
  

 

1.  CALL TO ORDER 

2.  ROLL CALL 

3.  PRESENTATIONS  

4.  CONSENT AGENDA – All items on the Consent Agenda are considered routine and have  

been made available to the City Council at least two days prior to the meeting; the items will be enacted in one motion.  

There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a Council member or citizen so requests, in which event the 

item will be removed from this Agenda and considered in  

normal sequence. 

A. Minutes – May 27, 2014 Regular City Council Meeting     _____________  

B. Resolution Approving Disbursements for Period Ending June 4, 2014   _____________ 

C. Approve Easement Agreement for Landowner Improvements within City Easement  

for Property Located at 7623 Addisen Court      _____________ 

D. Approve Custom Grading and Drainage and Utility Easement Agreements for  

9757 Barton Trail          _____________ 

E. Approve Custom Grading and Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreements  

for 1928 77th Street West         _____________ 

F. Approve Agreement to Memorialize the Current Status of the Irrigation Facility  

Plan as Referenced in Storm Water Irrigation Maintenance Agreement for Plat of  

Argenta Hills 8th Addition         _____________ 

G. Approve Amendment to Improvement Agreement and Storm Water Facilities  

Maintenance Agreement with Flint Hills Resources Inc. for their North Office  

Facilities Building          _____________ 

H. Resolution Adopting Sign Retroreflectivity Policy      _____________ 

I. Resolution Accepting Quotes and Awarding Contract for the 2014 Improvement  

Program - City Project No. 2014-08, Bohrer Pond NW Pre-treatment Basin  

Phase II            _____________ 

J. Approve Agreement with Xcel Energy for Sod Replacement and Seeding on City  

Project No. 2014-09D, College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue  

Reconstruction           _____________ 

K. Approve Agreements with ISD #199 for Salem Hills Elementary School Project  _____________ 
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L. Approve Painting and Rubberized Flooring Projects for the VMCC    _____________ 

M. Personnel Actions           _____________ 

5.  PUBLIC COMMENT: Public comment provides an opportunity for the public to address the Council on items that are  

not on the Agenda.  Comments will be limited to three (3) minutes per person. 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   

 A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Application of Northern Tier Retail, LLC  

dba SuperAmerica #4411 and #4548 to Change Corporate Officers on the 3.2  

Off-Sale Liquor Licenses for properties located at 7501 Concord Boulevard and  

5728 Bishop Avenue          _____________ 

7.  REGULAR AGENDA: 

FINANCE: 

A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Awarding the Sale of General  

Obligation Tax Increment Refunding Bonds, Series 2014A     _____________ 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

B. JEFF LEYDE: Consider Resolution Accepting the Applicant’s Requested 60-Day Rule  

Extension to October 17, 21014 for Comprehensive Plan and Rezoning  

Requests           ____________ 

C. GREGORY MICHAEL DAMIANI:  Consider the following requests for property located  

at 8709 Ann Marie Trail:   

i)  Resolution relating to a Conditional Use Permit to Allow Sheet Metal Siding  

    on a portion of an Accessory Building       _____________ 

ii) Resolution relating to a Variance to allow a 2,200 Square Foot Accessory  

Structure whereas 1,600 Square Feet is Maximum Size Allowed  _____________ 

D. MERIDIAN LAND COMPANY:  Consider the following requests for property generally  

located on the North side of 80th Street, West of the Golf Course:   

i) Ordinance relating to a Rezoning of the property from A, Agriculture to  

R-1C/PUD Single Family Residential District      _____________ 

ii) Resolution relating to a Preliminary Plat approval of Fox Glen resulting in  

49 Buildable Lots and 4 Outlots for Open Space & Ponding Requirements _____________ 

iii) Resolution relating to a Preliminary PUD approval of the Fox Glen PUD for  

a 49 Lot Single Family Development      _____________ 

 

 



E. KURT RECHTZIGEL: Consider Resolution relating to a Comprehensive Plan Amendment  

to Change the Land Use Designation from HDR, High Density Residential to MDR,  

Medium Density Residential for property located on the North Side of 80th Street,  

