55102-1906; telephone (651) 296-5478.  
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APPENDIX A

PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS STANDARDS

The following requirements are those usedbytheNational ParkService, andhave beenpreviously
published intheCode ofFederal Regulations, 36CFR 61.  Thequalifications define minimum
education andexperience required toperform identification, evaluation, registration, andtreatment
activities.  Insome cases, additional areas orlevelsofexpertise maybeneeded, depending onthe
complexity ofthetaskandthenature ofthehistoric properties involved.  Inthefollowing definitions, a
yearoffull-time professional experience neednotconsist ofacontinuous yearoffull-timework, but
maybemade upofdiscontinuous periods offull-timeorpart-timework adding uptotheequivalent ofa
yearoffull-time experience.  

History

Theminimum professional qualifications inhistory areagraduate degree inhistory orclosely related
field; orabachelor'sdegree inhistory orclosely related fieldplusoneofthefollowing:  

1. Atleast twoyearsoffull-time experience inresearch, writing, teaching, interpretation, or
other
demonstrable professional activity withanacademic institution, historic organization oragency,   
museum, orother professional institution; or

2. Substantial contribution through research andpublication tothebodyofscholarly knowledge
inthefieldofhistory.  

Archaeology

Theminimum professional qualifications inarchaeology areagraduate degree inarchaeology,  
anthropology, orclosely related fieldplus:  

1. Atleast oneyearoffull-timeprofessional experience orequivalent specialized training in
archaeological research, administration ormanagement;  

2. Atleast fourmonths ofsupervised fieldandanalytic experience ingeneral North American
archaeology; and

3. Demonstrated ability tocarry research tocompletion.  

Inaddition tothese minimum qualifications, aprofessional inprehistoric archaeology shall haveatleast
oneyearoffull-timeprofessional experience atasupervisory level inthestudy ofarchaeological
resources oftheprehistoric period.  Aprofessional inhistoric archaeology shall have atleast oneyearof
full-timeprofessional experience atasupervisory level inthestudyofarchaeological resources ofthe
historic period.  
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Architectural History

Theminimum professional qualifications inarchitectural history areagraduate degree inarchitectural
history, arthistory, historic preservation, orclosely related field, with course work inAmerican
architectural history; orabachelor'sdegree inarchitectural history, arthistory, historic preservation or
closely related fieldplusoneofthefollowing:  

1. Atleast twoyears offull-time experience inresearch, writing, orteaching inAmerican
architectural history orrestoration architecture withanacademic institution, historic
organization oragency, museum, orother professional institution; or

2. Substantial contribution through research andpublication tothebodyofscholarly knowledge
inthefieldofAmerican architectural history.  

Architecture

Theminimum professional qualifications inarchitecture areaprofessional degree inarchitecture plusat
least twoyearsoffull-timeexperience inarchitecture; oraState license topractice architecture.  

Historic Architecture

Theminimum professional qualifications inhistoric architecture areaprofessional degree in
architecture oraState license topractice architecture, plusoneofthefollowing:  

1. Atleast oneyearofgraduate study inarchitectural history, preservation planning, orclosely
related field; or

2. Atleast oneyearoffull-timeprofessional experience onhistoric preservation projects.  

Such graduate study orexperience shall include detailed investigations ofhistoric structures, preparation
ofhistoric structures research reports, andpreparation ofplans andspecifications forpreservation
projects. 
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APPENDIX B

State Enabling Legislation forHeritage Preservation Commissions ( from 2001 Minnesota
Statutes) 

471.193MUNICIPAL HERITAGE PRESERVATION.  

Subdivision 1.  Policy.  The legislature finds that thehistorical, architectural, archaeological,  
engineering, andcultural heritage ofthisstate isamong itsmost important assets.  Therefore, the
purpose ofthissection istoauthorize localgoverning bodies toengage inacomprehensive program of
historic preservation, andtopromote theuseandconservation ofhistoric properties fortheeducation,  
inspiration, pleasure, andenrichment ofthecitizens ofthisstate.  

Subd. 2.  Heritage preservation commissions.  Thegoverning bodyofastatutory orhome rulecharter
city, county, ortown asdescribed insection 368.01, subdivisions 1and1amayestablish aheritage
preservation commission topreserve andpromote itshistoric resources according tothissection.  

Subd. 3.  Powers.  Thepowers andduties ofanycommission established pursuant tothissection may
include anypower possessed bythepolitical subdivision creating thecommission, butshallbethose
delegated orassigned bytheordinance establishing thecommission.  These powers may include:  

1) thesurvey anddesignation ofdistricts, sites, buildings, structures, andobjects thatareof
historical, architectural, archaeological, engineering, orcultural significance; 

2) theenactment ofrulesgoverning construction, alteration, demolition, anduseincluding the
review ofbuilding permits, and theadoption ofother measures appropriate forthe
preservation, protection, andperpetuation ofdesignated properties andareas;  

3) theacquisition bypurchase, giftorbequest, ofafeeorlesser interest, including preservation
restrictions, indesignated properties andadjacent orassociated lands which are important for
thepreservation anduseofthedesignated properties;  

4) requests tothepolitical subdivision touseitspower toeminent domain tomaintain orpreserve
designated properties andadjacent orassociated lands;  

5) thesaleorlease ofairrights;  

6) thegranting ofusevariations toazoning ordinance;  

7) participating intheconduct ofland use, urban renewal, andother planning processes
undertaken bythepolitical subdivision creating thecommission; and

8) theremoval ofblighting influences, including signs, unsightly structures, anddebris,  
incompatible with thephysical well-being ofdesignated properties orareas.  
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Nopower shall beexercised byacommission which incontrary tostate lawordenied apolitical
subdivision byitscharter orbylaw.  Powers ofacommission shallbeexercised only inthemanner
prescribed byanordinance andnoaction ofanordinance unless expressly authorized bytheordinance.  

Subd. 4.  Exclusion.  Ifacommission isestablished bythecityofSt. Paul, itshall forthepurpose of
thissection exclude anyjurisdiction over thecapitol area asdefined insection 15.50, subdivision 2.  

Subd. 5.  Commission members.  Commission members mustbepersons withdemonstrated interest
andexpertise inhistoric preservation andmust reside within thepolitical subdivision regulated bythe
ordinance establishing thecommission.  Every commission shall include, ifavailable, amember ofa
county historical society ofacounty inwhich themunicipality islocated.  

Subd. 6.  Communication with thestate historic preservation officer.  Proposed sitedesignations and
design guidelines must besent tothestatehistoric preservation officer attheMinnesota Historical
Society, whoshall review andcomment ontheproposal within 60days.  ByOctober 31ofeachyear,  
each commission shall submit anannual report tothestatehistoric preservation officer.  The report must
summarize thecommission'sactivities, including designations, reviews, andother activities during the
previous 12months.    
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APPENDIX C

SECRETARY OFTHEINTERIOR’SSTANDARDS
FOR TREATMENT OFHISTORIC PROPERTIES

Preservation isdefined astheactorprocess ofapplying measures necessary tosustain theexisting form,  
integrity, andmaterials ofanhistoric property. Work, including preliminary measures toprotect and
stabilize theproperty, generally focuses upon theongoing maintenance andrepair ofhistoric materials
and features rather thanextensive replacement andnewconstruction. New exterior additions arenot
within thescope ofthis treatment; however, the limited andsensitive upgrading ofmechanical,  
electrical, andplumbing systems andother code-required work tomake properties functional is
appropriate within apreservation project.  

1. Aproperty willbeused asitwashistorically, orbegiven anew usethatmaximizes theretention
ofdistinctive materials, features, spaces andspatial relationships. Where atreatment anduse
have notbeen identified, aproperty willbeprotected and, ifnecessary, stabilized until additional
work maybeundertaken.  

2. Thehistoric character ofaproperty willberetained andpreserved. The replacement ofintact or
repairable historic materials oralteration offeatures, spaces, andspatial relationships that
characterize aproperty willbeavoided.  

3. Each property willberecognized asaphysical record ofitstime, place, anduse. Work needed to
stabilize, consolidate, andconserve existing historic materials and features willbephysically and
visually compatible, identifiable upon close inspection, andproperly documented forfuture
research. 

4. Changes toaproperty thathave acquired historic significance intheir ownrightwillberetained
andpreserved.  

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, andconstruction techniques orexamples of
craftsmanship that characterize aproperty willbepreserved.  

6. Theexisting condition ofhistoric features willbeevaluated todetermine theappropriate levelof
intervention needed. Where theseverity ofdeterioration requires repairorlimited replacement of
adistinctive feature, thenewmaterial willmatch theoldincomposition, design, color, and
texture. 

7. Chemical orphysical treatments, ifappropriate, willbeundertaken using thegentlest means
possible. Treatments thatcause damage tohistoric materials willnotbeused.  

8. Archaeological resources willbeprotected andpreserved inplace. Ifsuch resources must be
disturbed, mitigation measures willbeundertaken.  

Minnesota CLGProcedures Manual, page16
Issued September 2002State Historic Preservation Office



APPENDIX D

MODEL LOCAL GOVERNMENT CERTIFICATION AGREEMENT

This agreement ismade between the of[ insert proper name oflocal government] and the
Minnesota Historical Society.  

1.  AsaCertified Local Government (CLG) established under theprovisions ofthe “Minnesota Certified Local
Government Handbook” andof36CFR 61.5and36CFR 61.7, made apartofthisagreement byreference, the
of agrees to:  

A. Enforce appropriate stateand local legislation for thedesignation andprotection ofhistoric properties. The
CLGwill conduct design review ofdesignated properties according totheSecretary oftheInterior’sStandards
forRehabilitation.  

B. Maintain anadequate andqualified historic preservation review commission byState andLocal legislation.  
C. Maintain asystem forthesurvey and inventory ofhistoric properties.  
D. Provide foradequate public participation inthelocal historic preservation program, including theprocess of

recommending properties fornomination totheNational Register.  
E. Satisfactorily perform theresponsibilities listed inpoints A-Dabove and thosespecifically delegated toitunder

theActbytheState Historic Preservation officer (SHPO).  

2.  Thespecified obligations oftheCLG under eachoftheabove areasareoutlined inthedocument “Minnesota
Certified Local Government Handbook.” Performance ofthese responsibilities willbedemonstrated intheannual report
submitted bytheCLGtotheSHPO byNovember 1ofeachyear (SeeSection I.E. oftheHandbook). Failure toreport or
unsatisfactory performance maybegrounds forpotential decertification asdescribed inSection IIIoftheHandbook.  

3.   Itismutually understood thatupon finalexecution ofthisagreement, theLocal Government willachieve, subject to
final review bytheSecretary oftheInterior, Certified Local Government status.  

Transference offunds pursuant tosaidstatus will require compliance withthisHandbook, and thecurrent CLGGrants
Manual.  

4.  TheCertified Local Government agrees toindemnify andsaveandhold theSOCIETY, itsagents, contractors, and
employees harmless from anyandallclaims orcauses ofaction arising from theCLG’sperformance ofthisagreement.  

5.  TheCertified Local Government will comply withTitleVIoftheCivil Rights Actof1964; Public Law88-352 (78
Stat. 241; 42U.S.C. 2000d) which prohibits discrimination andismade apartofthisagreement byreference.  

MINNESOTA HISTORICAL SOCIETY LOCAL GOVERNMENT
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ORDINANCE 905 
 

THE HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION ORDINANCE  
 
Section 1 This amendment revises Sections 2-87 to 2-91  
 
DIVISION 4 HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION (“Commission”) 
 
Section 2-87 Authority for Establishment  
 

There is hereby established for the City a Heritage Preservation Commission as an 
independent commission to the City Council, as provided in Minnesota Statutes Annotated 
Sections 471.193 and 138.51. 
 
Section 2-88 Statement of public policy and purpose 
 

The City Council hereby declares as a matter of public policy that the protection, 
preservation, perpetuation and use of places, areas, buildings, structures and other objects 
having a special historical, community or aesthetic interest or value is a public necessity and is 
required in the interest of the people.  The purpose of this Chapter is to: 

(a) Safeguard the cultural resources of the City by preserving sites, structures, districts and 
landmarks which reflect elements of the City's cultural, social, economic, political or 
architectural history; 

(b) Protect and enhance the City's attractions to residents and visitors; 

(c) Foster civic pride in the beauty and notable achievements of the past; 

(d) Enhance the visual and aesthetic character, diversity and interest of the City; and 

(e) Promote the use and preservation of historic sites and landmarks for the education and 
general welfare of the people of the City. 

Section 2-89 Advisory body 
 
All actions of the Commission shall be in the nature of recommendations to the City Council, 
and said Commission shall have no final authority with reference to any matters, except as the 
Council may lawfully delegate authority to it. 
 
Section 2-90 Composition; Appointment; Qualifications; Terms 

 
(a) The Heritage Preservation Commission shall be composed of seven (7) members 
appointed by the City Council, who shall be residents of the City, and shall be selected to 
assure that the Commission is representative of the various areas of the City and responsive to 
the needs of the people. 
 



(b) Commission membership shall be drawn from persons with demonstrated interest and/or 
expertise in historic preservation.  If available in the community, at least two members of the 
Commission shall be heritage preservation-related professionals (e.g. the professions of history, 
architecture, architectural history, archeology, planning, real estate, design, building trades, 
landscape architecture, or law).  A member of the Maplewood Heritage Preservation 
Commission is required to be a representative to the Ramsey County Historical Society. The 
City shall pay for the membership of the Commission or designee.  
 
 (c) The members of the Heritage Preservation Commission shall serve staggered terms.  All 
appointments shall be assigned by the city council for a term of three years.   
 
Section 2-91 Officers Generally 
 

The chairperson and vice-chairperson of the Commission shall be elected by the 
Commission at the first meeting in May of each year from among the members of the 
Commission.  The Chairperson shall be responsible for calling and presiding over all meetings 
and shall be entitled to an equal vote with other members of the Commission.  If the 
Chairperson is unable to attend a meeting, the vice-chairperson shall conduct the meeting. 
 
Section 2-92 Designation of historic sites and landmarks 
 
(a) Procedures:  The City Council, upon the request of the Commission, may by resolution 
designate an historic site, landmark, or district.  Prior to such designation, the city council shall 
hold a public hearing, notice of which shall be published at least ten (10) days prior to the date 
of the hearing.  Notice of the hearing shall also be mailed to all owners of property which is 
proposed to be designated as an historic site, landmark or district and to all property owners 
within five hundred (500) feet of the boundary of the area to be designated.  Every nomination 
shall be forwarded to the Minnesota Historical Society for review and comment within sixty (60) 
days of the Commission’s request. 
 
(b) Eligibility criteria:  In considering the designation of any area, site, place, district, building 
or structure in the city as an historic site, landmark, or district the Commission shall consider the 
following factors with respect to eligibility: 
 

(1) Its character, interest or value as part of the history or cultural heritage of the 
City, the State or the United States; 

 
(2) Its association with persons or events that have made a significant contribution to 

the cultural heritage of the City; 
 
(3) Its potential to yield information important in history or prehistory; 

 
(4) Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of architectural type or style, or 

elements of design, detail materials or craftsmanship; and 
 

(5) Its unique location or singular physical appearance representing an established 
or familiar visual feature of a neighborhood or community of the City.  

 
 



Section 2-93 Alterations to landmarks, sites or districts; review 
 
(a) Review and recommendations generally:  The Commission shall review and make 
recommendations to the Council concerning proposed alterations to an historic site, landmark or 
district. 
 
(b) Land use permit:  Every application for a land use permit which may result in the 
alteration of a designated historic site, landmark or district in the City shall be reviewed by the 
Commission; thereafter, the Commission shall make a recommendation and may recommend 
conditions regarding approval to the City Council concerning the proposed permit. 

 
(c) Other building permits:  The Commission shall review and make recommendations to 
the Council concerning the issuance of building permits to do any of the following in a historic 
district or State designated historic site: 
 
 (1) New construction – New building or new addition to an existing building  
 (2) Remodel – Alter, change or modify building or site 
 (3) Move a building – Building or structure moved into the city. 
 (4) Excavation – Dig out materials from the ground. 
 (5) Demolition – Destroy, remove or raze – completely tear down  

  
(d) Factors considered:  The Commission, upon receipt of the permit application and plans, 
shall determine if the work to be performed adversely affects the designated historic site, 
landmark or district.  In determining whether or not there is an adverse effect to the historic site, 
landmark, or district the Commission shall consider the following factors: 
 

(1) Whether the work will significantly alter the appearance of the building or 
structure so as to remove the features which distinguish the historic site, landmark or district as 
a significant cultural resource. 

