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by phone on Sunday, “but the 
city ordinance also needs to 
be revised,” which has not yet 
happened.

Wilson said he figured Sur-
dyk would say he had made a 
mistake, but that didn’t prove 
to be the case.

Even though Surdyk said he 
was “in the middle on the new 
law,” he decided that since it 
was approved, why wait?

“The governor signed the 
bill, everyone wants the bill, 
they voted for it, why not be 
in business?” Surdyk said by 
phone from the store on Sun-
day.

“Why send our tax to money 
to Wisconsin, when we can do 
the business ourselves?”

Surdyk did not consult with 
any authorities before opting 
to open his store. It was a deci-
sion that he claimed was in line 
with his family’s tradition, dat-
ing to a 50-year-old state law 
that permitted stores to offer 
discounts on liquor for the first 
time.

“My father was the first one 
to discount liquor way back in 
the 1960s, and he didn’t wait till 
July to do it,” Surdyk said.

Wanted to be first
About 1 p.m. Wilson showed 

up at Surdyk’s, where the park-
ing lot was full of cars, and 
advised Surdyk to “lock the 

doors.” If he did not comply 
with the advice, Wilson “was 
going to write me up,” accord-
ing to Surdyk, who added that 
he planned on staying open till 
6 p.m. By midafternoon, check-
out lines stretched to the back 
of the store.

Said Wilson, “I documented 
three liquor sales so I could 
instigate citations.” The city 
allows a fine of $500 for the 
first violation, and doubles 
the fines for each added one.

“I’m guessing the fine for 
Sunday would be $3,500,” Wil-
son said, but the matter will go 
to the city attorney on Monday.

“The City will also pursue 
sanctions against the off-sale 
liquor license held by Surdyk’s 
based on the owner’s clear dis-
regard of the law,” said a  state-
ment issued by the city Sunday 
evening.

Many customers, mean-
while, were at Surdyk’s to be 
among the first in Minnesota 
history to purchase liquor 
from a store on a Sunday.

“I have a receipt that I 
bought beer!” said Rick 
Spaulding  of Minneapolis.

“I guess maybe [Jim Sur-
dyk] is trying to make a point,” 
Spaulding said. “But what if he 
loses his license for a week?”

Alan and Vinette Hamm  
drove down from Forest Lake 
when they heard about the 
store opening and bought 

some wine. “We wouldn’t 
have come all this way except 
for the first-day thing,” Alan 
Hamm said.

Some stores opposing Sun-
day sales said it was hard on 
employees, and Surdyk agreed, 
up to a point.

“It’s tough to get help,” he 
said, adding that he needed to 
schedule about 10 people for 
the liquor store and a few oth-
ers for the adjoining cheese 
shop, which had not previ-
ously been open Sundays, even 
though no liquor is sold there.

“People who are not used to 
working Sundays would rather 

have the day off. But people 
will get used to it. I just hope 
in the future, a lot of people 
will do shopping on Sunday. 
We have to wait and see.”

While he noted some other 
liquor retailers grumbling on 
Twitter about his decision to 
open early, Surdyk said he had 
not heard of any other stores 
doing the same.

The new law doesn’t 
require liquor stores to open 
on Sundays, and some may opt 
to remain closed. 

Claude Peck • 612-673-7977
On Twitter: @Claude Peck

Defiant Surdyk’s opens 
early for Sunday sales

Photos by XAVIER WANG • xavier.wang@startribune.com 
By midafternoon Sunday, lines stretched to the back of Surdyk’s. A city inspector also showed up with an order to “lock the doors.”

Jim Surdyk was cheerful Sunday, despite facing a potential fine 
and review of his liquor license for the unauthorized sales.  
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conservative lawmakers from 
other parts of Minnesota.

“Clearly the cultural val-
ues of Minneapolis are dras-
tically out of alignment with 
greater Minnesota, so there’s 
going to be conflicts,” said 
Rep. Pat Garofalo, R-Farm-
ington,  author of a bill that 
would block cities from pass-
ing their own labor rules.