West of the Golf Course         _____________ 

F. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider the Third Reading of an Ordinance relating to  

Parking of Vehicles in the Front Yard        _____________ 

PUBLIC WORKS: 

G. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Accepting the Proposal from  

Bolton & Menk, Inc. for Final Design Services for City Project No. 2014-13, Northwest  

Area Utility Extension, Argenta Trail Alignment      _____________ 

ADMINISTRATION: 

H. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Request for Statement of Qualifications and 

Proposal for Architectural and Engineering Services for Fire Station Feasibility and 

Programming Study          _____________ 

8. MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS  

9. ADJOURN  

This document is available upon 3 business day request in alternate formats such as Braille, large print, audio 

recording, etc.  Please contact Melissa Kennedy at 651.450.2513 or mkennedy@invergroveheights.org  

mailto:mkennedy@invergroveheights.org


 

 INVER GROVE HEIGHTS CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
TUESDAY, MAY 27, 2014 - 8150 BARBARA AVENUE 

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  The City Council of Inver Grove Heights met in regular session on 
Tuesday, May 27, 2014, in the City Council Chambers.  Mayor Tourville called the meeting to order at 
7:00 p.m. Present were Council members Bartholomew, Madden, Mueller and Piekarski Krech; City 
Administrator Lynch, Assistant City Administrator Teppen, City Attorney Kuntz, Public Works Director 
Thureen, Community Development Director Link, Finance Director Smith, Parks and Recreation Director  
Carlson, Chief Stanger, Chief Thill, City Engineer Kaldunski, City Planner Hunting, and Deputy Clerk  
Kennedy 

3. PRESENTATIONS:  None. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA:   

A. i) Minutes – May 5, 2014 City Council Work Session 
 ii) Minutes – May 12, 2014 Regular City Council Meeting 

B. Resolution No. 14-64 Approving Disbursements for Period Ending May 21, 2014 

C. Resolution No. 14-65 Accepting the MS4 Annual Report for 2013 

D. Approve Purchase of Capital Equipment  

E. Resolution No. 14-66 Approving Special Assessment Agreement by and between City of Inver Grove 
Heights and Paul J. Harms relating to Payment of Special Assessments for City Project No. 2011-08,  
66th Street Improvements 

F. Approve Amendment No. 2 to Lease Agreement by and between the City of Inver Grove Heights and  
James W. Dziewic and April D. Dziewic for property located at 6549 Doffing Avenue East 

G. Resolution No. 14-67 Adopting the Publication of the Summary and Title of Ordinance No. 1276 
Repealing Inver Grove Heights City Code Title 4, Chapter 1, Articles A, B, C, and D related to 
Alcoholic Beverages and Enacting Inver Grove Heights City Code Title 4, Chapter 1 related to  
Alcoholic Beverages  

H. Personnel Actions 

Motion by Madden, second by Bartholomew, to approve the Consent Agenda 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

5. PUBLIC COMMENT:  None. 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   

A. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Continuation of Assessment Hearing for City Project No.  
2014-09D, College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction relating to Tax 
Parcel 20-01600-30-015 (Roberts Funeral Home) and Consideration of Waiver Agreement and  
Resolution Adopting Final Assessment for Property Located at 8108 Barbara Avenue  

Mr. Kaldunski stated the public hearing was a continuation of the hearing held at the last regular City 
Council meeting.  He explained at that time the Council adopted an assessment roll for a majority of the 
parcels included in the project.  The item to be considered related to the Roberts Funeral Home property 
located on Barbara Avenue. Action pertaining to an assessment for the property was delayed for further  
discussion.  The City and the property owners reached an agreement on the final assessment amount. 

Mr. Lynch reiterated the City and the property owners were able to reach an agreement on the final  
amount to be assessed for the project. 