(2) Whether the use of the property will destroy, disturb or endanger a known or 
suspected archaeological feature site. 
 
(e) Standards and guidelines: The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of 
 Historic Properties (listed below) shall be required basis for permit review decisions.  
 

1. The Comprehensive Plan adopted by the City shall be the authoritative guide to 
reviewing permits in relation to designated historic sites, landmarks and historic districts. 
 

2. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires 
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and 
environment. 
 

3. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of 
historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall 
be avoided. 
 

4. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. 
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural 
features or architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. 



 
5. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic 

significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 
 

6. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship 
that characterize a historic property shall be preserved. 
 

7. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity 
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match 
the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. 
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or 
pictorial evidence. 
 

8. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic 
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be 
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. 
 

9. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and 
preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be 
undertaken. 
 

10. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic 
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the 
old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to 
protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment. 
 

11.  New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a 
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic 
property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

 
(f) Appeals:  Any party aggrieved by a decision of the Commission shall within ten (10) 
days of the Commission’s action recommending denying the issuance of a building permit within 
a historic district have a right to appeal such decision to the City Council.  The Commission in 
recommending denial of a building permit shall advise the applicant of his/her right to appeal to 
the City Council. The aggrieved party shall file with the Building Official a written notice 
requesting Council review of the action taken by the Commission. 
  
Section 2-94 Maintenance of records and documents  
 

The Commission shall conduct a continuing survey of cultural resources in the City 
which the Commission has reason to believe are or will be eligible for designation as historic 
sites, landmarks or districts. The Commission shall also prepare and maintain a Comprehensive 
map and survey. 
 
(a) Register of Historic Sites and Landmarks: The City shall maintain a register of historic 
sites and landmarks.  
 



(b) Repository for Documents:  The office of the Building Official is designated as the 
repository for all studies, surveys, reports, programs, and designations of historic sites and 
landmarks.  
 
Section 2-95 Violation  
 
It shall be a misdemeanor to alter, disturb, deface or materially change the appearance or use 
of a designated historic site, landmark, or district without a permit.  
 
This ordinance shall take effect after publishing in the official newspaper.  
 
 
The Maplewood City Council approved this ordinance on July 11, 2011.  
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ORDINANCE 905 

by the Commission; thereafter, the 
Commission shall make a 
recommendation and may 
recommend conditions regarding 
approval to the City ·Council 
concerning the proposed permit. 

THE HERITAGE PRESERVATION 
COMMISSK>N ORPfNANCE 

Section 1 Thia amendment 
revl- Sections 2-87 to 2-91 

(c) Other building permits: The 
Commission shall review and make 
recommendations to the Council 
concerning the issuance of building 
permits to do any of the following In 
a historic district or State designated 
historic site: 
(1) New construction - New 

building or new addition to an 
existing building DIVISION 4 HERITAGE 

PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
(MCommlulon") 
Section 2-87 Authority for 

Eatabllahment 
There is hereby established for the 

City a Heritage Preservation 
Commission as an independent 
commission to the City Council, as 
provided in Minnesota Statutes 
Annotated Sections 471 .193 and 
138.51 . 
Section 2-88 Statement of publlc 

pollcy and purpoee 
The City Council hereby declares 

as a matter of public policy that the 
protection, preservation, 
perpetuation and use of places, 
areas, buildings, structures and 
other objects having a special 
historical, community or aesthetic 
interest or value is a public necessity 
and is required in the interest of the 
people. The purpose of this Chapter 
isto: 
(a) Safeguard the cultural 

resources of the City by preserving 
sites, structures, districts and 
landmarks which reflect elements of 
the City's cultural, social, economic, 
political or architectural history; 
(b) Protect and enhance the City's 

attractions to residents and visitors; 
(c) Foster civic pride in the beauty 

and notable achievements of the 
past; 
(d) Enhance the visual and 

aesthetic character, diversity and 
interest of the City; and 
(e) Promote the use and 

preservation of historic sites and 
landmarks for the education and 
general welfare of the people of the 
City. 
Secllon 2-89 Advisory bqdy 
All actions of the Commission shall 

be in the nature of recommendations 
to the City Council, and said 
Commission shall have no final 
authority with reference to any 
matters, except as the Council may 
lawfully delegate authority to it. 
Section 2-90 Compoaltlon; 

Appointment; QualHlcatlona; 
Tenna 
(a) The Heritage Preservation 

Commission shall be composed of 
seven (7) members appointed by the 
City Council, who shall be residents 
of the City, and shall be selected to 
assure that the Commission is 
representative of the various areas 
of the City and responsive to the 
needs of the people. 
(b) Commission membership shall 

be drawn from persons with 
demonstrated interest and/or 
expertise in historic preservation. If 
available in the community, at least 
two members of the Commission 
shall be heritage preservation• 
related professionals (e.g. the 
professions of history, architecture, 
architectural history, archeology, 
planning, real estate, design, 
building trades, landscape 
architecture, or law). A member of 
the Maplewood Heritage 
Preservation Commission is required 
to be a representative to the Ramsey 
County Historical Society. The City 
shall pay _for the membership of the 

(2) Remodel - Alter, change or 
modify building or site 
(3) Move a building - Building or · 

structure moved into the city. 
(4) Excavation - Dig out materials 

from the ground. 
(5) Demolition - Destroy, remove or 

raze - completely tear down 
(d) Factors considered: The 

Commission, upon receipt of the 
permit application and plans, shall 
determine if the work to be 
performed adversely affects the 
designated historic site, landmark or 
district. In determining whether or not 
there is an adverse effect to the 
historic site, landmark, or district the 
Commission shall consider the 
following factors: 
(1) Whether the work will 

significantly alter the appearance of 
the building or structure so as. to 
remove the features which 
distinguish the historic site, landmark 
or district as a significant cultural 
resource. 
(2) Whether the use of the property 

will destroy, disturb or endanger a 
known or suspected archaeological 
feature site. 
(e) Standards and guidelines: The 

Secretary of the Interior's Standards 
for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties (listed below) shall be 
required basis for permit review 
decisions. 

1. The Comprehensive Plan 
adopted by the City shall be the 
authoritative guide to reviewing 
permits in relation to designated 
historic sites, landmarks and historic 
districts. 
2. A property shall be used for Its 

historic purpose or be placed in a 
new use that requires minimal 
change to the defining 
characteristics of the building and Its 
site and environment. 
3. The historic character of a 

property shall be retained and 
preserved. The removal of historic 
materials or alteration of features 
and spaces that characterize a 
property shall be avoided. 
4. Each property shall be 

recognized as a physical record of Its 
time, place, and use. Changes that 
create a false sense of historical 
development, such as adding 
conjectural features or architectural 
elements from other buildings, shall 
not be undertaken. 
5. Most properties change over 

time; those changes that have 
acquired historic significance In their 
own right shall be retained and 
preserved. 
6. Distinctive features, finishes, 

and construction techniques or 
examples of craftsmanship that 
characterize a historic~ ahall 
be preserved. ' -
7. Deteriorated historic features 

shall be repaired rather than 
replaced. Where the severity of 
deterioration requires replacement of 
a distinctive feature, the new feature 
shall match the old in design, color, 
texture, and other visual quaNties 
and, where possible, materials. 
Replacement of missing features 
$ :~ 



1c) The members of the Heritage documentary, pnyslcal, or pictorial 
Preservation ' Commission shall evidence. 
serve staggered terms. All 8. Chemical or physical 
appointments shall be assigned by treatments, such as sandblasting, 
the city council for a term of three that cause damage to historic 
years. materials shall not be used. The 
Section 2-91 Officers Generally surface cleaning of structures, if 
The chairperson and vice- appropriate, shall be undertaken 

chairperson of the Commission shall using the gentlest means possible. 
be elected by the Commission at the 9. Significant archeological 
first meeting in May of each year resources affected by a project shall 
from among the members of the be protected and preserved. If such 
Commission. The Chairperson shall resources must be disturbed, 
be responsible for calling and mitigation measures shall be 
presiding over all meetings and shall undertaken. 
be entitled to an equal vote with 10. New additions, exterior 
other members of the Commission. If alterations, or related new 
the Chairperson is unable to attend a construction shaH not destroy historic 
meeting, the vice-chairperson shall materials that characterize the 
conduct the meeting. property. The new work shaft 'be 
Section 2·92 Designation of differentiated from the old and shan 

historic sites and landmarks be compatible with the massing, 
(a) Procedures: The City Council, size, scale, and architectural 

upon the request of the Commission, features to protect the historic 
may by resolution designate an integrity of the property and its 
historic site, landmark, or district. environment. 
Prior to such designation, the city 11. New additions and adjacent or 
council shall hold a public hearing, related new construction shaH be 
notice of which shall be published at undertaken in such a manner that if 
least ten (10) days prior to the date removed in the future, the essential 
of the hearing. Notice of the hearing form and Integrity of the historic 

-shall also be malled to all owners of property and its environment would 
property which is proposed to be be unimpaired. 
designated as an historic site, (f) Appeals: Any party aggrieved by 
landmark or district and to· all a decision of the Commission shall 
property owners within five hundred within ten (10) days of the 
(500) feet of the boundary of the Commission's action recommending 
area to be designated. Every denying the issuance of a building 
nomination shall be forwarded to the permit within a historic district have a 
Minnesota Historical Society for right to appeal such decision to the 
review and comment within sixty (60) City Council. The Commission in 
days of the Commission's request. recommending denial of a building 
(b) Eligibility crileria: In considering permit shall advise the applicant of 

the designation of any area, site, his/her right to appeal to the City 
place, district, building or structure in Council. The aggrieved party shall 
the city as an historic site, landmark, file with the Building Olfk:lal a written 
or district the Commission shall notice requesting Council review of 
consider the following factors with the action taken by the Commission. 
respect to eligibility: Section 2-M Maintenance of 
(1) Its character, interest or value as record9 and documents 

part of the history or cultural heritage The Commission shall conduct a 
of the City, the State or the United continuing survey of cultural 
States; resources in the City which tl'ie 
(2) Its association with persons or Commission has reason to believe 

events that have made a significant are or will be eligible for designation 
contribution to the cultural heritage of as historic sites, landmarks or 
the City; districts. The Commission shall also 

(3) Its potential to yield information prepare and maintain a 
important in history or prehistory; Comprehensive map and survey. 
(4) Its embodiment of distinguishing (a) ~Isler of Historic Sites and 

characteristics of architectural type landmarks: The City shall maintain a 
or style, or elements of design, detail register of historic sites and 
materials or craftsmanship; and landmarks. 
(5) Its unique location or singular (b) Repository for Documents: The 

physical appearance representing office of the Building Official is 
an established or familiar visual designated as the repository for all 
feature of a neighborhood or studies, surveys, reports, programs, 
community of the City. and designations. of historic sites and 
Section 2-93 Alterations to landmarks. 

landmarks, sites or districts; Section 2-95 Vlolatlon 
review It shall be a misdemeanor to alter 
(a) Review and recommendations disturb, deface or materially c~ 

generally; The Commission shall . the appearance or uie of. a · 
review and make recommendations designated historic site, landrhark, or 
to the Council concerning proposed district without a permit. · 
alterations to ·an historic site This ordinance shall take effect 
landmark or dillrlct. ' after publla,ifng lri the ofllclat 
tt,)_l.an« Ui8 J)elffllt. &wly , ........... . ,,..*-• lidf - · I 

application for a land use permit Council approved this ordinance on 
which may result in the alteration of a July 11 , 2011 . 
designated hisioric site, landmark or (Revtew: July 27, 2011) 
dlsttict in the City shaft be reviewed "·· · 



MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  James Antonen, City Manager 
FROM:  David Fisher, Building Official 
  Chuck Ahl, Assistant City Manager  
SUBJECT: Heritage Preservation Commission Ordinance Amendments –   
  Consider Approval of the First Reading 
DATE:  June 20, 2011, for the June 27, 2011, City Council Meeting 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
The Heritage Preservation Commission (HPC) Ordinance Amendments are being considered 
tonight for approval. This is the first reading. The purpose of these amendments is to clarify the 
criteria for reviewing applications of historical sites, landmarks and buildings. The goal is to obtain 
approval from the city council and resubmit the ordinance to the Minnesota State Historical 
Preservation Society Office (MSHPSO) for Certified Local Government Status (CLGS).   
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Over the past two years the HPC has been reviewing the HPC Ordinance so the city can achieve 
CLGS. The purpose of achieving CLGS is to strengthen existing local preservation programs and 
promote the development of new programs.  Cities that have CLGS are eligible to apply annually 
for grants administered through the State Historical Preservation Society from a designated 
federal pass-through allocation.   
 
The current HPC Ordinance was adopted by the city council on June 28, 2010. The HPC was 
established as an independent advisory commission to the city council. The HPC Ordinance was 
adopted to engage the city in a comprehensive program of historic preservation and promote the 
use and conservation of historic properties for the education, inspiration, pleasure and enrichment 
of the community. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The HPC Ordinance needs to be amended for the second time. The updated HPC Ordinance 
was submitted to the MSHPO in December of 2010. On February 8, 2011, the MSHPO replied to 
the submittal and found some items that were overlooked in the previous HPC Ordinance 
amendment.  
 
The HPC Ordinance has been amended with the recommendations from the MSHPO. In Section 
2-90(a) the word “Preservation” was added. In Section 2-93(e) 2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,and11 language 
was added to clarify  the standards and guidelines that are used when reviewing historic sites, 
properties or project permits.   
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
1. Approve the first reading of the Heritage Preservation Commission Ordinance 

amendments.   
 
P:\com-dev\HPC\ memo first reading June 27, 2011CCmeeting  
 
Attachment:  1. Amendment Ordinance 905 Heritage Preservation Commission Ordinance 

Agenda Item H1



AMENDMENT ORDINANCE 905 
 

THE HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION ORDINANCE  
 
Section 1 This amendment revises Sections 2-87 to 2-91  
 
DIVISION 4 HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION (“Commission”) 
 
Section 2-87 Authority for Establishment  
 

There is hereby established for the City a Heritage Preservation Commission as an 
independent commission to the City Council, as provided in Minnesota Statutes Annotated 
Sections 471.193 and 138.51. 
 
Section 2-88 Statement of public policy and purpose 
 

The City Council hereby declares as a matter of public policy that the protection, 
preservation, perpetuation and use of places, areas, buildings, structures and other objects 
having a special historical, community or aesthetic interest or value is a public necessity and is 
required in the interest of the people.  The purpose of this Chapter is to: 

(a) Safeguard the cultural resources of the City by preserving sites, structures, districts and 
landmarks which reflect elements of the City's cultural, social, economic, political or 
architectural history; 

(b) Protect and enhance the City's attractions to residents and visitors; 

(c) Foster civic pride in the beauty and notable achievements of the past; 

(d) Enhance the visual and aesthetic character, diversity and interest of the City; and 

(e) Promote the use and preservation of historic sites and landmarks for the education and 
general welfare of the people of the City. 

Section 2-89 Advisory body 
 
All actions of the Commission shall be in the nature of recommendations to the City Council, 
and said Commission shall have no final authority with reference to any matters, except as the 
Council may lawfully delegate authority to it. 
 
Section 2-90 Composition; Appointment; Qualifications; Terms 

 
(a) The Heritage Preservation Commission shall be composed of seven (7) members 
appointed by the City Council, who shall be residents of the City, and shall be selected to 
assure that the Commission is representative of the various areas of the City and responsive to 
the needs of the people. 
 
(b) Commission membership shall be drawn from persons with demonstrated interest and/or 
expertise in historic preservation.  If available in the community, at least two members of the 
Commission shall be heritage preservation-related professionals (e.g. the professions of history, 



architecture, architectural history, archeology, planning, real estate, design, building trades, 
landscape architecture, or law).  A member of the Maplewood Heritage Preservation 
Commission is required to be a representative to the Ramsey County Historical Society. The 
City shall pay for the membership of the Commission or designee.  
 