Earlier this month, the 
House passed Garofalo’s bill 
to repeal new paid sick-leave 
mandates in Minneapolis and 
St. Paul.

Another Republican mea-
sure, with versions now mov-
ing in the House and Senate, 
aims to overturn a  plastic 
bag ban set to take effect in 
Minneapolis on June 1, and 
to prevent other cities from 
approving similar bans.

Last week, Rep. Steve 
Drazkowski, R-Mazeppa,  
introduced a bill that would 
reduce state aid payments to 
any city that raises its mini-
mum wage or mandates paid 
sick or family leave.

The growing tally has city 
officials, who overwhelm-
ingly voted to approve the 
measures in question, frus-
trated.

“It’s disheartening, to say 
the least,” said St. Paul City 
Council President Russ Stark,  
who voted with his council 
colleagues to approve sick 
leave last fall.

“It feels like we’ve got 
a group of folks who are 
elected officials but don’t 
represent my constituents 
here in St. Paul that are try-
ing to do work that we who 
are elected to represent the 
residents of St. Paul did.”

Battles between the big cit-
ies and  outstate Minnesota 
communities are a recurring 
theme at the State Capitol, as 
lawmakers from around the 
state decide how to hand out 
taxpayer money.

A ban on the bag ban
This year, however, some 

legislators from outside the 
Twin Cities are sharpening 
their focus on particular big-
city ordinances in addition 
to broader issues of spend-
ing and policy.

The efforts against local 
plastic bag bans would pro-
hibit cities from banning 
them or requiring stores to 
charge a bag fee.

If passed and signed into 
law, the legislation would 
take effect May 31, one day 
before Minneapolis’ new 
plastic bag ban — the first of 
its kind in the state — is set 
to take effect.

 The bills’ lead authors, Sen. 
Bill Ingebrigtsen, R-Alex-
andria,  and Rep. Jim Nash, 

R-Waconia,  said they see the 
Minneapolis ordinance as 
an unnecessary burden that 
could hurt businesses around 
the state.

Ingebrigtsen said he 
wrote his bill after he was 
approached by the Minne-
sota Grocers Association, 
which lobbied against the 
ban in Minneapolis along-
side other business organi-
zations and lobbyists rep-
resenting the plastic bag 
industry. He said many busi-
nesses are  offering more 
environmentally friendly 
bag options.

Nash agreed, calling the 
Minneapolis policy an “awk-
wardly written ordinance 
[that’s] causing a lot of con-
cern for the business com-
munity and causing a lot of 
concern for grocers.”

In committee hearings, 
lawmakers listened to tes-
timony from many of the 
same people who made their 
case to the Minneapolis City 
Council.

Supporters said the ban 
would cut down on litter, 
help protect Minneapolis’ 
natural resources and help 
the city reach its ambitious 
zero-waste goals.

Representatives from 
businesses like Kowalski’s 
Markets  said their custom-
ers prefer to make their own 
decisions between plastic, 

paper or reusable bags.
“We think what businesses 

need to do is take a respon-
sible approach, but we don’t 
agree with not giving custom-
ers a choice,” said Mike Oase, 
 Kowalski’s vice president of 
operations.

‘Frustrating’ to councils
Over a more than yearlong 

process that included com-
mittee hearings, meetings 
with businesses and public 
listening sessions, Minne-
apolis City Council Member 
Cam Gordon  said he gave all 
of those viewpoints thought-
ful consideration. In the end, 
he voted alongside 10 of the 
council’s 13 members to 
approve the ban.

“It’s frustrating and disap-
pointing because it seemed 
like I was doing my job,” Gor-
don said.

He said no state lawmakers 
notified him or other coun-
cil members of their plans to 
erase their work.

Meanwhile, Rep. Duane 
Quam,  a Republican from 
the south-central Minnesota 
town of Byron, introduced 
a bill that would require 
cyclists in cities to get an 
“urban bike lane permit” to 
ride their bikes in designated 
bike lanes.