Mayor Tourville acknowledged that the property owners were in attendance and did not wish to make any  
additional statements. 
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Motion by Mueller, second by Madden, to close the public hearing. 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve Resolution No. 14-68 Adopting 
Final Assessment against Dakota County Tax Parcel No. 20-01600-30-015 for 2014 Pavement 
Management Program, City Project No. 2014-09D, College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara 
Avenue Partial Reconstruction and Resolution No. 14-69 Approving a Waiver Agreement by and 
between Jaime T. Roberts and Jessica R. Roberts and the City of Inver Grove Heights relating to  
Special Assessments for City Project No. 2014-09D 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried 

7. REGULAR AGENDA: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT: 

A. JEFF LEYDE: Consider the following actions for property located at Brent Avenue between 49th and  
50th Streets: 

 i) Resolution relating to a Comprehensive Plan Amendment to Change the Land Use Designation  
from LDR, Low Density Residential to HDR, High Density Residential 

ii) Ordinance Amendment to change the zoning of the parcel from R-1A, Single Family Residential to  
R-3C, Multiple Family Residential 

Mr. Link reviewed the location of the property.  He stated the request was for a comprehensive plan 
amendment to change the land use designation from low density residential to high density residential and 
a rezoning of the parcel from single family residential to multiple family residential.  The proposal was for a 
senior housing development comprised of 52 units.  He noted the subdivision on which the development 
was proposed is very old, dating back to the 1880’s.  The street and lot layout was no longer compatible 
with a contemporary type of development.  The site had steep topography on the north side of the 
property.  If the requests were approved the applicant would be required to submit a detailed site plan and 
an application for a conditional use permit.  The City Council previously heard the request and tabled 
action at that time to direct the applicant to address the issues raised by residents within the 
neighborhood.  The applicant subsequently provided additional information and made several revisions to 
the request.  The first revision involved reducing the height of the senior housing building from three 
stories to two stories.  Staff from both the Planning and Engineering departments reviewed the sketch 
plans and found that conceptually it appeared as though the plans would meet zoning requirements.  He 
noted it also appeared as though the development could be served by existing sanitary sewer and 
municipal water, although some further improvements would be necessary.  Following the last Council 
meeting, the applicant had considered making 20% of the units in the development affordable housing.  
City staff was later notified that the developer had withdrawn that concept or idea.  He clarified that there  
was no affordable housing element being considered as part of the development.    

Jaren Johnson, attorney representing the applicant, stated this was an infill project and he opined that the 
City would see more similar projects in the coming years as vacant properties throughout the City are 
developed.  He stated this situation was an opportunity for the City to establish a set of guidelines outlining 
how the City would address with similar types of infill projects in the future.  He argued that this 
development was particularly challenging because the topography of the property was very steep.  He   
speculated that when the property was originally platted the plan was that the whole block would be 
developed at one time.  He stated the lots on the outside were developed first and the subject property 
was left as is with very steep grades.  He explained the property was heavily wooded and if the applicant 
developed the property as single family residential in order to comply with the current zoning designation, 
nearly all of the trees on the property would need to be removed.  Because of the severe topography the 
applicant would also need a variance for the roads.  He stated there would be significant issues to address 
in order to develop the property in accordance with the current zoning designation.  He opined there would 
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be fewer impediments to development of the property if the land use and zoning designations were 
amended.  He stated the applicant owned and developed other properties in the City and operated 
approximately 325 rental units.  He reiterated the applicant believed the proposal was the best fit for an 
infill development on this type of property.  He explained the applicant altered the plans in response to the 
concerns outlined by the neighborhood.  He noted allowing the proposed use would allow for the inclusion 
of a water retention basin on the property as well as a shorter construction time frame.  He stated no fill 
would be required for a multi-family development and the developer would fund the roads inside the 
development.  He argued less traffic would be generated from a senior living community than from a 
single family residential development.  He stated the developer had plans to buffer the property with 
landscaping and was willing to plant additional mature trees as needed to alleviate the sight line concerns  
of neighboring residents.    