 (c) The members of the Heritage Preservation Commission shall serve staggered terms.  All 
appointments shall be assigned by the city council for a term of three years.   
 
Section 2-91 Officers Generally 
 

The chairperson and vice-chairperson of the Commission shall be elected by the 
Commission at the first meeting in January May of each year from among the members of the 
Commission.  The Chairperson shall be responsible for calling and presiding over all meetings 
and shall be entitled to an equal vote with other members of the Commission.  If the 
Chairperson is unable to attend a meeting, the vice-chairperson shall conduct the meeting. 
 
Section 2-92 Designation of historic sites and landmarks 
 
(a) Procedures:  The City Council, upon the request of the Commission, may by resolution 
designate an historic site, landmark, or district.  Prior to such designation, the city council shall 
hold a public hearing, notice of which shall be published at least ten (10) days prior to the date 
of the hearing.  Notice of the hearing shall also be mailed to all owners of property which is 
proposed to be designated as an historic site, landmark or district and to all property owners 
within five hundred (500) feet of the boundary of the area to be designated.  Every nomination 
shall be forwarded to the Minnesota Historical Society for review and comment within sixty (60) 
days of the Commission’s request. 
 
(b) Eligibility criteria:  In considering the designation of any area, site, place, district, building 
or structure in the city as an historic site, landmark, or district the Commission shall consider the 
following factors with respect to eligibility: 
 

(1) Its character, interest or value as part of the history or cultural heritage of the 
City, the State or the United States; 

 
(2) Its association with persons or events that have made a significant contribution to 

the cultural heritage of the City; 
 
(3) Its potential to yield information important in history or prehistory; 

 
(4) Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of architectural type or style, or 

elements of design, detail materials or craftsmanship; and 
 

(5) Its unique location or singular physical appearance representing an established 
or familiar visual feature of a neighborhood or community of the City.  

 
Section 2-93 Alterations to landmarks, sites or districts; review 
 
 (a) Review and recommendations generally:  The Commission shall review and make 
recommendations to the Council concerning proposed alterations to an historic site, landmark or 
district. 



 
(b) Land use permit:  Every application for a land use permit which may result in the 
alteration of a designated historic site, landmark or district in the City shall be reviewed by the 
Commission; thereafter, the Commission shall make a recommendation and may recommend 
conditions regarding approval to the City Council concerning the proposed permit. 

 
(c) Other building permits:  The Commission shall review and make recommendations to 
the Council concerning the issuance of building permits to do any of the following in a historic 
district or State designated historic site: 
 
 (1) New construction – New building or new addition to an existing building  
 (2) Remodel – Alter, change or modify building or site 
 (3) Move a building – Building or structure moved into the city. 
 (4) Excavation – Dig out materials from the ground. 
 (5) Demolition – Destroy, remove or raze – completely tear down  

  
(d) Factors considered:  The Commission, upon receipt of the permit application and plans, 
shall determine if the work to be performed adversely affects the designated historic site, 
landmark or district.  In determining whether or not there is an adverse effect to the historic site, 
landmark, or district the Commission shall consider the following factors: 
 

(1) Whether the work will significantly alter the appearance of the building or 
structure so as to remove the features which distinguish the historic site, landmark or district as 
a significant cultural resource. 

(2) Whether the use of the property will destroy, disturb or endanger a known or 
suspected archaeological feature site. 
 
(e) Standards and guidelines: The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of 
Historic Properties (listed below) shall be required basis for permit review decisions.  
 

1. The Comprehensive Plan adopted by the City shall be the authoritative guide to 
reviewing permits in relation to designated historic sites, landmarks and historic districts. 
 

2.  A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires 
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and 
environment. 
 

3. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of 
historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall 
be avoided. 
 

4. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. 
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural 
features or architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. 
 

5. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic 
significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 
 

6. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship 
that characterize a historic property shall be preserved. 



 
7. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity 

of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match 
the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. 
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or 
pictorial evidence. 
 

8. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic 
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be 
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. 
 

9. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and 
preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be 
undertaken. 
 

10. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic 
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the 
old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to 
protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment. 
 

11.  New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a 
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic 
property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

 
(f) Appeals:  Any party aggrieved by a decision of the Commission shall within ten (10) 
days of the Commission’s action recommending denying the issuance of a building permit within 
a historic district have a right to appeal such decision to the City Council.  The Commission in 
recommending denial of a building permit shall advise the applicant of his/her right to appeal to 
the City Council. The aggrieved party shall file with the Building Official a written notice 
requesting Council review of the action taken by the Commission. 
  
Section 2-94 Maintenance of records and documents  
 

The Commission shall conduct a continuing survey of cultural resources in the City 
which the Commission has reason to believe are or will be eligible for designation as historic 
sites, landmarks or districts. The Commission shall also prepare and maintain a Comprehensive 
map and survey. 
 
(a) Register of Historic Sites and Landmarks: The City shall maintain a register of historic 
sites and landmarks.  
 
(b) Repository for Documents:  The office of the Building Official is designated as the 
repository for all studies, surveys, reports, programs, and designations of historic sites and 
landmarks.  
 
Section 2-95 Violation  
 
It shall be a misdemeanor to alter, disturb, deface or materially change the appearance or use 
of a designated historic site, landmark, or district without a permit.  



 
This Heritage Preservation Commission recommended approval of this ordinance. 
 
This ordinance shall take effect after publishing in the official newspaper. The Maplewood City 
Council approved this ordinance.  
 
         

 
_______________________________ 
Will Rossbach, Mayor 

Attest: 
 
________________________________ 
Karen Guilfoile, City Clerk 
 
 



J. 

Agenda Item E2

For each residential site the fee for a permit is as may be imposed, set, established and
fixed by the City Council, by resolution, from time to time. 

Sec. 10- 486. Term. 

The permit period under this section shall expire one ( 1) year from the date the permit is

issued. 

Sec. 10- 487. Revocation. 

The city manager may revoke any permit issued under this ordinance if the person holding
the permit refuses or fails to comply with this ordinance, with any regulations promulgated
by the city council pursuant to this ordinance, or with any state or local law governing
cruelty to animals or the keeping of animals. Any person whose permit is revoked shall, 
within ten ( 10) days thereafter, humanely dispose of all chickens being owned, kept or
harbored by such person, and no part of the permit fee shall be refunded. 

Seconded by Councilmember Nephew Ayes — Mayor Rossbach, Councilmembers

Koppen, Llanas, Nephew

Nays — Councilmember Juenemann

The motion passed. 

Couniclmember Koppen moved to set the Chicken Permit fee of $75 for initial application and $ 50

for renewals. 

Seconded by Mayor Rossbach Ayes — Mayor Rossbach, Councilmembers

Koppen, Llanas, Nephew

Nays — Councilmember Juenemann

The motion passed. 

3. Heritage Preservation Ordinance Amendments — Consider Approval of the Second

Reading

Councilmember Nephew moved to approve the Second Reading of the Heritage Preservation

Ordinance Amendments. 

Seconded by Councilmember Juenemann Ayes — All

The motion passed. 

NEW BUSINESS

Conditional Use Permit / Parking Lot Setback Violation, Merit Chevrolet, 2695
Brookview Drive

Assistant City Manager Ahl presented the report informing the council that Merit Chevrolet has
agreed to all of the changes requested by staff that brings them into compliance of the conditional
use permit. 

2. Consider Resolution Opposing County -Wide Taxes to Support Stadium Proposal

Councilmember Nephew moved to approve the Resolution Opposing County -Wide Taxes to

Support Stadium Proposal as submitted. 

July 11, 2011
City Council Meeting Minutes
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Sec. 2-301. - Authority for establishment.  

There is hereby established for the city a heritage preservation commission as an independent 
commission to the city council, as provided in Minn. Stats. §§ 471.193 and 138.51.  

(Ord. No. 905, § 1, 6-28-2010; Ord. No. 905(Rev.), § 1(2-87), 7-11-2011) 

Sec. 2-302. - Statement of public policy and purpose.  

The city council hereby declares as a matter of public policy that the protection, preservation, 
perpetuation and use of places, areas, buildings, structures and other objects having a special historical, 
community or aesthetic interest or value is a public necessity and is required in the interest of the people. 
The purpose of this division is to:  

(1)  Safeguard the cultural resources of the city by preserving sites, structures, districts and 
landmarks which reflect elements of the city's cultural, social, economic, political or architectural 
history;  

(2)  Protect and enhance the city's attractions to residents and visitors;  

(3)  Foster civic pride in the beauty and notable achievements of the past;  

(4)  Enhance the visual and aesthetic character, diversity and interest of the city; and  

(5)  Promote the use and preservation of historic sites and landmarks for the education and general 
welfare of the people of the city.  

(Ord. No. 905, § 1, 6-28-2010; Ord. No. 905(Rev.), § 1(2-88), 7-11-2011) 

Sec. 2-303. - Advisory body.  

All actions of the commission shall be in the nature of recommendations to the city council, and said 
commission shall have no final authority with reference to any matters, except as the council may lawfully 
delegate authority to it.  

(Ord. No. 905, § 1, 6-28-2010; Ord. No. 905(Rev.), § 1(2-89), 7-11-2011) 

Sec. 2-304. - Composition; appointment; qualifications; terms.  

(a)  The heritage preservation commission shall be composed of seven members appointed by the city 
council, who shall be residents of the city, and shall be selected to assure that the commission is 
representative of the various areas of the city and responsive to the needs of the people.  

(b)  Commission membership shall be drawn from persons with demonstrated interest and/or expertise in 
historic preservation. If available in the community, at least two members of the commission shall be 
heritage preservation-related professionals (e.g., the professions of history, architecture, architectural 
history, archeology, planning, real estate, design, building trades, landscape architecture, or law). A 
member of the Maplewood Heritage Preservation Commission is required to be a representative to 
the Ramsey County Historical Society. The city shall pay for the membership of the commission or 
designee.  

(c)  The members of the heritage preservation commission shall serve staggered terms. All appointments 
shall be assigned by the city council for a term of three years.  

(Ord. No. 905, § 1, 6-28-2010; Ord. No. 905(Rev.), § 1(2-90), 7-11-2011) 



Sec. 2-305. - Officers; generally.  

The chairperson and vice-chairperson of the commission shall be elected by the commission at the 
first meeting in May of each year from among the members of the commission. The chairperson shall be 
responsible for calling and presiding over all meetings and shall be entitled to an equal vote with other 
members of the commission. If the chairperson is unable to attend a meeting, the vice-chairperson shall 
conduct the meeting.  

(Ord. No. 905, § 1, 6-28-2010; Ord. No. 905(Rev.), § 1(2-91), 7-11-2011) 

Sec. 2-306. - Designation of historic sites and landmarks.  

(a)  Procedures. The city council, upon the request of the commission, may by resolution designate an 
historic site, landmark, or district. Prior to such designation, the city council shall hold a public hearing, 
notice of which shall be published at least ten days prior to the date of the hearing. Notice of the 
hearing shall also be mailed to all owners of property which is proposed to be designated as an historic 
site, landmark or district and to all property owners within 500 feet of the boundary of the area to be 
designated. Every nomination shall be forwarded to the Minnesota Historical Society for review and 
comment within 60 days of the commission's request.  

(b)  Eligibility criteria. In considering the designation of any area, site, place, district, building or structure 
in the city as an historic site, landmark, or district, the commission shall consider the following factors 
with respect to eligibility:  

(1)  Its character, interest or value as part of the history or cultural heritage of the city, the state or 
the United States;  

(2)  Its association with persons or events that have made a significant contribution to the cultural 
heritage of the city;  

(3)  Its potential to yield information important in history or prehistory;  

(4)  Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of architectural type or style, or elements of 
design, detail materials or craftsmanship; and  

(5)  Its unique location or singular physical appearance representing an established or familiar visual 
feature of a neighborhood or community of the city.  

(Ord. No. 905, § 1, 6-28-2010; Ord. No. 905(Rev.), § 1(2-92), 7-11-2011) 

Sec. 2-307. - Alterations to landmarks, sites or districts; review.  

(a)  Review and recommendations generally. The commission shall review and make recommendations 
to the council concerning proposed alterations to an historic site, landmark or district.  

(b)  Land use permit. Every application for a land use permit which may result in the alteration of a 
designated historic site, landmark or district in the city shall be reviewed by the commission; thereafter, 
the commission shall make a recommendation and may recommend conditions regarding approval to 
the city council concerning the proposed permit.  

(c)  Other building permits. The commission shall review and make recommendations to the council 
concerning the issuance of building permits to do any of the following in a historic district or state 
designated historic site:  

(1)  New construction - New building or new addition to an existing building.  

(2)  Remodel - Alter, change or modify building or site.  

(3)  Move a building - Building or structure moved into the city.  



(4)  Excavation - Dig out materials from the ground.  

(5)  Demolition - Destroy, remove or raze - completely tear down.  

(d)  Factors considered. The commission, upon receipt of the permit application and plans, shall determine 
if the work to be performed adversely affects the designated historic site, landmark or district. In 
determining whether or not there is an adverse effect to the historic site, landmark, or district the 
commission shall consider the following factors:  

(1)  Whether the work will significantly alter the appearance of the building or structure so as to 
remove the features which distinguish the historic site, landmark or district as a significant cultural 
resource.  

(2)  Whether the use of the property will destroy, disturb or endanger a known or suspected 
archaeological feature site.  

(e)  Standards and guidelines. The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties (listed below) shall be required basis for permit review decisions:  

(1)  The comprehensive plan adopted by the city shall be the authoritative guide to reviewing permits 
in relation to designated historic sites, landmarks and historic districts.  

(2)  A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal 
change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.  

(3)  The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic 
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.  

(4)  Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that 
create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or 
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken.  

(5)  Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in their 
own right shall be retained and preserved.  

(6)  Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that 
characterize a historic property shall be preserved.  

(7)  Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of 
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in 
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of 
missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence.  

(8)  Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials 
shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using 
the gentlest means possible.  

(9)  Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If 
such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.  

(10)  New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic 
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and 
shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic 
integrity of the property and its environment.  

(11)  New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner 
that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its 
environment would be unimpaired.  

(f)  Appeals. Any party aggrieved by a decision of the commission shall within ten days of the 
commission's action recommending denying the issuance of a building permit within a historic district 
have a right to appeal such decision to the city council. The commission in recommending denial of a 
building permit shall advise the applicant of his/her right to appeal to the city council. The aggrieved 



party shall file with the building official a written notice requesting council review of the action taken by 
the commission.  

(Ord. No. 905, § 1, 6-28-2010; Ord. No. 905(Rev.), § 1(2-93), 7-11-2011) 

Sec. 2-308. - Maintenance of records and documents.  

The commission shall conduct a continuing survey of cultural resources in the city which the 
commission has reason to believe are or will be eligible for designation as historic sites, landmarks or 
districts. The commission shall also prepare and maintain a comprehensive map and survey.  

(1)  Register of historic sites and landmarks. The city shall maintain a register of historic sites and 
landmarks.  

(2)  Repository for documents. The office of the building official is designated as the repository for all 
studies, surveys, reports, programs, and designations of historic sites and landmarks.  

(Ord. No. 905, § 1, 6-28-2010; Ord. No. 905(Rev.), § 1(2-94), 7-11-2011) 

Sec. 2-309. - Violation.  

It shall be a misdemeanor to alter, disturb, deface or materially change the appearance or use of a 
designated historic site, landmark, or district without a permit.  

(Ord. No. 905, § 1, 6-28-2010; Ord. No. 905(Rev.), § 1(2-95), 7-11-2011) 

Sec. 2-310. - Reserved.  





Purpose
The Heritage Preservation Commission (HPC) is charged with preserving significant 
historic resources in Maplewood. It pursues this by recommending to City Council sites 
to designate as historic landmarks and by providing design review for designated sites.