That bill, a swipe  at the 
heart of a growing bicycle cul-
ture in Minneapolis, has not 

received a committee hearing.
Minneapolis and St. Paul 

face a more immediate chal-
lenge in the bills that would 
undo their new sick-leave 
mandates and block any 
future discussion of higher 
wages or other workplace 
benefits.

Legislators point to state law 
Both cities’ sick-leave 

ordinances are set to go 
into effect June 1, providing 
approximately 150,000 work-
ers with paid sick leave. City 
leaders say the benefit will 
help lessen persistent racial 
and economic disparities.

Garofalo and Drazkowski 
see the measures as contrary 
to state law.

A legal challenge against 
Minneapolis’ sick leave ordi-
nance is pending in court, 
and both lawmakers said 
they believe Minneapolis 
and St. Paul are running 
afoul of the typical balance 

between state and city gov-
ernments.

Drazkowski said he takes 
issue with the way Minne-
apolis officials are making 
policy and running their city.

“They are outside of the 
authority that state law pro-
vides for them,” he said.

GOP lawmakers said 
they’ll continue to push back 
against the idea that busi-
nesses and residents might 
have to contend with differ-
ing regulations across the 
state.

They said they believe they 
are looking out for Minnesota 
rather than quashing the kind 
of local control that conser-
vatives frequently champion.

“In theory, I don’t like that, 
I don’t like the big daddy of 
the rule-makers coming 
down on local control issues,” 
Ingebrigtsen said, “but this is 
bigger than Minneapolis.”

Erin Golden • 612-673-4790

Legislature works to undo bag bans, wage rules approved by cities

GLEN STUBBE • glen.stubbe@startribune.com 
Kowalski’s shoppers can choose paper, plastic or reusable bags to carry their groceries.  “We don’t 
agree with not giving customers a choice,” said Mike Oase,  vice president of operations.

ø RULES from A1

“Clearly the cultural values of 
Minneapolis are drastically out of 

alignment with greater Minnesota, so 
there’s going to be confl icts.”

State Rep. Pat Garofalo, R-Farmington
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Legal Notices Legal NoticesLegal Notices
PUBLIC NOTICE

Dakota County HOME Consortium

The purpose of this Notice is to
announce the start of a 30-day
public comment period on a pro-
posed amendment to the Dakota
County HOME Consortium’s HOME
Investment Partnership (HOME)
Program Action Plan Year 2015.
The Dakota County HOME Consor-
tium is comprised of the Counties
of Anoka, Dakota, Ramsey (exclud-
ing the City of St. Paul) and Wash-
ington; as well as the City of
Woodbury.

Proposed substantial amendment:

The Dakota County HOME Consor-
tium proposes to add the follow-
ing activity to the 2015 Action
Plan. The amendment will allow
the Consortium to use 2015 Com-
munity Housing Development Or-
ganization (CHDO) funds. The
Amendment is as follows:

• Create the Community Action
Partnership of Ramsey and
Washington Counties Rental
Project to acquire and rehabili-
tate two rental units in Washing-
ton County with a budget of $24
5,283.75 from Community Hous-
ing Development Organization
(CHDO) set-aside funds.

Please submit written and/or oral
comments to the CDA to the atten-
tion of Kathy Kugel, Housing Fi-
nance Program Coordinator, Dako-
ta County CDA, 1228 Town Centre
Drive, Eagan, MN 55123. Telephone:
651-675-4478, Fax: 651-287-8052,
MN Relay Service: 1-800-627-3529.