Jeff Leyde, developer, stated he put forth a substantial amount of time and effort to work with the 
neighborhood to address the concerns that were raised.  He explained he met personally with the 
neighbors who had concerns to assure them that the proposal was the best use for the land.  He stated 
the original design was changed to reduce the overall height and width of the building.  He presented 
architectural renderings of the revised building with potential views from homes on Boyd Avenue.  He 
stated that the new design would be less noticeable by the neighbors and would allow more of the current 
tree buffer to remain intact around the perimeter of the site.  He noted he had done his best to design a 
development that work around the topographical challenges of the site.  He opined that the proposal was 
the best and most effective use of the infill development.  He stated the proposal would allow the current 
retention area that served the surrounding neighborhood to remain undisturbed and would result in the  
least amount of environmental impact.   

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned what the distance was from the property lines of the homes on  
Boyd Avenue to the property line of the proposed development.   

Mr. Leyde stated the distance from the property line to the building was approximately 66 feet.  He added  
that the distance from the building to the back of the homes on Boyd Avenue was approximately 125 feet. 

Councilmember Bartholomew question how the elevation on the architectural renderings was chosen. 

Mr. Leyde stated the elevation was set by a civil engineer.  He explained the elevations of the two homes 
currently on Boyd Avenue were considered as well as the elevation of the foundation of the proposed 
building.  He noted the proposed building would be 35 feet from grade to mid-peak.  The two properties on 
Boyd Avenue, from grade to mid-peak, were at 25 feet and 24.6 feet respectively.  He stated the proposed  
building would be at the same height as the homes on Boyd Avenue.    

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the applicant was open to installing additional screening to  
buffer the neighbors’ view of the building. 

Mr. Leyde stated he discussed the issue with the neighbors around the site.  He indicated he would be 
willing to install berms or plant mature trees to buffer the sight lines as needed to address the  
neighborhood concerns.   

Bill Dumond, 4922 Boyd Avenue, stated at the first meeting City staff mentioned that the proposed 
development was considered to be a form of spot zoning.  He opined that the term “infill” referred to the 
use of a property in accordance with its current zoning designation.  He argued that because the 
developer proposed to change the land use and zoning to something drastically different the development 
should be considered spot zoning.  He opined at best spot zoning was considered to be a mildly 
inappropriate form of zoning.  He asked for clarification regarding a statement made at a previous meeting  
by Councilmember Mueller regarding spot zoning and its existence in other areas of the city.   

Councilmember Mueller explained his statement was made in response to the argument that approval of 
the proposal would be setting a precedent for spot zoning.  He stated other developments in the City had 
been approved that could be considered spot zoning.  He noted if the property had been developed  
sooner it likely would not have been an issue.   
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Mr. Dumond opined that the proposed development was a drastic departure from the way the property 
was currently zoned.  He questioned what the justification was for allowing spot zoning to occur again in  
this particular situation. 

Mayor Tourville stated opinions on the occurrence of spot zoning differed because there were different  
zoning designations throughout the City. 

Councilmember Bartholomew stated at some point a decision has to be made for the use of a specific 
piece of property.  At that point it needs to be determined if the current zoning of the property is  
appropriate.  He noted in some instances the zoning may need to be changed to allow for the best use of  
the property.   

Mayor Tourville stated it was not likely that the property would developed the way it was platted in 1880. 

Mr. Dumond argued that not every property in the City should be developed because the City needed to 
have green space.  He stated he asked the developer to provide elevation drawings to address his 
concerns about the height of the building and the impact on the sight lines from his home.  He opined that 
the renderings presented by the developer were not accurate.  He maintained that the property could be 
developed with single family lots and encouraged the Council to determine why the property could not be 
developed with a use that would comply with the original zoning designation.  He stated the developer 
would pursue a single family development if the multi family development was not approved.  He opined  
that the proposed use was profit driven and asked the Council to deny the requests.   

Chris Solberg, 4938 Boyd Ave., explained he asked the developer to prepare renderings of the proposed 
building and what the view would look like from his home.  He stated there had been no discussion 
regarding if the building needed to be two (2) stories or if a one (1) story rambler building would be 
feasible for the developer’s project.  He opined he would rather have the property developed with a two (2) 
story building and a buffer of mature trees than have all of the trees removed to accommodate single 
family homes.  He stated given a choice between the two types of development he would rather have a 
development with a minimal footprint and minimal impact on the surrounding properties.  He noted he  
would prefer something that was hidden from view and did not involve a lot of tree removal.  