The HPC worked with City staff to create 
history videos

Commissioners hosted staff from St. Paul 
Water

The HPC created a sign for 
Lookout Park



Peter Boulay - Chair
Member Since 10/09/06; Term Expires 

4/30/21
Richard Currie - Vice Chair Member 
Since 07/26/04; Term Expires 4/30/19

Jason DeMoe -  Member
MMember Since 09/11/17; Term Expires 

04/30/20
Bob Cardinal - Member

Member Since 01/25/16; Term Expires 
4/30/21

Margaret Fett - Member Member Since 
11/27/17; Term Expires 4/30/19
John John Gaspar - Member

Member Since 01/14/13; Term Expires 
4/30/20

Preservation Programs

National Register of Historic Places 
Ramsey County Poor Farm Barn 
Owner: Ramsey County

Maplewood Heritage Landmarks
Bruentrup Heritage Farm 
OOwner: City of Maplewood

 Gladstone Savanna Neighborhood 
Preserve 

Owner: City of Maplewood

Century Homes
There are 136 homes over 100 years old in 

Maplewood. Bruentrup Heritage Farm

HPC - (left to right) Steve Lukin, Jason DeMoe, 
John Gaspar, Bob Cardinal, Richard Currie, 
Margaret Fett, and City Council liasion Nikki 

Villavicencios



1.  Maintained MN Certiϐied Local Government (CLG) status by meeting the requirements 
listed in the MN CLG Procedures Manual.
2.  2018 Maplewood Heritage Award. Prepared nominations and recommended Ronald 
Cockriel receive the 2018 Maplewood Heritage Award.
3.  2019 Maplewood Heritage Award. Prepared nominations and recommended Gary 
Bastian receive the 2019 Maplewood Heritage Award.
4.  Met with 4.  Met with representatives from Ramsey County regarding renovations and ramp 
demolition of exterior stairway of the Poor Farm Barn
5.  Gladstone Savanna Event. Partnered with the Parks Department and Maplewood Area 
Historical Society on A Trip Through Time, the August 2nd event celebrating Gladstone 
Savanna.
6.  Lookout Park Signage. Installed interpretive sign honoring Lookout Park – the smallest 
park in the City of Maplewood.
7.  Haze7.  Hazelwood Fire Station.  Gathered historic photos and information on Hazelwood  Fire 
Station  
8.  Reviewed following projects:
a. Historical Resources Chapter of 2040 Comprehensive Plan.
b. Preliminary Section 106 information for Gold Line Bus Rapid Transit.
9.  Recognized the following buildings that were demolished in 2019:
a. 1905 Radatz Avenue East, house
b.b. 1844 PHALEN PL N, house
c. 2780 MAPLEWOOD DR N, Morries Mercedes Benz
d. 497 CENTURY AVE N, house ϐire
e. 1448 COUNTY ROAD C E, First Evangelical Free Church, building
f. 671 FERNDALE ST N, breezeway
g. 2732 MAPLEWOOD DR N, Don’t Paint and Collision Center 
10.  Commissioner Boul10.  Commissioner Boulay and Leon Axtman represented the commission at meetings 
discussing the Rush Line Bus Rapid Transit stations.
11.  Documented oral history of the Hazelwood Fire Station with an in-depth interview 
with Steve Lukin 
http://vod.maplewoodmn.gov/CablecastPublicSite/show/975?channel=1
12.  Review St. Paul Regional Water Services McCarron Plant renovation
13.  Reviewed Rush Line 1868 Rail Bed as part of the Section 106 Review of the project. 

2020 Review and Accomplishments



Proposed Historical 
Documentation Efforts:
St. Paul Regional Water 

Services 

Coffee Table Book -- Photos and 
writing covering the history of the 
facility (copies potentially provided to 

local libraries)

Video Documentary -- Interviews with 
former/current staff, photos, Ken 

Burns style narration

Opportunities to partner with local Opportunities to partner with local 
historical groups

Possible partnership with 
professional firms (corporate 

historians, etc.)



St. Paul Regional Water Services 



2020 HPC Commission Goals
Preservation and Planning
1. Complete work on local designation for Ramsey County Cemetery.
2. Prepare application and designate one new historic site.
3. Submit grant and begin additional survey work on historic sites and   
 structures.
Research and DocumentationResearch and Documentation
4. Document history of important buildings in the Gladstone Area.
5. Take photos of buildings that are likely to be removed.
Research and Documentation
6. Make recommendation for 2021 Heritage Award.
7. Support Maplewood Communications team with historic information   
 as needed for videos.
8.8. Partner with Maplewood Area Historical Society to develop an auto   
 tour or walking tour of significant historic sites.
9. Put out a call for photos on various topics or time periods. 

The historic LS&M Rail Corridor traveled within the right-of-way that was 
later purchased by Ramsey County for future use and is currently in use 
as the Bruce Vento Trail. The Corridor is listed in the National Register of 
Historic Places, as a first and direct rail connection between St. Paul and 
Duluth. The proposed Rush Line BRT Project would share the Ramsey 
County rail right-of-way with the Bruce Vento Trail.
Photo courtesy of the Maplewood Historical Society  

Wakefield Park -- 1960s



The Heritage Preservation Commission (HPC) is 
charged with preserving significant historic re-
sources in Maplewood.  It pursues this by recom-
mending to City Council sites to designate as his-
toric landmarks and by providing design review 
for designated sites.

Purpose Commissioners
Bob Cardinal, Chair
Appointed 1/25/2016 
 term expires 4/30/2024  

Richard Currie, Vice Chair
Appointed 7/26/2004 
 term expires 4/30/2026  

John Gaspar, (Architect)
Appointed 1/14/2013
 term expires 4/30/2023

Jason DeMoe
Appointed 10/12/2020 
 term expires 4/30/2023

David Hughes (Historian)
Appointed 10/25/21 
 term expires 4/30/2026

Barbara Kearn (Historian)
Appointed 10/25/21 
 term expires 4/30/2024

Margaret Fett
Appointed 11/27/2017
 term expires 4/30/2022  
 - did not renew

Ramsey County Poor Farm
2020 White Bear Ave, Maplewood, MN

Minnesota’s first poor farm was founded by 
pioneer landholders in Ramsey County in 1854, 
making it one of the first residential facilities in 

Minnesota Territory.



Accomplishments: 
Two new members joined Commission
Both are retired history teachers whose credentials fill the needs of our History member     
requirement. 

Recruitment
Actively recruiting for someone from a diverse community or who has one of the profes-
sional credentials required by SHPO.

Training
The Commission Chair, Commission member, and Staff Liaison attended Preserve MN Con-
ference in Duluth, September 2022. 

106 Reviews:
St. Paul Regional Water Service plant upgrade -- The historically significant structure 
couldn’t be saved. As a way to commemorate the site, there are plans for a coffee table 
book and video documentary. ews

The American Coop at Lake Phalen (1875 
East Shore Drive North), a Senior Housing 

development. No historic properties nor 
recorded archeological sites were found 

within the area of potential effect. 

Property Preservation Efforts
Began exploring the possibility of an historic designation for St. Jerome’s for its architectur-
al significance and its long support of hosting and educating several waves of immigrants 
and refugees.  

Three-year strategic plan, with an 
emphasis on Diversity Equity and Inclusion (DEI).  It includes:
• Creating an interactive website documenting key dates in the city’s history.
• Oral history of residents from diverse backgrounds on why they chose Maplewood.
• Study/evaluate historic significance of key Maplewood properties/locations. 



Awards: 
While the Commission continued 
to meet virtually during the pan-
demic and nominate and award 
people for the annual Maplewood 
Heritage Award, we were not able 
to have an official in-person cere-
mony. We were able to recognize 
those people at an April City Coun-
cil Meeting. Awardees include:

2019: Gary Bastion for his efforts to preserve land and open space as a former mayor. His 
work led to the dedication of the Gladstone Savanah, which housed the old rail road shops.

2020: Janice Quick for her efforts to collect and share Maplewood’s history, which include 
books, magazine contributions, lectures and walking tours. 

2021: Pete Boulay for his on-going volunteerism to the commission and his efforts to collect 
and share Maplewood’s history, which include books, magazine contributions, and lectures.  
 
Documenting Properties

Documented with photos and drone video 
the decommissioned Londin Fire Station 

(2501 Londin Ln E.) before its demolition.

Documented with photos and drone video the old 
Menards (2280 Maplewood Dr E,)  before demolition 
to re-build a new Menards on the site.

Documented with photos 
and drone video Moose 
Lodge (1946 English St) 

prior to the City preparing 
to put it on the market.

Documented with photos and drone video the Gladstone 
House (1373 Frost Ave) prior to its tentative sale. 



Bruentrup 
Heritage Farm

2170 County Rd D E, 
Maplewood, MN 55109

Established Preservation Programs

National Register of Historic Places
Ramsey County Poor Farm Barn
Owner: Ramsey County

Maplewood Heritage Locally Designated Landmarks
Bruentrup Heritage Farm
Owner: City of Maplewood

Gladstone Savanna Neighborhood Preserve
Owner: City of Maplewood

Century Homes
More than 130 homes over 100 years old

The Bruentrup Heritage farm was estab-
lished in 1891. William Bruentrup married Ida 
Wagner and the bride’s family gave them 40 
acres of land along White Bear Avenue as 
a wedding present. They added land until it 
reached 175 acres. Four generations of the 
family have farmed there. The farmhouse 
was somewhat modernized in 1912.

Over the years the surrounding land was be-
ing developed. A large part of the Bruentrup 
property had been sold, including the many 
acres where Maplewood Mall is now located. 
In 1997 the developers offered the Bruentrup 
family a very good price for their land. The 
Bruentrup’s offered the City of Maplewood 
the first chance to buy it. The City sent out a 
questionnaire to the citizens of Maplewood. 
The responses were very positive to the idea 
of saving the farm in that location.



December 2, 2022  
 
Sarah Beimers, Environmental Review Program Manager 
Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office 
Administration Building 
50 Sherburne Avenue, #203 
St. Paul, MN 55155-1402 
 
RE: METRO Purple Line (formerly Rush Line) Bus Rapid Transit, Ramsey County, Minnesota; 30% 

Plan Review, SHPO #2019-0958 
 
Dear Ms. Beimers,  
 
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is writing to continue consultation for the Purple (formerly 
Rush) Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Project (Project). Under delegation from FTA and as per the terms 
of the Project’s Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), Metropolitan Council’s Preservation Lead staff 
meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards (48 FR 44738-44739) 
reviewed project plans at the 30% design stage (per Stipulation VI.C.) in order to: 
 

. . . recommend to FTA whether revisions are necessary to the Project’s APE, whether any Project 
design changes may result in a change to FTA’s finding of effect, whether the design requirements 
of Stipulation V have been met, and whether the plans incorporate commitments made to the 
Consulting Parties through consultation under Stipulations VI and XII. 

 
The 30% plans do not extend north beyond Beam Avenue as the Project’s northern terminus is being 
redesigned. In March 2022, the City of White Bear Lake passed a resolution asking that the project not 
enter White Bear Lake; therefore, the corridor design north of Beam Avenue to the end of the corridor has 
been excluded from the 30% Volume A submittal due to the ongoing Route Modification Study. With the 
final Corridor Management Committee direction anticipated in Quarter 1 of 2023, the design 
advancement of the remaining corridor will occur afterwards and will be submitted in a separate 30% 
Volume B submittal. The 30% plans for the area north of Beam Avenue are anticipated to be submitted at 
the same time as the 60% plans for the corridor south of Beam Avenue, currently expected to be in 
Quarter 2 of 2023. Consultation will occur with consulting parties between the 30% and 60% plan 
development north of Beam Avenue, once available, as required by the Project MOA. 

The Preservations Lead’s analysis, outlined in the attached report, is based on the Project’s 30% Plans 
(Volume A) dated September 23, 2022. 
 
30% Plan Review 
The Preservation Lead has reviewed the Project’s 30% plans and recommend the following. 

• Most project changes between the 15% and 30% plans were within the same LODs at the 15% 
stage. There were several locations that extended beyond the LOD at the 15% plan stage; 
however, based on the project methodology as detailed in the 2020 archaeology report, all appear 
to have low potential for containing intact, significant archaeological sites due to previous 
residential, commercial, and/or railroad and roadway development. Therefore, no additional 
archaeological fieldwork is recommended. 



METRO Purple Line Bus Rapid Transit Project, SHPO #2019-0958 
30% Plan Review 
December 2, 2022 
Page 2 of 3 
 

• No change to the Project APE is recommended since all the changes and their potential to affect 
the character or use of historic properties, if any are present, are sufficiently accounted for in the 
previous APE boundaries. 

• As per Stipulation VI.C, it is recommended that the proposed Johnson Parkway Bridge meets the 
SOI Standards and that commitment is completed, pending the receipt of consulting parties’ 
comments and the consideration of such comments, as per Stipulations VI; and continued review 
by the Preservation Lead should occur to determine if design changes warrant reinitiating 
consultation. 

• As per Stipulation VII, it is recommended that no Construction Protection Plans for Historic 
Properties (CPPHPs) are needed and that other means of notifying the contractor of the presence 
of historic properties can be used pending the receipt of consulting parties’ comments and the 
consideration of such comments. 

• While the finding of effect for the project has not changed, an additional project activity was 
identified that will add to the adverse effect to the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District. The 
planned replacement of the Bridge R0438 (McAfee Bridge) constitutes the loss of original 
historic fabric from the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District. FTA should consult with 
consulting parties per Stipulation XII on determining if additional mitigation will be required, or 
if the minimization efforts in other locations, namely the Arlington Bridge crossing, make the 
current mitigation commitment commensurate with the effects to the historic district overall. As 
per the terms of Stipulation XII, the new bridge should be designed in accordance with the SOI 
Standards to the extent possible to minimize additional effects. 

Next Steps 
FTA and Mead & Hunt will hold a consultation meeting with your office and the parties copied below in 
January 2023 (date to be determined). The purpose of this meeting is to review the 30% design review 
memo and answer any questions from consulting parties prior to your issuing written comments. 
 
FTA requests that MnSHPO and the consulting parties copied below provide comments on the 
30% design review for the proposed Project within 60 calendar days of receipt of this letter, which 
is January 31, 2022. If you have any questions, please contact William Wheeler at (312) 353-2639 and 
William.Wheeler@dot.gov. Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Jay M. Ciavarella 
Director, Office of Planning and Program Development 
 
Enclosures: Technical Memorandum:  30% Plan Review (November 2022) 
 
cc (via email): William Wheeler, Federal Transit Administration  

Elizabeth Breiseth, Federal Transit Administration 
Nancy Komulainen-Dillenburg, United States Army Corps of Engineers 
Melissa Jenny, United States Army Corps of Engineers 
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Craig Lamothe, Purple Line Project Office 
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Maplewood Historical Society 
Joe Sheeran, Maplewood Heritage Preservation Commission 
Stephen Smith, Ramsey County 
Bill Dermody, City of St. Paul 
George Gause, St. Paul Heritage Preservation Commission 
Nolan Wall, City of Vadnais Heights 
Anne Kane, City of White Bear Lake 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

This memorandum has been prepared based on the requirements of the Purple Line Bus Rapid Transit 

(BRT) Project (Project) Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), signed by the Federal Transit Administration 

(FTA), Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), 

United States Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), and Metropolitan Council (Council). The MOA codifies the 

steps by which Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (Section 106) 

review for the Project is to be completed as Project plans are developed by the Purple Line Project Office 

(PLPO). 

The Project’s Section 106 finding of effects to historic properties (i.e., those eligible for or listed in the 

National Register of Historic Places (National Register) as defined at 36 CFR ̕§ 800.16(l)(1)) was based on 

the 15% Project plans, resulting in a finding of Adverse Effect to the Lake Superior & Mississippi (LS&M) 

Railroad Corridor Historic District: Saint Paul to White Bear Lake (XX-RRD-NPR001), herein referred to as 

the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District; three individually eligible 1868 Alignments of the LS&M (XX-

RRD-NPR002, XX-RRD-NPR003, and XX-RRD-NPR004); and the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District: 

White Bear Lake to Hugo (XX-RRD-NPR005). In addition, conditions were placed on several historic 

properties to avoid or minimize effects to them: Lowertown Historic District (RA-SPC-4580); Saint Paul 

Union Depot (RA-SPC-5225 and RA-SPC-6907); Great Northern Railroad Corridor Historic District (RA-

SPC-5918); Westminster Junction (RA-SPC-5618); Saint Paul, Stillwater & Taylors Falls (StPS&TF)/Omaha 

Road Railroad Corridor Historic District (XX-RRD-CNW001); Johnson Parkway (RA-SPC-8497 and RA-

SPC-5685); Phalen Park (RA-SPC-10850); Moose Lodge 963 (RA-MWC-0134); and Madeline L. Weaver 

Elementary School (RA-MWC-0031). 