This information is also available
on the CDA’s web site at www.
dakotacda.org and the County’s
website at www.co.dakota.mn.us.
The Dakota County CDA will ac-
cept comments now through April
13, 2017. Upon request, this
amendment will be available in an
alternative format by contacting
the CDA. Approval of the amend-
ment, subject to consideration of
public comments, will be on the
agenda of the Dakota County
Board of Commissioners meeting
to be held at the Dakota County
Government Center, Boardroom,
third floor, 1590 Highway 55, Hast-
ings, MN 55033 on April 18, 2017 at
9:00 a.m.
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

In re
UNITED ROAD TOWING, INC. et al.,

Debtors.1

)
)
)

Chapter 11, Case No. 17-10249 (LSS)
Jointly Administered
Re: Docket Nos. 57 & 131

NOTICE OF SALE OF ASSETS
United Road Towing,Inc.and certain of its affiliates,as debtors and debtors in possession (collectively,the“Debtors”),are seek-

ing to sell their personal property and other related interests (the“Assets”). The Debtors will consider proposals to acquire some or
all of the Assets through a sale under section 363 of the Bankruptcy Code,the acquisition of the equity of one or more Debtors though
a sale under section 363 of the Bankruptcy Code, or a sale of Assets or the acquisition of the equity in one or more Debtors imple-
mented through a chapter 11 plan. The Debtors have reserved the right, in consultation with the Consultation Parties2,
to select one or more parties to serve as a stalking horse purchaser (each a “Stalking Horse Purchaser”) to acquire
some or all of the Assets pursuant to a Transaction Agreement between the applicable Debtor(s) and the Stalking
Horse Purchaser.

By order, dated March 6, 2017 [Docket No. 131] (the “Bidding Procedures Order”), the Bankruptcy Court approved certain
“Bidding Procedures” that govern the sale(s) of, or other transaction(s) to acquire, the Assets by the highest and best bidders.
Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the Bidding Procedures Order.

The Debtors have requested the Bankruptcy Court to enter an order or orders (the“Sale Orders”), which provide, among other
things,for the sale of the Assets free and clear of all liens,claims,encumbrances and other interests,to the extent permissible by law,
and the assumption of certain liabilities. A separate notice will be provided to counterparties to executory contracts and unexpired
leases with the Debtors that may be assumed and assigned in connection with the Sale Orders.

Copies of the Bidding Procedures Order,the Bidding Procedures,and other pleadings are available at the website for the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent,Rust Consulting/Omni Bankruptcy at http://www.omnimgt.com/unitedroadtowing.

Any interested bidder should contact the Debtors’ investment banker, SSG Advisors, LLC, c/o Mark E. Chesen
(Email:mchesen@ssgca.com) and Michael Gorman (Email:mgorman@ssgca.com).

PLEASE TAKE NOTE OF THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION AND IMPORTANT DEADLINES:
• The deadline to file an objection with the Bankruptcy Court to the proposed sale of the Assets (the “Sale Objection

Deadline”) is April 5, 2017 at 4:00 p.m. (ET);provided solely with respect to an objection to the conduct of the Auction,the des-
ignation of any Successful Bidder or Bid or Back-Up Bidder or Bid, the terms (including price) of such bids, and the Debtors’ inabil-
ity to satisfy the conditions of section 363(f) of the Bankruptcy Code with respect to a Successful Bid or Back-Up Bid (an“Auction
Objection”),the deadline to file an Auction Objection shall be 4:00 p.m.(ET) on April 11,2017.

• Objections must be filed and served in accordance with the Bidding Procedures Order. In connection with the proposed sale
process,interested bidders may be subject to an expedited discovery process.

• The deadline to be qualified as a Qualifying Bidder and to submit a Qualifying Bid is April 6, 2017 at 5:00 p.m.(ET). Subject
to Section 7 of the Bidding Procedures with respect to credit bids, all Qualifying Bids must be accompanied with a deposit in an
amount equal to the greater of $200,000 or ten percent (10%) of the total consideration provided under the proposed Transaction
Agreement;provided, that the Debtors may alter the Deposit requirement for any party selected as a Stalking Horse Purchaser with
leave of the Court.

• An auction for the Assets will commence on April 10, 2017 at 10:00 a.m. (ET) at the offices of Young Conaway Stargatt &
Taylor,LLP,1000 North King Street,Rodney Square,Wilmington,DE 19801.