Mayor Tourville questioned if the developer brought a copy of the document containing signatures from  
residents in the neighborhood who supported the proposed development. 

Mr. Leyde displayed the document and stated he had collected eleven (11) signatures in support of the  
project. 

Mayor Tourville asked if the applicant’s attorney had a response to the question of whether or not the  
property would be developable if the proposals were not approved as presented. 

Mr. Johnson stated a single family development would be feasible, but it would be very difficult.  He noted 
if he previously stated the lot would otherwise be undevelopable that was not a correct statement and he  
had misspoken.     

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned what guarantees the City had that a two (2) story senior living 
building would be built on the property if the comprehensive plan amendment and rezoning request were  
approved by Council.   

Mr. Link explained an applicant has two choices when they put forth a proposal.  The first option was to 
bring forth a comprehensive plan amendment and a rezoning request to see if the concept or land use 
works before coming forward with a site plan and conditional use permit application.  The advantage 
would be that before the developer invests a substantial amount of time, effort, and money into the 
process they are able to get feedback from the City as to whether the concept works or not.  The second 
option is to present everything at once.  The advantage being that everyone is aware of the details of the 
proposed development up front.  He noted the drawback is that the second option requires substantial 
investment on the part of the developer.  He explained if the City approved the rezoning request and 
comprehensive plan amendment, any subsequent application would simply have to conform to the zoning 
requirements for the zoning district.  He acknowledged that a developer could submit plans for a different 
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type of building with different dimensions or a completely different site plan.  He stated at this point in the 
process the City did not have the legal authority to put conditions on what type of development is built on 
the property.  He noted the City may be able to approve the request with the caveat that the approval not  
take effect until such time that a conditional use permit and site plan were approved by the City.  He stated  
that may provide the City with more leverage over the design of the development.    

Mr. Kuntz stated in this particular instance the property rezoning was not for a planned unit development 
that was tied to a specific set of plans.  There was no particular assurance at this point as to what the 
development might look like because there were no plans submitted with the request.  He stated if the 
Council was of the mind to react favorably to the proposal and there was nonetheless a concern about the 
final plans, one option would be to make the comprehensive plan amendment and rezoning effective only 
upon the approval of a conditional use permit for the multi-family dwelling.  He reiterated that only at that  
point in the process would the City have the ability to attach conditions to an application.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the Council would have the authority to deny the conditional 
use permit without issue and if that subsequently meant that the comprehensive plan amendment and  
rezoning would never go into effect.   

Mr. Kuntz stated that would be the case if the City had legitimate grounds to deny the conditional use  
permit.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she wanted to ensure that the Council would have the authority to 
deny the conditional use permit if the plans did not match what was discussed and presented when the  
comprehensive plan amendment and rezoning were approved. 

Mr. Kuntz explained the opportunity to deny arises at the time of comprehensive plan designation.  If the 
comprehensive plan amendment was approved, but only effective upon a later action related to a 
conditional use permit, the City would need to have sufficient grounds to deny based on the standards 
associated with a conditional use permit.  He noted that was why staff encouraged applicants to bring a  
full set of plans at the beginning of the process.    

Mayor Tourville stated it was hard to protect the neighborhood because no plans had been submitted at 
this point.  He reiterated many applicants present everything up front, but it was more economical for the  
developer to follow the path that was chosen.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated she liked the idea of reducing the number of trees that would need 
to be removed, but could not go along with a blanket approval that provided no guarantee that the plan 
would not change.  She reiterated there would be no way to protect the neighborhood without specific  
plans or a conditional use permit application.  

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the applicant would be willing to table the item to allow him  
time to prepare plans and submit an application for a conditional use permit. 

Councilmember Mueller opine the City should give the applicant some sort of assurance that if he moves  
forward with an application for a conditional use permit the City will support the development. 

Mr. Leyde stated he would fine with that stipulation if the requests were approved. 

Mayor Tourville stated the City could not guarantee approval or place conditions on the current requests  
that would protect the neighborhood. 