This memo includes detailed documentation of required review elements based on the Project’s 30% plan 

status, supported as per the requirements of Stipulation III: Deliverables and Consulting Party Review 

Procedures. See the Purple Line Quarterly Report No. 4 for Quarter 3 (July 1 – September 30, 2022) for 

other stipulation updates (distributed to consulting parties on November 28, 2022). 
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2. STIPULATION IV: FTA REVIEW OF PROJECT PLANS - REVIEW 
OF 30% PLANS 

The MOA requires the Project’s Preservation Lead to review project plans at the 30%, 60%, 90%, and 100% 

design stages, as well as any modifications made to the 100% plans (Stipulation VI.C.) in order to: 

. . . recommend to FTA whether revisions are necessary to the Project’s APE, whether any Project 

design changes may result in a change to FTA’s finding of effect, whether the design requirements of 

Stipulation V have been met, and whether the plans incorporate commitments made to the 

Consulting Parties through consultation under Stipulations VI and XII. 

Mead & Hunt, Inc. (Mead & Hunt), as Project Preservation Lead, reviewed the Project’s 30% plans 

(attached) and compared them to the limits of disturbance (LOD) on the 15% plans, the archaeological 

study and survey areas, and the Project Area of Potential Effects (APE) (all previously distributed) to 

determine if there are changes between the 15% and 30% design that would result in the items listed 

above. Changes to LODs are described below and images from the archaeological survey limits are 

compared with the LOD at the 30% plan stage as shown on the Project Layout sheets (attached). For 

changes from the 15% LOD, the change is described and the 30% plan sheet number is provided in the text 

for reference and ease of finding, but no comparison image is provided. The results of this review are 

summarized here and documented below. 

• There are minor changes to the proposed work within the 15% LODs and/or minor changes that 

extend beyond the 15% LOD. Where expanded LOD boundaries were noted, RPA-registered 

archaeologist Kristen Zschomler compared the area with the previously reviewed and approved 

archaeological methodology as documented in the 2020 report by Vicki L. Twinde-Javner of the 

Mississippi Valley Archaeology Center, Phase IA Literature Review, Phase I Archaeological 

Investigations and Phase II Archaeological Investigations of 21RA82 for the Rush Line BRT Project, 

Ramsey County, Minnesota (2020 archaeology report). Based on an application of the established 

and previously reviewed methodology in that report, no areas in the expanded LOD are 

recommended for further archaeological work, as documented below. 

• No change to the Project APE is recommended since all the changes and their potential to affect 

the character or use of historic properties, if any are present, are sufficiently accounted for in the 

previous APE boundary. This includes the change from an at-grade to a grade-separated crossing 

at Arlington Avenue, as documented below. 

• The commitment for the Johnson Parkway Bridge and project elements proximate to Madeline L. 

Weaver Elementary School to be designed in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s 

Standards (SOI Standards) to the extent feasible as per Stipulation V has been met, pending 

consulting party comments under Stipulations VI and continued review by the Preservation Lead 

as plans advance. 

• Recommendation that alternative methods to the use of Construction Protection Plans for Historic 

Properties (CPPHPs) be used. 
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• While the finding of effect for the project has not changed, an additional project activity was 

identified that will add to the adverse effect to the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District 

through the removal and replacement of Bridge R0438 (former railroad bridge now pedestrian 

path connecting McAfee Street to East Shore Drive [RA-SPC-11140]), a contributing element. Other 

effects to the historic district have been minimized, mainly through the reduction of railroad bed 

removal at the Arlington Avenue crossing. 

2.1. Removed Design Elements 

• The 30% plans do not extend beyond Beam Avenue as the Project’s northern termini is being 

redesigned. In March 2022, the City of White Bear Lake passed a resolution asking that the project 

not enter White Bear Lake; therefore, the corridor design north of Beam Avenue to the end of the 

corridor has been excluded from the 30% Volume A submittal due to the ongoing Route 

Modification Study. With the final Corridor Management Committee direction anticipated in 

Quarter 1 of 2023, the design advancement of the remaining corridor will occur afterwards and 

will be submitted in a separate 30% Volume B submittal. The 30% plans for the area north of Beam 

Avenue are anticipated to be submitted at the same time as the 60% plans for the corridor south of 

Beam Avenue, currently expected to be in Quarter 2 of 2023. Consultation will occur with 

consulting parties between the 30% and 60% plan development north of Beam Avenue, once 

available, as required by the Project MOA. 

• Robert Street – reduction of the turn radius from 6th Street to northbound Robert Street. 

• Fourteen retaining walls were removed from the project by refining grades of stations, bridges, and 

trails. 

o RTW-202 – Johnson Parkway Bridge Approach 

o RTW-206 – Maryland Avenue Station 

o RTW-211 – Maryland Avenue Station 

o RTW-236 – Gateway Trail Overpass Approach 

o RTW-237 – Gateway Trail Overpass Approach 

o RTW-240 – Weaver Elementary Area 

o RTW-241 – Changed to bridge wing walls over Weaver Trail 

o RTW-242 – Changed to bridge wing walls over Weaver Trail 

o RTW-243 – Changed to bridge wing walls over Weaver Trail 

o RTW-244 – Changed to bridge wing walls over Weaver Trail 

o RTW-257 – Bridge Over Highway 36 
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o RTW-280 – Trail south of Beam Avenue 

o RTW-282 – Trail south of Beam Avenue 

o RTW-284 – Trail south of Beam Avenue 

2.2. Overall Design Advancements/Changes 

Overall advancement of elements included roadway alignments, profiles, grading limits, BMP locations 

(best management practice water management systems), traffic signal design, maintenance vehicle pull-

offs, and right-of-way (ROW). Significant advancement of grading design occurred, including steepening 

of side slopes where appropriate. None of the proposed changes require a change to the Project APE and 

no further survey work is recommended. 

• Architecture 

o Typical platform plans are included in the 30% plans. Architecture plans for Maplewood 

Mall Transit Center and station platforms/shelters will be included in the 60% submittal. 

Fencing is shown in the construction plans. Further proposed landscape/urban design 

elements will be shown in the 60% plans. 

• Civil 

o Civil notes, typical sections, and construction plan and profile sheets are included in the 

30% submittal that show proposed guideway, roadway, trail, sidewalk, platforms, and 

alignment and profile geometry. The 60% plans will include civil details, alignment plans 

and tabulations, paving and jointing, superelevation, intersection details, grading, and 

cross sections. 

• Drainage 

o Stormwater BMP locations are shown in the 30% construction plans. Drainage plans 

showing proposed storm structures and pipes will be included in the 60% plans. 

• Lighting 

o Proposed light pole locations are shown in the 30% construction plans. Lighting plans will 

be included in the 60% submittal. 

• Signing and striping 

o Signing and striping is not included in the 30% submittal. The construction plans include 

traffic directional arrows, and the traffic signal plans show proposed striping at signalized 

intersections. Signing and striping plans will be included in the 60% submittal. 

• Soil erosion and sediment control 

o Soil erosion and sediment control plans will be part of the 90% submittal.  
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• Structural 

o Bridge plans are included at the end of the 30% plan set for reference. Preliminary bridge 

plans were submitted separately to MnDOT for review. A retaining walls table is included in 

the 30% plans and retaining wall locations are shown in the construction plans. 

• Systems 

o Fiber network overview, block diagrams, and select details have been included in the 30% 

plans. More detailed systems plans that include further systemwide details, station 

communications details, and proposed conduits will be included in the 60% submittal. 

• Traffic signals 

o Traffic signal plans are included in the 30% submittal that show proposed signal system 

layouts. Further detail will be included in the 60% plans. 

• Utilities 

o The 30% plans include existing utility plans. Proposed utilities will be shown in the 60% 

plans. 

2.3. Station and Area-specific Design Changes 

2.3.1. 14th Street Station 

The 30% plans include sidewalk improvements of 6-8 feet wider than shown in the 15% plans. The 30% 

plans show a walk-behind platform, curb and sidewalk replacement for the entire block, removal of 

parking spaces in adjacent lot, and new sidewalks (Plan Sheet 79). The wider LOD was included in the 

archaeology study area; therefore, no additional archaeological work is recommended. 

2.3.2. Mt. Airy Street Station 

A raised median was incorporated between platforms to prevent vehicles from passing buses stopped at 

BRT platforms. This treatment is like the proposed treatment on B Line and the decision was made 

through the Design Area and Refinement Team (DART). Bicycle lanes and the retaining pond seen in the 

15% plans have been removed. The limits of existing roadway reconstruction were extended to the north 

(Plan Sheet 82). There is a small area not previously included in the archaeological study area boundaries 

for new sidewalks (see red circle on layout sheet below); however, the area is located within areas of 

previous disturbance from roadway and residential development. According to the 2020 archaeology 

report, the area at the proposed Mt. Airy Street Station “will generally use existing roadway and work is 

expected to be within the road ROW; station area heavily disturbed, ROW heavily disturbed; no survey 

recommended (page 76).” Therefore, the expanded LOD are unlikely to contain intact, significant 

archaeological deposits and no additional fieldwork is recommended. 
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Archaeology study area map, page 2 

 

Project Layout Sheet 6 

 

2.3.3. Olive Street Station 

The southbound station platform was shifted approximately 30 feet further south. The City of Saint Paul 

requested the platform be shifted to allow for the trail crossing of Health Partners Drive to mimic what 

exists today. In addition, wider pedestrian ramps were included, construction limits on the south side of 

Phalen Boulevard were extended to the back of the parking lot curb, and a maintenance vehicle pull-off 

pad was added (Plan Sheets 86-87). There is a very small area not previously included in the 

archaeological study area boundaries (see red circle on layout sheet below). The 2020 archaeology report 

stated that along Phalen Boulevard the Project “will generally use existing roadway to Arcade, then 

RCRRA ROW to Johnson Parkway; station area heavily disturbed, ROW heavily disturbed; no survey 

recommended (page 77).” The small additional area within the 30% LOD is located within areas of 

previous disturbance from roadway and residential development. It is unlikely to contain intact, 

significant archaeological deposits and no additional archaeological fieldwork is recommended. 
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Archaeology study area map, page 3 

 

Project Layout Sheet 8 

 

2.3.4. Cayuga Street Station 

The northbound station was changed from a far side condition to a near side condition. The City of Saint 

Paul requested this change to eliminate a long second crosswalk on the east side of Cayuga Street and 

Phalen Boulevard. The City was concerned the signal timing required for pedestrians would significantly 

impact the existing traffic volumes. The decision was made through the DART. The southbound station 

shifted farther away from the intersection to allow crosswalks to work as they do today. In addition, 

retaining wall limits were refined and a maintenance vehicle pull-off was added (Plan Sheets 89-90). 

There is a small area not previously included in the archaeological study area boundaries (see red circle 

on layout sheet below). According to the 2020 archaeology report “station areas heavily disturbed; area 

along Payne Avenue heavily disturbed. Visual reconnaissance indicates locations of nine former railroad 

buildings at Cayuga Street; East St. Paul Station; E. St. Paul Roundhouse; and CStPM&O Roundhouse have 

been heavily disturbed by construction of Payne Avenue, modern buildings and installation of utilities. 

Low potential for intact deposits. No reconsideration per the Supplement to the [National Register 

Multiple Property Documentation Form] for Railroads in Minnesota, 1861‐1956 (draft) warranted (Page 

77).” The small additional area within the 30% LOD is located within areas of previous disturbance from 

roadway and residential development. It is unlikely to contain intact, significant archaeological deposits 

and no additional archaeological fieldwork is recommended. 



 METRO Purple Line Bus Rapid Transit Project 

TECH MEMO: 30% SECTION 106 REVIEW 

11/29/2022 11 

N 

Archaeology study area map, page 3 

 

Project Layout Sheet 10 

 

2.3.5. Payne Avenue Station 

The extents of trail reconstruction were extended to Edgerton for complete street reconstruction (Sheet 

93). The left-turn lane for westbound Phalen Boulevard to southbound Payne Avenue was shortened to 

eliminate work on the existing bridge (Plan Sheet 94). In addition, the limits of full reconstruction versus 

mill and overlay were refined, bump outs and a maintenance vehicle pull-off pad were added, and BMP 

locations removed (Plan Sheets 93-94). All changes are within the previous LOD and archaeological 

survey area; therefore, no further archaeological work is recommended. 

2.3.6. Arcade Street Station 

Three locations are now under consideration by the DART for the Arcade Street Station (see Figure 1 

through Figure 5). Alternative location options were requested to mitigate concern of pedestrians/cyclists 

using the dedicated guideway ramp to access the Bruce Vento Trail from Arcade Street, and concern 

about winter maintenance of the grade of the ramp connection. Option A is the same proposed station 

location in the 15% Plans and includes minor realignment of the Phalen Boulevard ramp and pedestrian 

connections to the Bruce Vento Trail (Figure 3). Option B is in the open area north of Phalen Boulevard, 

west of Arcade Street, and east and south of Neid Lane (Figure 4). Option C is at Wells Street on the north 

side of Phalen Boulevard (Figure 5). 

All three options are located within the Project APE; therefore, no further architecture/history survey work 

is needed. The Options B and C are slightly outside of the LOD on the 15% plans. The 2020 archaeology 

report stated that along Phalen Boulevard, the Project “will generally use existing roadway to Arcade, 

then RCRRA ROW to Johnson Parkway; station area heavily disturbed, ROW heavily disturbed; no survey 

recommended (page 77).” The small additional area within the 30% LOD is located within areas of 

previous disturbance from roadway, railroad, and commercial development. The small areas are unlikely 

to contain intact, significant archaeological deposits and no additional archaeological fieldwork is 

recommended. 

See Stipulation XI: Additional Assessment of Effect for the StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad Corridor 

Historic District for the recommended assessment of effects of the proposed station location options. 
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Further advancement of this station will occur in the 60% design phase. To receive consulting party 

comments on the new possible locations as per the MOA, which requires design considerations in relation 

to the StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad Historic District, the three proposed alternatives are included in this 

submittal and will be discussed at the consulting parties meeting to inform the 60% details (see Figure 1 

through Figure 5). 

FIGURE 1. BOUNDARY OF STPS&TF/OMAHA ROAD RAILROAD CORRIDOR HISTORIC DISTRICT IN BLUE NEAR THE 

ARCADE STREET RAMP. 
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FIGURE 2. ARCADE STREET STATION ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS. 
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FIGURE 3. ARCADE STREET STATION ALTERNATIVE OPTION A. 
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FIGURE 4. ARCADE STREET STATION ALTERNATIVE OPTION B. 
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FIGURE 5. ARCADE STREET STATION ALTERNATIVE OPTION C. 

 



 METRO Purple Line Bus Rapid Transit Project 

TECH MEMO: 30% SECTION 106 REVIEW 

11/29/2022 17 

N 

2.3.7. Between the Arcade and Cook Avenue Stations 

The trail route was bumped out in two locations for BMP and a pedestrian crossing was added, though 

these bump outs are within the previous LOD and archaeology study area (Plan Sheets 99-101). The 30% 

LOD at Forest Street were slightly extended to the west (see red circle on layout sheet below). The 2020 

archaeology report stated that along Phalen Boulevard, the Project “will generally use existing roadway 

to Arcade, then RCRRA ROW to Johnson Parkway; station area heavily disturbed, ROW heavily disturbed; 

no survey recommended (page 77).” The small additional area within the 30% LOD is located within areas 

of previous disturbance from roadway and residential development. It is unlikely to contain intact, 

significant archaeological deposits and no additional archaeological fieldwork is recommended. 