• The Bankruptcy Court will conduct a hearing (the“Sale Hearing”) to consider the proposed Sales on:April 12,2017 at 1:30
p.m.(ET).

THE FAILURE OF ANY PERSON OR ENTITY TO FILE AND SERVE AN OBJECTION BY THE APPLICABLE OBJECTION DEADLINE
SHALL BE DEEMED TO CONSENT TO,AND A BAR TO THE ASSERTION BY SUCH PERSON OR ENTITY OF ANY OBJECTION TO,THE
MOTION, SALE ORDERS, THE PROPOSED TRANSACTIONS, OR THE DEBTORS’ CONSUMMATION AND PERFORMANCE OF THE
TRANSACTION AGREEMENT(S) (INCLUDING,WITHOUT LIMITATION,THE DEBTORS’TRANSFER OF ANY OF THE ASSETS AND
ASSUMPTION AND ASSIGNMENT OF ANY ASSUMED CONTRACTS,FREE AND CLEAR OF ALL LIENS,CLAIMS,ENCUMBRANCES
AND OTHER INTERESTS).

BY ORDER OF THE COURT

Wilmington, Delaware, March 13, 2017, YOUNG CONAWAY STARGATT & TAYLOR, LLP, M. Blake Cleary, Ryan M. Bartley, Andrew
Magaziner, Rodney Square, 1000 North King Street, Wilmington, Delaware 19801, Telephone: (302) 571-6600, Facsimile: (302)
571-1253, and WINSTON & STRAWN LLP, Daniel J. McGuire, Grace D. D’Arcy, 35 West Wacker Drive, Chicago, Illinois 60601,
Telephone: (312) 558-5600, Facsimile: (312) 558-5700, Carrie V. Hardman, 200 Park Avenue, New York, NY 10166,Telephone: (212)
294-6700, Facsimile: (212) 294-4700, Counsel for Debtors and Debtors in Possession
1 The Debtors in these cases, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax identification number, are: United
Road Towing, Inc. (6962); URT Holdings, Inc. (8341); City Towing Inc. (2118); URS West, Inc. (3518); Bill & Wags, Inc. (3518); Export
Enterprises of Massachusetts, Inc.(5689);Pat’s Towing,Inc.(6964);Keystone Towing,Inc.(6356);Ross Baker Towing,Inc.(9742);URT
Texas, Inc. (3716); Mart-Caudle Corporation (1912); Signature Towing, Inc. (3054);WHW Transport, Inc. (3055); URS Southeast, Inc.
(7289);URS Northeast,Inc.(7290);URS Southwest,Inc.(7284);Fast Towing,Inc.(5898);E & R Towing and Garage,Inc.(8500);Sunrise
Towing,Inc.(7160);Ken Lehman Enterprises Inc.(1970);United RoadTowing South Florida,Inc.(9186);Rapid Recovery Incorporated
(1659);United RoadTowing Services,Inc.(2206);Arri Brothers,Inc.(7962);Rancho Del Oro Companies,Inc.(3924);CSCBD,Inc.(2448);
URS Leasing, Inc. (9072); UR VMS, LLC (4904); UR Vehicle Management Solutions, Inc. (0402). The Debtors’ mailing address is c/o
United RoadTowing,Inc.,9550 Bormet Drive,Suite 301,Mokena,Illinois 60448.
2 The term “Consultation Parties” as used in these Bidding Procedures shall mean, with respect to any Asset: (i) counsel and
financial advisor to any official committee appointed in these cases representing parties with an interest in the Assets; (ii) counsel
to Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., as DIP Agent and agent under the prepetition first-lien credit facility; and (iii) counsel to Medley Capital
Corporation,as agent under the prepetition second-lien credit facility if (a) Medley advises the Debtors in writing that it shall not be
a bidder for the Assets,whether by credit bid or otherwise or (b) the Debtors,in consultation with the Committee,determine that the
delivery of certain selected information to Medley will facilitate the Sale Process.
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