Archaeology study area map, page 5 

 

Project Layout Sheet 14 

 

2.3.8. Cook Avenue Station 

A retaining wall was added between the parking lot and trail due to grading constraints and to protect 

the parking lot. The station platforms were staggered, and the roadway section was revised to allow for 

enough space to incorporate access ramps between the stations and for pedestrians to have a single lane 

crossing. Pedestrian connection to Hmong Village was revised to be Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 

compliant and a maintenance pad pull-off added (Plan Sheet 107). The southern pedestrian connection 

to Magnolia was redesigned to save space and be more functional (Plan Sheet 109). Trail connection to 

the north was modified. However, all changes are within the previous LOD and archaeology pedestrian 

survey area; therefore, no further archaeological work is recommended. 

2.3.9. Between the Cook Avenue Station and Johnson Parkway Bridge 

The 30% LOD at Earl Street were slightly extended to the west (see red circle on layout sheet below). The 

2020 archaeology report stated that along Phalen Boulevard, the Project “will generally use existing 
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roadway to Arcade, then RCRRA ROW to Johnson Parkway; station area heavily disturbed, ROW heavily 

disturbed; no survey recommended (page 77).” The small additional area within the 30% LOD is located 

within areas of previous disturbance from roadway and residential development. It is unlikely to contain 

intact, significant archaeological deposits and no additional archaeological fieldwork is recommended. 

Archaeology study area map, page 5 

 

Project Layout Sheet 15 

 

2.3.10. Johnson Parkway Bridge 

The Johnson Parkway Bridge profile was altered to meet 40 mph design speed and maintain critical 

clearance. A new trail connection on the north side of Johnson Parkway is slightly outside the 15% LODs 

and an existing retaining wall will be removed (see red circle below on Layout Sheet 18; Plan Sheet 110). 

According to the 2020 Archaeology Report “rail connection to Phalen Park on St. Paul Park property – this 

area was originally part of Lake Phalen; fill deposited to fill in lake; no potential for prehistoric surficial 

deposits. No survey recommended.” It is unlikely to contain intact, significant archaeological deposits; 

therefore, no additional archaeological fieldwork is recommended. See Stipulation V.A.ii: Trail Design in 

Phalen Park discussion below on the trail design. A design concept for the bridge has been develop, as 

discussed under Stipulation VI.A.iii: Johnson Parkway Bridge Area below for recommendation on if the 

proposed design meets the SOI Standards. 
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Archaeology study area map, page 6 

 

Project Layout Sheet 18 

 

2.3.11. Maryland Avenue Station 

The Maryland Avenue Station platforms were moved back from the intersection to allow for improved 

grading and ADA design. The bus pads on Maryland Avenue have been lengthened for local bus queueing. 

A maintenance pad pull-off was added (Plan Sheet 110). There is a small area not previously included in 

the archaeological study area boundaries for the extended bus pads (see red circle on layout sheet 

below). The bus extension areas are located within previously disturbed roadways and the area is unlikely 

to contain intact, significant archaeological deposits. The area within the yellow circle is located outside 

the 15% LOD. Based on the 2020 archaeological report and historic aerial (1940), the area “was originally 

part of Lake Phalen; fill deposited to fill in lake; no potential for prehistoric surficial deposits. No survey 

recommended (Page 77).” It is unlikely to contain intact, significant archaeological deposits; therefore, no 

additional archaeological fieldwork is recommended. 
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Archaeology study area map, page 6 

 

Project Layout Sheet 19 

 

  

2.3.12. McAfee Bridge (Bridge R0438) 

The McAfee Bridge was proposed to be rehabilitated at the 15% plan stage but is now proposed to be 

replaced. As a non-reinforced-concrete bridge for which no plan sets exist, it is problematic for engineers 

to determine the bridge’s load-carrying capacity for the Purple Line BRT, which would run on top of it. As 

such, there is no demonstrable way to repair the bridge with sufficient documentation that it meets load 

requirements. In addition, the revised typical section includes a wall between guideway and trail (Plan 

Sheets 111-112). All changes are within the previous LOD and archaeology study area; therefore, no 

further archaeological fieldwork is recommended. The decision was made through the DART. See the 

Stipulation XI: Additional Assessment of Effects discussion below for review of this change for additional 

adverse effects to the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District. 
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2.3.13. Arlington Avenue Area 

A BRT bridge over Arlington Avenue was added to separate guideway conflicts from the local system and 

improve travel times. In the 15% plans, the crossing is shown as at-grade; however, due to traffic and 

safety modeling, the Project now proposes a bridge approximately 33 feet wide that is 20 feet high to 

meet 14-feet, 6-inch clearance and 5-foot structure depth. Fill will be added and retaining walls will be 

needed, likely concrete walls or MSE (Mechanically Stabilized Earth) walls. The change to a bridge 

crossing also resulted in the rerouting of the trail (Plan Sheet 114-115). The design details for both the 

bridge and the trail will be included in the 60% plans and will be discussed at the consulting parties 

meeting to inform the 60% details.  

While the bridge introduces a new visual element, the Project APE in this area is large enough to not 

require adjustment. There are no additional architecture/history properties in the area for which to assess 

effects from the proposed bridge. For the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District, the proposed change 

will reestablish a bridge where historically one was located and a bridge requires less of the LS&M 

Railroad Corridor Historic District railbed to be removed compared to the at-grade options, which would 

need to be cut back extensively to taper it to grade. This change helps to minimize effects to the district 

overall, though not enough to remove the overall adverse effect finding. 

The LOD were expanded slightly from the 15% plans, namely closing the gap between the southern bump-

out and the triangle as shown below in the yellow circles. Since the entirety of the LS&M Railroad Corridor 

Historic District was pedestrian surveyed and the circle area was immediately adjacent, any notable 

features associated with the railroad line would have been identified. Further, the area was originally part 

of Lake Phalen, which has been filled to create the shoreline, the railroad, and parkway. Finally, this area 

does not coincide with the original 1868 alignment of the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District, which 

was the focus of the previous archaeological investigations. The area is unlikely to contain intact, 

significant archaeological deposits; therefore, no additional archaeological fieldwork is recommended. 
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Archaeology study area map page 7 

 

 

Project Layout Sheets 20-21 

  

2.3.14. Pedestrian Connection to Nebraska Avenue 

A potential pedestrian connection to Nebraska Avenue was removed from the design due to grading 

constraints from the new bridge (Plan Sheet 115). All changes are within the previous LOD and 

archaeology study area; therefore, no further archaeological work is recommended. 

2.3.15. Larpenteur and Frost Avenue Stations 

A maintenance vehicle pull-off area was added to both stations (Plan Sheet 118 and Sheet 122, 

respectively). All changes are within the previous LOD and archaeology study area; therefore, no further 

archaeological work is recommended. 

2.3.16. Gateway Overpass 

The BRT alignment over the Gateway Trail was straightened, causing the abutments to become skewed 

and retaining walls lengthened. This was done to allow for better sight lines and bike routing, as well as a 

clearer BRT travel path (Plan Sheet 123). All changes are within the previous LOD and archaeology study 

area; therefore, no further archaeological work is recommended. 
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2.3.17. Trail Adjustment near Weaver Elementary School 

Space has been added between the proposed trail and guideway (Plan Sheet 124) to attempt to avoid 

the 1868 LS&M railroad alignment (berms), which are individually eligible. Project Designers and the 

Preservation Lead are still working to determine if the Project can fully avoid the remnant berms, and the 

status of that decision will be discussed at the consulting party meeting between the 30% and 60% plans. 

In addition, a bridge type has been selected (see Figure 6 and Plan Sheet B7 of B10) for the pedestrian 

underpass at Weaver Trail. The concrete beam bridge will have wingwalls instead of abutments, which 

minimizes physical elements in the space and allows for more vegetation, helping to avoid visual 

intrusion in the school’s viewshed.  

All changes are within the previous LOD and archaeology study area; therefore, no further archaeological 

fieldwork is recommended. See Stipulation VI.A.iv: Weaver Trail Underpass Area for discussion on if the 

proposed work meets the SOI Standards. 

FIGURE 6. PROPOSED DESIGN FOR THE WEAVER TRAIL UNDERPASS. 
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2.3.18. Highway 36 Station 

The park-and-ride at the Highway 36 station was changed from a parking structure as shown in the 15% 

plans to a surface parking lot. The 30% plans show updated path connection to existing paths, and the 

BRT crossing was raised to reduce earthwork. This rippled into rebuilding a portion of Gervais Avenue due 

to revised grades. The Project proposes to no longer incorporate bus pads on Gervais Avenue and to the 

reconfigured area to allow for ADA access. A maintenance pad pull-off was also added (Plan Sheet 130 

and Sheet 140). All changes are within the previous LOD and archaeology study area; therefore, no further 

archaeological fieldwork is recommended. 

2.3.19. Harvest Park Area 

The pedestrian trails near Harvest Park were realigned and regraded to minimize disturbance to the 

historic rail bed. The northern pedestrian connection was moved farther north to avoid historic rail bed 

and connected better with existing paths in Harvest Park (Plan Sheets 131-133). The decision was made 

through the DART. A small extension of the trail connection extends beyond the archaeological study area 

(see red circle below). The area has been heavily disturbed by previous railroad and park construction 

development; therefore, no further archaeological fieldwork is recommended. 

Archaeology study area map, page 10 

 

Project Layout Sheet 28 
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2.3.20. Between County Road C and Beam Avenue 

A cul-de-sac proposed for replacement has been removed from the plans and retaining walls and trail 

reconstruction eliminated due to BRT alignment shift and design advancement (Plan Sheet 135). All 

changes are within the previous LOD and archaeology study area; therefore, no further archaeological 

fieldwork is recommended. 
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3. STIPULATION V: DESIGN REQUIREMENTS 

The MOA requires, under Stipulation V: Design Requirements, the following: 

A. In order to minimize and/or avoid adverse effects to the Lowertown Historic District, Saint Paul 

Union Depot, Great Northern Railroad Corridor Historic District, Westminster Junction, 

StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad Corridor Historic District, Johnson Parkway, Phalen Park, Moose 

Lodge 963, and Madeline L. Weaver Elementary School, the Metropolitan Council, with the 

assistance of the Metropolitan Council’s Preservation Lead and input from Consulting Parties, as 

necessary, shall follow these design requirements to the extent feasible while still meeting the 

Project’s purpose and needs:  

3.1. Stipulation V.A.ii: Trail Design in Phalen Park and Johnson 

Parkway 

Based on the 30% plans, the proposed design of the trail connection to the noncontributing Bruce Vento 

Regional Trail in Phalen Park blends visually and materially in Phalen Park through mimicking the profile 

and appearance of the existing bituminous trail (Plan Sheet 189). Therefore, this design requirement is 

met. The Preservation Lead will continue to monitor the trail design in Phalen Park throughout plan 

development and will notify FTA if there is a modification that changes this recommendation. 

3.2. Other Stipulation V.A. Design Reviews 

The design requirements for Stipulation V.A.i: Lowertown Historic District and Union Depot, V.A.iii: Moose 

Lodge 963, and V.A.iv: vegetative screening along the StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad Corridor Historic 

District, Johnson Parkway, and Phalen Park are under development and will be assessed at the 60% design 

stage, following input from consulting parties between the 30% and 60% plans. 
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4. STIPULATION VI: CONSULTING PARTY REVIEW OF 

CERTAIN PROJECT ELEMENTS UNDER THE SOI 

STANDARDS 

4.1. Stipulation VI.A.i: Cayuga Street Station Area 

The Purple Line Project’s MOA states under Stipulation VI.A.i Consulting Party Review of Certain Project 

Elements under the SOI Standards: 

The Cayuga Street Station, which abuts the StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad Corridor Historic District and is 

located near the Great Northern Railroad Corridor Historic District and Westminster Junction, including but 

not limited to Business Access and Transit (BAT) lanes, retaining walls, station platforms and amenities, 

trail connections, sidewalks, station vegetation, and stormwater Best Management Practices (BMPs). The 

Metropolitan Council should consider the mass, scale, and overall design of the Project elements. Vegetative 

screening shall be preserved or reestablished between the Project elements and the historic property where 

possible. Consulting Parties shall review Project elements within an area that extends approximately 800 

feet southwest and approximately 200 feet northeast of the centerline of Cayuga Street. 

In the 30% plans, there are two stormwater BMPs and a retaining wall within the review area around the 

Cayuga Street Station (Plan Sheets 89 and 90). The retaining wall is a soldier pile cantilever wall type 

with metal railing on top. The design of the Cayuga Street Station Area is under development and will be 

assessed at the 60% design stage, following input from consulting parties between the 30% and 60% plans. 

4.2. Stipulation VI.A.ii: Barriers at Forest Street Bridge 

The Purple Line Project’s MOA states under Stipulation VI.A.ii Consulting Party Review of Certain Project 

Elements under the SOI Standards: 

Barriers at Forest Street Bridge: Physical barriers, if used, under or near the Forest Street Bridge 

(Bridge No. 5962), a contributing resource to the StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad Corridor Historic 

District. Consulting Parties shall review Project elements within an area that extends approximately 

200 feet on either side of the point at which the dedicated guideway crosses the centerline of Forest 

Street North. 

A concrete barrier is included in the 30% plans within 200 feet on either side of Forest Street Bridge (Plan 

Sheet 100). The design of the barriers under and near the Forest Street Bridge is under development and 

will be assessed at the 60% design stage, following input from consulting parties between the 30% and 60% 

plans. 

4.3. Stipulation VI.A.iii: Johnson Parkway Bridge Area 

The Purple Line Project’s MOA states under Stipulation VI.A.iii Consulting Party Review of Certain Project 

Elements under the SOI Standards: 
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In order to minimize and/or avoid adverse effects to . . . Johnson Parkway [and] Phalen Park. . ., the 

Metropolitan Council shall, with the assistance of the Metropolitan Council’s Preservation Lead and 

input from Consulting Parties, design the below-referenced Project elements in accordance with SOI 

Standards to the extent feasible while still meeting the Project’s purpose and need. If a City has 

officially designated the affected historic property for heritage preservation, the design shall also 

take into consideration, as feasible, any applicable design guidelines adopted by the City’s HPC for 

the historic property. 

Johnson Parkway Bridge Area: The Johnson Parkway Bridge, which passes over Johnson Parkway and 

is located near Phalen Park, and associated Project elements, including but not limited to retaining 

walls, trail connections, sidewalks, and BMPs. The Metropolitan Council should consider the mass, 

scale, and overall design of the bridge span, piers, railings, and abutments, and incorporate plantings 

in keeping with the park-like setting of the historic parkway and Saint Paul’s Grand Round. Consulting 

Parties shall review Project elements within an area that extends approximately 700 feet south and 

approximately 500 feet north of the point at which the bridge crosses the centerline of Johnson 

Parkway. 

If appropriately designed, the Johnson Parkway Bridge . . . may have minimal effect on the overall 

integrity of the [LS&M Railroad Corridor] historic district; however, construction would impact intact 

historic roadways in these areas and change the vertical alignment of the roadbed. Reviewing all of 

the proposed bridges for design in accordance with the SOI Standards and developing construction 

protection measures to avoid unintended damage from construction activities may minimize impacts 

to historic properties. However, these conditions would be unlikely to avoid adverse effects entirely. 

There are three retaining walls and a concrete barrier in the designated review area near Johnson Park 

Bridge (see Plan Sheets 108-109). The plan view of the proposed Purple Line BRT Bridge over Johnson 

Parkway is shown in Figure 7. The bridge type and aesthetics is proposed to be similar to the Earl Street 

Bridge over Phalen Boulevard, which is the precedent design for the proposed Purple Line Bridge over 

Johnson Parkway (see Figure 7 through Figure 9 and Plan Sheets B1-B5 of B10). The City of Saint Paul has 

not officially designated Johnson Parkway, Phalen Park, or the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District for 

heritage preservation; therefore, there are no applicable City design guidelines. Below is the evaluation of 

the proposed Johnson Parkway bridge as per the SOI Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties: 

Rehabilitation Standards. 1 Since it is such a large element of the Project and is proximate to three historic 

properties—Johnson Parkway, Phalen Park, and the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District—an 

assessment of the design against each of the ten standards is discussed below. 

 

1 Johnson Parkway (RA-SPC-5685 and RA-SPC-8497) was last evaluated by The 106 Group in 2017 under the inventory number RA-SPC-

8497 for the proposed Gateway/Gold Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Project. It was recommended eligible, and the Federal Transit 

Authority (FTA) determined, and the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) concurred it was eligible for listing on the 

National Register. The FTA adopted the determination of eligibility made under the Gold Line BRT project for the purposes of the 

proposed Rush/Purple Line BRT project, including the period of significance for the historic property of 1914-1945. The SHPO coded 

Johnson Parkway as a “certified eligible finding” or “CEF”, in their inventory database, meaning that it is eligible for listing in the National 

Register of Historic Places for the purposes of the Gold Line BRT Project but that if it was to be listed, additional evaluation of the 

property would be needed. 
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1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal 

change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment. 

The Project meets Standard 1 since Johnson Parkway and Phalen Park will continue to be used for its 

historic purpose as a parkway. The BRT corridor was abandoned for railroad use decades ago, so the 

Project’s conversion of the railroad bed into a BRT is appropriate since it helps in maintaining the 

transportation use of the corridor.  
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FIGURE 7. PLAN VIEW OF PROPOSED PURPLE LINE BRT BRIDGE OVER JOHNSON PARKWAY. 
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FIGURE 8. EARL STREET BRIDGE OVER PHALEN BOULEVARD, WHICH IS THE PRECEDENT DESIGN FOR THE PROPOSED PURPLE LINE BRIDGE OVER JOHNSON PARKWAY. 
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FIGURE 9. EARL STREET BRIDGE OVER PHALEN BOULEVARD, WHICH IS THE PRECEDENT DESIGN FOR THE PROPOSED PURPLE LINE BRIDGE OVER JOHNSON PARKWAY. 
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2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic 

materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided. 

 

The Project meets Standard 2 because it will not remove or alter any historic materials, features, or 

spaces along Johnson Parkway. This area of the parkway was completely reconstructed in the early 2000s 

as part of a major road project so no historic material, features, or spaces from the period of significance 

(1914 to 1945) remain (see Figure 10). The Project will restore a crossing and bridge where there was one 

historically, meaning the character of the space will be maintained for the LS&M Railroad Corridor 

Historic District (see Figure 11). No physical work will occur within the boundaries of Phalen Park. 

FIGURE 10. 1940 (LEFT) AND 2020 (RIGHT) AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE NORTHERN SEGMENT OF JOHNSON 

PARKWAY. NOTE THE REMOVAL OF THE RAILROAD AND REPLACEMENT WITH PHALEN PARKWAY IN THE 

SOUTHWEST QUADRANT (SOLID YELLOW LINE), REMOVAL OF THE TRIANGLE INTERCHANGE AND REPLACEMENT 

WITH A FOUR-WAY INTERSECTION (YELLOW CIRCLES), AND ALTERATION OF THE EASTERN ARM OF THE PARKWAY 

(YELLOW DASHED LINE SHOWING PREVIOUS ROADWAY VERSUS SOLID YELLOW LINE REPRESENTING THE 

ROADWAY TODAY). 
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FIGURE 11. DETAIL OF JOHNSON PARKWAY, 1940 (TOP) AND 2020 (BOTTOM). NOTE THE TREES LINING THE 

RAILROAD CORRIDOR (YELLOW DASHED LINE) AND THE ORIGINAL RAILROAD BRIDGE CROSSING (YELLOW ARROW) 

IN THE 1940 AERIAL. BASED ON A REVIEW OF HISTORIC AERIALS, BY 1991, ALL ORIGINAL VEGETATION ALONG 

JOHNSON PARKWAY WAS REMOVED AND BY 2008, ALL THE TREES ALONG THE RAILROAD CORRIDOR WERE 

REMOVED. THE PLANTED LINE OF TREES (SEE YELLOW ARROW) FIRST APPEARS IN THE 2011 AERIAL. 
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3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that 

create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or architectural 

elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. 

The Project proposes to restore a crossing where historically one crossed over Johnson Parkway from the 

LS&M railroad line; however, the Project is not attempting to replace the original bridge as a missing 

historical feature. Rather, the Project proposes building a new bridge to provide a safe crossing, which 

constitutes a compatible use and maintains the spatial features of both Johnson Parkway and the LS&M 

Railroad Corridor Historic District. The bridge will be a new element that does not create a false sense of 

historical development or alterations to the circulation patterns historically seen in either property. The 

bridge is following the design precedent extensively used throughout the city of Saint Paul, including 

nearby over Phalen Boulevard (see Figures 7 and 8). This continuity of design between new bridges 

throughout the city and specifically over Phalen Boulevard will help distinguish it as new construction. 

Since the Project does not propose adding conjectural features and there are no other architectural 

elements in Johnson Parkway or the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District to reference, it is unlikely the 

Project will create a false sense of historical development through the construction of the bridge. The 

proposed Johnson Parkway Bridge meets Standard 3. 

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in their 

own right shall be retained and preserved. 

The changes made to the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District after the railroad was abandoned in the 

1990s and to Johnson Parkway were completed in the early 2000s and those changes have not acquired 

historic significance in their own right; therefore, they do not need to be retained or preserved. No 

physical work will occur within the boundaries of Phalen Park. The proposed bridge meets Standard 4. 

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that 

characterize a historic property shall be preserved. 

As documented above, there is no remaining historic material of the parkway from the period of 

significance for Johnson Parkway and there is no proposed construction in Phalen Park. While minor 

effects will occur to the LS&M railroad berm to tie in the new bridge and approaches, this adverse effect 

has already been accounted for in the original finding of effects. The proposed bridge meets Standard 5. 

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of 

deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in 

design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of 

missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. 

As documented above, there is no remaining historic material from the period of significance for Johnson 

Parkway so there are no features to repair. Further, the Project is not trying to replace the railroad bridge 

but rather to use the crossing for a new transportation purpose, so the replacement consideration 

outlined in Standard 6 is not relevant to the Project. No physical work will occur within the boundaries of 

Phalen Park. The proposed bridge meets Standard 6. 
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7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials 

shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the 

gentlest means possible. 

No chemical or physical treatments are proposed to any historic materials. The proposed bridge meets 

Standard 7. 

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If such 

resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. 

An archaeological survey was conducted previously, and no significant archaeological sites were 

identified; therefore, Standard 8 is not applicable. 

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic 

materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and 

shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic 

integrity of the property and its environment. 

As documented above, there is no remaining historic material from the period of significance; therefore, 

the Project will not destroy historic materials that characterize Johnson Parkway. The proposed bridge 

will be differentiated from the old, since the new bridge is not a railroad bridge and will not look like the 

original railroad bridge crossing. As discussed under Standard 3, the proposed bridge is following the 

design precedent extensively used throughout the city of Saint Paul, including over Phalen Boulevard at 

Earl Street (see Figure 8). This continuity of design between new bridges throughout the city and 

specifically over Phalen Boulevard will help distinguish it as new construction. 

Johnson Parkway is a very large, linear corridor that extends for miles, so the addition of one bridge over 

a small portion of the roadway is in keeping with the massing, size, and scale for the overall parkway. 

Further, the new bridge was designed to have no center pier. While the bridge is highly skewed and would 

typically be constructed with a center pier, the Project designers determined a means to not need one, 

placing the piers on either side of the road and the abutments at a distance from the road to keep the 

parkway’s roadway free of piers and to minimize the visual intrusion of the structure on Johnson Parkway 

(see Figures 7-9). To protect the historic integrity of Johnson Parkway and its environment, the Project 

proposes planting trees to screen the new bridge and to be in keeping with the park-like setting of the 

parkway. This design element will help to continue the parkway character and helps the new bridge be 

compatible in the environment. The Johnson Parkway Bridge may be partially visible from the very 

southern end of Phalen Park; however, the scale and massing of the bridge is such that it will not create 

any visual effects to the historic property and its environment. The proposed bridge meets Standard 9. 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner 

that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its 

environment would be unimpaired. 

The bridge and guideway could be removed in the future, and the essential form and integrity of Johnson 

Parkway and Phalen Park and their environment would be unimpaired. The proposed bridge meets 

Standard 10.  
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The proposed Johnson Parkway Bridge meets the SOI standards. The design of the retaining walls and 

concrete barrier near the Johnson Parkway Bridge Area is under development and will be assessed at the 

60% design stage, following input from consulting parties between the 30% and 60% plans. 

4.4. Stipulation VI.A.iv: Weaver Trail Underpass Area 

The Purple Line Project’s MOA states under Stipulation VI.A.iv Consulting Party Review of Certain Project 

Elements under the SOI Standards: 

Project elements near Madeline L. Weaver Elementary School, including but not limited to the 

Weaver Trail Underpass, trails, vegetation, and stormwater BMPs. The Metropolitan Council should 

consider the structure’s mass, scale, and overall design of the bridge span, piers, railings, and 

abutments, and its visibility within the historic property’s viewshed. Vegetative screening shall be 

preserved or reestablished between the Project elements and historic properties where possible. 

Consulting Parties shall review Project elements within an area that extends approximately 400 feet 

south and approximately 800 feet north of the centerline of the proposed Weaver Trail Underpass. 

A concrete beam bridge with wingwalls is proposed to avoid the use of piers and abutments and to 

maximize the presence of vegetation at the crossing in the side slopes. (see Figure 6 and Plan Sheet B7 of 

B10). The plan sheet shows concrete wingwalls with limestone pattern. The Preservation Lead is working 

with the DART to on a simpler design for the concrete wingwalls in which they will be plain concrete with 

no design or pattern. Based on the 30% plans, there are two proposed retaining walls and a concrete 

barrier (Plan Sheet 125-126) in the defined review area. There are no stormwater BMPs in the defined 

review area. 

The design of the underpass and retaining walls and concrete barrier near the Weaver Trail Underpass 

Area is under development and will be assessed at the 60% design stage, following input from consulting 

parties between the 30% and 60% plans. 

 

4.5. Stipulation VI.A.v: Dedicated Guideway and Fitch/Barclay Trail 

Underpass 

See Stipulation VIII summary below for information about the Dedicated Guideway and Fitch/Barclay Trail 

Underpass: Project elements near the 1868 railroad roadway remnants between Kohlman Avenue and Beam 

Avenue (XX-RRD-NPR002) and/or between Gervais Avenue and County Road C (XX-RRD-NPR003). 
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5. STIPULATION VII: CONSTRUCTION PROTECTION PLAN 

FOR HISTORIC PROPERTIES (CPPHP) 

It is recommended that CPPHPs are not needed. As demonstrated by the Section 106 review for a similar 

project, the Gold Line BRT from Woodbury to Saint Paul, it was recommended by the Preservation Lead, 

the Cultural Resources Unit (CRU) in MnDOT, that while the Gold Line Project Programmatic Agreement 

(PA) required CPPHPs, FTA, SHPO, and other consulting parties determined it was preferable to notify the 

construction contractor of the location of historic properties and possibly potential means and methods of 

construction. Ideally, contractors are held responsible for determining the best construction means and 

methods, and that if notified that there are protected historic properties present, they can be tasked with 

providing the Preservation Lead a summary of their construction plan proximate to the historic properties 

of concern. Further, since CPPHPs are not part of a formal bid package, they are not contractually 

enforceable; therefore, putting notification in the plans and contract of the properties can be more 

effective. 

It is therefore recommended that the following historic properties, which are outside of the Project 

construction limits, do not require a CPPHP: East Shore Drive, contributing to Phalen Park; the Great 

Northern Railroad Corridor Historic District; Westminster Junction; and the StPS&TF/Omaha Road 

Railroad Corridor Historic District. A CPPHP is also not recommend for Madeline L. Weaver Elementary 

School as limited project activity will occur on the far northern end of the boundary of the property, as 

detailed above, and most will be on an existing non-historic trail. The active railroad lines or roadways 

are not likely to experience physical effects from the Projects and most contractors are cognizant to avoid 

entering active railroad lines or roadways. Nonetheless, it is proposed that, like the Gold Line Project, in 

lieu of CPPHPs, final plans will document the location of sensitive historic properties and will be identified 

as “do not disturb areas,” meaning no staging, equipment storage, or any other related project activities 

can occur in those areas. No plan can ensure that accidents will not happen, and it is recommended that 

using the recommendations presented herein will meet the intent that the contractor take care of historic 

properties proximate to or slightly within the Project’s construction limits. This recommendation will be 

discussed at the consultation meeting to solicit input from the consulting parties and if all parties agree in 

writing, the MOA does not need to be modified.  

Consulting parties should discuss the need for a CPPHP for the 1868 railroad roadway remnants between 

Kohlman Avenue and Beam Avenue and between Gervais Avenue and County Road C if it is determined 

through Stipulation VIII.A in the future that it is prudent and feasible for the Project to avoid one or both 

of the historic properties. If they can be avoided, it is recommended that inclusion of measures in the 

construction documents and/or the notification to the contractor to provide the means and measures for 

avoidance be used. 
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6. STIPULATION VIII: MITIGATION FOR ADVERSE EFFECTS TO 
THE LS&M RAILROAD CORRIDOR HISTORIC DISTRICT 

Avoidance through design of the 1868 railroad roadway remnants between Kohlman Avenue and Beam 

Avenue and between Gervais Avenue and County Road C is in process and updates to avoid or minimize 

effects will be identified with the 60% plans. 
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7. STIPULATION IX: CHANGES TO THE AREA OF POTENTIAL 
EFFECTS (APE) 

Based on 30% design review as documented above under Stipulation IV, no changes are proposed to the 

Project APE. 
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8. SECTION X: ADDITIONAL SURVEY AND EVALUATION 

Based on 30% design review as document above under Stipulation IV, no additional survey or evaluation is 

recommended. 
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9. STIPULATION XI: ADDITIONAL ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS 
AND STIPULATION XII: CONSULTATION TO RESOLVE 
ADDITIONAL ADVERSE EFFECTS 

9.1. StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad Corridor Historic District 

The three alternative locations for the Arcade Street Station are recommended to have No Adverse Effect 

to the StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad Corridor Historic District. Although construction of the Project 

would introduce temporary and permanent visual effects within the viewshed of the StPS&TF/Omaha 

Road Railroad Corridor Historic District, the proposed conditions help to avoid or minimize alteration to 

any of the characteristics that qualify the historic property for inclusion in the National Register or 

diminish its integrity of setting, feeling, or association.  

The recommended finding of No Adverse Effect is dependent upon the following conditions being placed 

on the Project: 

• As part of design development along the northern edge of the historic property, vegetative 

screening will be reestablished wherever possible between Project elements and the 

StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad Corridor Historic District. 

• To minimize visual effects and maximize compatibility with the StPS&TF/Omaha Road Railroad 

Corridor Historic District while still meeting the Project’s Purpose and Need, the design of the 

Arcade Street Station, whether it is in location Option A, B, or C, will be reviewed according to the 

SOI Standards at the Project’s 60%, 90%, and 100% Plans, with a consultation meeting prior to 

finalization of 60% design. 

9.2. LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District 

Additional analysis between the 15% and 30% plans led to the determination by the Project designers that 

Bridge R0438 (McAfee Bridge) is so deteriorated that its condition precludes repair, and it will be 

replaced. As a contributing element to the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District, the action of removing 

the original bridge constitutes an additional element contributing to the adverse effect to the historic 

district. Since the 30% plans include a modification from the 15% plans to a known historic property, the 

Project MOA requires: 

The FTA, with the assistance of the Metropolitan Council’s Preservation Lead, shall make a finding of 

effect to account for any changes in Project design or the receipt of additional information that may 

result in newly identified historic properties, changes in the finding of effect for a historic property, or 

unanticipated effects (e.g., damage) to historic properties. The Metropolitan Council’s Preservation 

Lead shall assess effects of the Project on historic properties in accordance with the criteria of 

adverse effect as described in 36 CFR § 800.5(a)(1) and make a recommendation to FTA, supported 

by documentation that meets the requirements of Stipulation II.A. The Metropolitan Council’s 

Preservation Lead shall also recommend to FTA potential measures for avoiding, minimizing, and/or 

mitigating any adverse effect(s). 
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As per the terms of Stipulation XII, the new bridge should be designed in accordance with the SOI 

Standards to the extent possible to minimize additional effects. The 30% plans also reduce the LOD to 

other portions to the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District, namely at the Arlington bridge crossing, 

which will allow for more of the railroad bed to remain intact. 
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10. RECOMMENDATIONS 

RPA-Registered archaeologist and historian Kristen Zschomler and historians Christina Slattery and 

Valerie Reiss have reviewed the Project’s 30% plans and recommend the following. 

• Most project changes between the 15% and 30% plans were within the same LODs at the 15% 

stage. There were several locations that extended beyond the LOD at the 15% plan stage; however, 

based on the project methodology as detailed in the 2020 archaeology report, all appear to have 

low potential for containing intact, significant archaeological sites due to previous residential, 

commercial, and/or railroad and roadway development. Therefore, no additional archaeological 

fieldwork is recommended. 

• No change to the Project APE is recommended since all the changes and their potential to affect the 

character or use of historic properties, if any are present, are sufficiently accounted for in the previous 

APE boundaries. 

• As per Stipulation VI.C, it is recommended that the proposed Johnson Parkway Bridge meets the 

SOI Standards and that commitment is completed, pending the receipt of consulting parties’ 

comments and the consideration of such comments, as per Stipulations VI; and continued review 

by the Preservation Lead should occur to determine if design changes warrant reinitiating 

consultation. 

• As per Stipulation VII, it is recommended that no CPPHPs are needed and that other means of 

notifying the contractor of the presence of historic properties as documented above be used, 

pending the receipt of consulting parties’ comments and the consideration of such comments. 

• The planned replacement of Bridge R0438 (also known as the McAfee Bridge) constitutes the loss 

of original historic fabric from the LS&M Railroad Corridor Historic District. FTA should consult with 

consulting parties per Stipulation XII on determining if additional mitigation will be required, or if 

the minimization efforts in other locations, namely the Arlington Bridge crossing, makes the 

current mitigation commitment commensurate with the effects to the historic district overall. As 

per the terms of Stipulation XII, the new bridge should be designed in accordance with the SOI 

Standards to the extent possible to minimize additional effects. 

 



2022 Goals and tactics: 
 

1. Support MAHS with Spring/Summer display at the farm:   
Team members: Gaspar, DeMoe, Villavicencio 
 

Outcomes Tactics Timeline 
Significant 
attendance of 
the MAHS 
summer display 

Coordinate with MAHS to find out what the exhibit will 
feature. 
 
Coordinate with City Communications staff to assist 
with digital marketing. 
 
Use city channels and commissioner contacts to 
promote exhibit.   
 

Spring 2022 

Significant 
attendance from 
Pre-K - 12 
community 

Communicate with educators Summer/Fall 
2023 

 Help with acquiring with history cloths and artifacts  
 
  

On-going 

 
2. Create interactive website highlighting Maplewood historical documents, maps, oral 

history, market to schools and community.   
Team members: Hughes, Villavicencio 

 
Outcomes Tactics Timeline 
Generate 
timeline as a 
base for the 
project. 

Create small team to research key Maplewood history.   
 Start with city website: 60 Stories, historical 

context study, other city material 
 Expand to MAHS: 3M Exhibit, Barn, other 

material 
 Expand to Ramsey and MN Historical Society 

--work with communications to create and implement site.   

Summer 
2022 



Ensure 
multiple 
weekly hits to 
site. 

Creating marketing plan to pitch via social and traditional 
media. 
 
Ensure there is a plan in place to update site and 
incorporate new elements of Maplewood history  
 

Fall 2022 

Ensure at least 
two schools 
use the site for 
a project. 

Reach out and build relationships with educators in 622 
and 623.  
 
 

2022-2023 
School year 

 
 

3. Oral history of recent community members:  
Team members: Hughes, Kearn 

Outcomes Tactics Timeline 
At least three 
oral histories 
recorded 
 

Create team to identify people to interview  
(Tentative: Barbara/Hughes) 
 Recent  
 Long-time 

 
Work with historian to craft questions/script  
Conduct interviews 

Spring-Fall 2022 
 
 
 
 
Summer/Fall 2022 

Incorporate 
oral histories 
in interactive 
website  

Communications will facilitate  

 Items to be aware of: 
• Hmong are refugees (not immigrants) 
• Need to build connections with individuals 

and family 
• Interview intergenerational (first 

generation though today) 
• Honor the stories (need a depth of 

interview) 

 

 



 
4. Study/evaluate historic significance of key Maplewood properties/locations  
Team members: Cardinal, Currie, Fett  

Outcomes Tactics Timeline 
Cemeteries at Poor Farm 
or Forrest Lawn 

• Designate team to walk the land, find 
unmarked graves. 

• Research who might be in these plots. 
• Identify next steps 

Spring 2022 

KSTP Building on 61 
Gladstone House 
Monastery 
Lookout park (by Phalen) 

• Designate a team to begin researching 
each location. 

• Identify history and significance 
 
Team will determine next action steps on each 
property/site   

Feb 2022 – 
Dec 2022 

 
5. Historic designation marker for LS&M Rail Road  
Team members: Cardinal, Currie  

Outcomes Tactics Timeline 
Signage along BRT 
Rush Line 
commemorating the 
significance of former 
rail line and County 
Road D Bridge   
 
Or alternate location 

Connect internally with Public Works Director Steve 
Love, city liaison to project. 
 
Work with Metro Transit -- lead on Rush Line BRT 
construction -- to determine its plan for stop signage.   
 
Form a team to decided what type of signage would be 
appropriate. 
 
Team researches and recommends designs for 
proposed signage. 
 

 

 



Historic Places: 
 
List of Potential Historic Structures and Sites  
 
Designated Historic Sites 
The properties in this category are federal or locally designated sites. These sites have been 
evaluated and met requirements for Department of Interior criteria for historic significance and 
for historic integrity. Alterations to these that require a permit must go before the Maplewood 
Heritage Preservation Commission for review. 
 
National Register of Historic Places 
• Ramsey County Poor Farm Barn 
 
Maplewood Heritage Landmarks (local designation) 
• Bruentrup Heritage Farm 
• Gladstone Savanna Neighborhood Preserve 
 
Century Homes 
Maplewood’s Century Homes Program recognizes houses over 100 years old. In 2016, there 
were 136 Century Homes in Maplewood. Owners receive a Certificate from the City if they 
request one. The structure does not have to have historic significance or integrity. These 
properties are not subject to review by the Heritage Preservation Commission. 
 
Potential Historic Structure and Sites 
Properties over 50 years may be considered historic. There are many of these in Maplewood. As 
a city, Maplewood is interested in identifying sites that have historic significance. To determine 
that, a structure or site must meet Department of Interior criteria for historic significance and 
for historic integrity. The list below includes sites that may have historic significance and should 
be considered for historic evaluation. Alteration of these sites are not required to undergo 
review by the Heritage Preservation Commission. 
 
2014 Historic Context Study suggested following as potential sites for National Register listing 
• Forest Lawn Cemetery Mausoleum, 1800 Edgerton 
• Seaholm P. Gottfried House, 1800 East Shore Drive (Moderne design) 
• KSTP, 2792 Highway 61 (Art Deco/Moderne) 
• Former Edgerton School (residence at 1745 Edgerton) 
• Former Carver Lake School (residence at 2684 Highwood 
• JWS Frost House, 1889 Clarence 
• Former St. Paul’s Monastery (now Tubman Center), 2675 Larpenteur 
 
2018 Gold Line Bus Rapid Transit Study reviewed 3M Campus for National Register listing 
• 3M Campus. The study indicated 3M campus is eligible as a Historic District for National 
Register listing under Criterion A: History in the areas of Commerce and Invention.  
 



Public Ownership or Utility 
• Aldrich Arena 
• Fish Creek site 
• Gladstone Savanna site (demolished RR shops) 
• Former Maplewood Municipal Building (now Philippine Center, 1380 Frost, 1965) 
• Keller Creek dam 
• Keller Golf Course (site, not structures) 
• Moose Lodge (Frost and English) 
• Ramsey County Poor Farm Cemetery 
• Ramsey County Corrections 
• Soo Line Bridge (by Keller Creek, 1936 by WPA) 
• Northern Pacific Bridge #7 (over County Road D) 
• Cow Access Tunnel under prosperity Avenue 
• Gladstone Community Center (on Frost 1950’s) 
• St. Paul Water Works (1869 and later expansions) 
• Spoon Lak historic grove 
 
Non-Profit 
• Old Betsy Fire Truck 
• St. Paul’s Monastery (now Tubman Center) 
• St. Paul Ski Club Ski Jump 
 
Churches and Cemeteries 
• First Evangelical Free Church (Hazelwood near County C, was Hazelwood School)) 
• St. Jerome’s (Roselawn and Mcmenemy) (Examined 2022 – nothing appears significant) 
• Presentation of the Blessed Virgin Mary (Kennard & Larpenteur, 1966, Garden of Mary 
remnants from 1948) 
• Cross Lutheran Church (Frost & Prosperity, 1958) 
• Union Cemetery (on Minnehaha, 1889) 
• Forest Lawn Cemetery and Mausoleum 
• Mt. Zion Cemetery (Payne & Larpenteur, 1889) 
• Holy Redeemer Church (story) 
• Islamic Center (former branch library) 
 
Private 
 
• Former Parkside Fire station (1958) 
• Former East County Line Fire Station (on Century, 1947) 
• Henning’s Cabins (on Hwy 61) 
• Maplewood Mall (1974) 
• Saints North Roller Skating Rink (on Gervais Court, 1973) 
• Schoeder’s Dairy 
• Carver General Repair Garage 
• Pink Castle or Chicken Shack (2720 Maplewood Drive) 



• The Plaza Theater (Larpenteur & White Bear Avenue) 
• Hillside School (private childcare, 1709 McKnight, 1940’s) 
• Soo Line Section House (now private residence at 1467 Frost near Barclay) 
• Former Carver Lake Tavern (now private residence) 
• Carver Lake School (private home at 2684 Highwood Avenue, 1894) 
• Mike’s LP Gas (Clarence & Frost) 
• Origination  
• Older/significant homes – many on list 
 Farmhouse 1765 Gurney 
 house 1928 Barclay St. N 

house 1964 Barclay Ave. St. N 
farmhouse 2410 Carver Ave. E 
Ledo House 2510 Carver Ave. E 

 Julius and Tina Schroer House (Sundgaard House) 1865 Clarence St. N 
  
 
Lost structures or lost history 
• Indian settlements 
• Old roadway – stage coach lines – train tracks – native paths 
• Indian mounds 
• Londin Lane Fire Station (1979) (Demolished 2022) 
• Maple Leaf Drive-In theater 
• Minnehaha Drive-In Theater 
• St. Paul Tourist Cabins 
• Kennel Club at Joy Park 
• Keller Golf Club House 
• Keller Creek falls 
• Plow Works 
• Northern Aire Sign 
• Tourist Cabins (Sign is at MHS) 
• Lakeview Lutheran (County Road C and Hwy 61) (new building now) 
• Hennings Cabins (on Highway 61) 
• Cocktail Sign 
 
City Parks and Preserves 
The only city park or preserve with historic designation and subject to review by Heritage 
Preservation Commission is Gladstone Savanna Neighborhood Preserve. Several parks have 
interesting histories to document. 
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1350 Frost Ave
1900 Rice St 
2080 Rice St
380 Roselawn Ave
1320 County RD D
1765 McMenemy St

2170 County Road D

741 County Road B East
1800 Edgerton Street 
1800 Shore Drive 
2166 Maplewood Drive
2792 Highway 61
2020 White Bear Ave

1741 Arcade Street
940 Frost Ave
1865 Clarence Street
1780 Clarence Street 
1825 Desoto Street
1915 Desoto Street
1745 Edgerton Street
2684 Highwood Ave
2150 Rice St 
970 County Rd C
1534 County Rd C
1559 County Rd C
1622 County Rd C
1655 County Rd D
1700 County Rd D
1960 Edgerton St 
900 Kohlman Lane 
2200 English Street
1467 County Road B
2155 Prosperity Rd
1490 Frost Ave
1503 Frost Ave
1826 Birmingham Street
1821  Manton Street 
1280 Frisbie Ave
1254 Frisnie Ave
1933 Arcade Street
1700 Bradley Street
1685 Edgerton Street
1730 Sylvan Street
1741 McMenemy St
2670 Minnehaha Ave
1480 Sterling  Street
1889 Clarence Steet
2170 Day Road
923 Century Ave
2492 Highwood Ave
1904 Manton Street
1894 Birmingham Street
1851 Clarence Street
1780 English Street
1279 Ripley Ave
1285 Ripley  Ave
1766 McMenemy St
1768 McMenemy St
601 Kingston Ave
2410 Carver Ave
1640 Myrtle Ave
2464 Maplewood Dr
2483 Maplewood Dr
30xx Maplewood Dr
County Rd C & Hazelwood
1890 Birmingham Street
1895 Manton St
1450 Ripley Ave
2071 English St
1800 English St 
1685 English St
1930 Edgerton St
1750 McMenemy St
1765 McKnight Rd
1777 Edgerton St
1203 Parkway Dr
2710 Maryland Ave
2591 Stillwater Rd
2510 Carver Ave
1501 Henry Ln
2507Knoll Cir
1938 Clarence St
1928 Barclay St

2020 White Bear Ave

 
1900 Clarence Street
1249 Frost Ave
1380 Frost Ave

2301 McKnight Rd

Mikes L.P. Gas (Former Keller Grocery Store)
St Paul Water Works & Old house-removed yrs ago display at Water Works 
Schroeder Milk
St Jerome Church
Hillcrest Animal Hospital -it was remodeled & expanded
Was a house and  is  now the St Pual Hmong Alliance Church

The New Location of the Bruentrup Farm (Moved in 1999)

House
Forest Lawn Cemetery Mausoleum
Seaholm P. Gottfried House
Keller Golf Clubhouse
KSTP Transmitter
Ramsey Count Poor Farm Milkhouse, Garage & Smokestack

St Paul Tourist Cabin Sign   & House
Original St Paul Tourist Cabins 
Sundgaard House (Gordies - Son Kip)
House
Could not find may be wrong  address
House (Masloski 1997) 
House - (First Egderton School building ) (RC 1887)
Was the Caver Lake School
House
House
House (Owner 1997 mail to 2676 English St 55109)
House
House ( Kohler)
In 1997 the Owner estimates age at 125 yrs or more ( RC 1888)
Old Hajicek Farm Site
House Orig. 

House
House (1997 RC 1888)
House (1997 mail to 1910 Burns Ave #126, St Paul, MN 55119-4937)
House
House  ( Holmberg)
House -(May be one the working class homes built for Gladstone workers
House ( May be one of  working class homes in Gladstone Built in 1890)
House (May a  working class homes built in 1890 for Gladstone workers
House (May a  working class homes built in 1890 for Gladstone workers
House
House
House
House (Address either 1730 or 1830)
House
House
House (Johe Ledo)(Home razed 12/96)(2002 Edna Ledo had photos)
House (Frost, Schroer, Reckenwald) (RC 1911 - Portion)
House (Gerten)
House
House ( KT &LR over 100 yrs per Bruce Espeerson - prev. Owners son
House
House
House (1997 Center was 1-room school moved there)
House
House
House
In 1997 the owner does not think the house is 100 years old yet

House
House ( RC records 1892)
House

House (Zuercher )(1997 mail to 2686 5th Ave E No. St Paul 55109-9312)
Was the Hochmuth House 
House
House
House
House (Wakefield)
House (1997 Would like to know exact age of house - abstract 1900)
House (1997 mail to 2152 Prosperity Rd (Shane House) Interor restored 
House (1997 Henry Scharfbilling) 
House (Owner saw very old photo at Heritage Center)
House

House
House (1997 House was being renovated)
House
House - 1997 Renovation done
House (Ledo)
House (Schlomka)
House - Remodeled?
Duplex  - Originally a boarding house
House

Ramsey County Poor Farm Barn

First Maplewood Village Hall/Gladstone Fire Station
Second Maplewood Village / City Hall
Old Maplewood City Hall
First Maplewood Library Building

Gladstone Shop Ruins
Ramsey County Cemetery
Poor Farm Cow Tunnel at Wakefield
Tourist Cabins Sign
Plala Theater (Oldest theatre in Maplwood)
Northernaire Motel (Oldest Motel in Maplewood)
WPA dam on Keller Creek
3M 101 BLDG (The First 3M Building in Maplewood)

Historical Properties
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