Mr. Leyde explained the revised design with a two story building met the height requirements allowed in  
an R-3 zoning district without a conditional use permit.  He stated he would sign an agreement indicating 
that he would not bring forward plans for the development that would contradict what had already been  
presented and discussed.  He noted he had every intention of developing the site with the two (2) story  
building as discussed. 

Mr. Kuntz explained the City could not attach conditions to the current comprehensive plan amendment  
and rezoning requests.   

Mr. Leyde stated before making application for a conditional use permit he wanted to determine if the City  
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would support rezoning the property. 

Mr. Dumond questioned what the definition of “reasonable” was in terms of the City’s ability to deny an 
application for a conditional use permit.  He questioned what would happen if the property was sold to 
another developer.  He encouraged the Council to not move forward with any approvals until the 
developer comes forward with the necessary plans and specifications.  He opined the neighborhood  
feared what would happen on the property if no conditions were placed on the development.   

Mr. Johnson stated the applicant owned other properties in the City and intended to develop the property 
in accordance with what had been discussed.  He reiterated the R-3 zoning district performance standards 
included a 35 foot height limit.  If the developer presented a building in excess of that height the City could  
deny the request.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated the developer had done a decent job of moving through the 
process, but there was no guarantee that at some point the property would not be sold to another 
developer.  She noted the City’s hands would be tied if another developer came forward with plans for a 
development deemed to be a reasonable use of the property in terms of the R-3 zoning requirements.   
She reiterated that she would fully support the requests if there was a guarantee that the development  
would occur as proposed.   

Mr. Johnson stated the developer was willing to make the investment required to submit an application for  
a conditional use permit provided the process kept moving forward. 

Mr. Kuntz stated the Council has expressed a desire for a plan set to accompany the applications.  He 
explained the developer would need to apply for a conditional use permit as a companion application to 
those already submitted for the comprehensive plan amendment and rezoning.  He noted the applicant 
needed to understand that the conditional use permit needed to be tied to a set of plans.  The current 
application deadline expires on June 21, 2014.  The applicant could further extend the deadline via written 
notice to the City requesting extension of the time limit.  He suggested that the applicant should  
determine a realistic timeframe to prepare the plans and present a written request to the City Council for  
extension of the deadline at the regular meeting scheduled for June 9, 2014.    

Mr. Link stated if an application was submitted for a conditional use permit with a site plan the item would  
need to go back through the Planning Commission process. 

Mr. Johnson estimated it would take the developer 1 to 2 months to finish the plans.   

Mayor Tourville noted there was no guarantee that an application for a conditional use permit would be 
approved by the Council, but at least everyone involved would have a better understanding of the details  
of the proposed development.   

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to table item to June 9, 2014 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

B. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider the Second Reading of an Ordinance relating to  
Parking of Vehicles in the Front Yard  

Mr. Hunting stated per Council direction at the first reading of the ordinance staff removed language 
regarding the orientation of vehicles and added language to clarify that parking had to be a minimum of 
five (5) feet from any side property line.  An effective date of November 1, 2014 was inserted to provide  
residents with an opportunity to comply with the new requirements.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned how the regulations would apply to a corner lot.   

Mr. Hunting the regulations would still apply to a corner lot because they were tied to a driveway.  He 
explained a corner lot could theoretically have a driveway on each side and both would be considered a 
front yard.  He stated the language included in the ordinance tied the regulations to a driveway.  Even on a  
corner lot people would still have to park on a driveway or a hard surface next to a driveway.  
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Motion by Bartholomew, second by Mueller, to approve the Second Reading of an Ordinance  
relating to Parking of Vehicles in the Front Yard  

Ayes:  5 
Nays:  0 Motion carried. 

C. BIAGINI PROPERTIES: Consider Resolution Memorializing Findings of Fact and Reasons for Denial 
Relating to the Land Use Requests of Biagini Properties (on behalf of Prairie Oaks Memorial Eco  
Gardens) for Property Located at 8225 Argenta Trail (City Planning Case No. 14-11PUD) 

Mr. Link explained at the last regular meeting the City Council considered a request that had four (4) 
different parts to it, pertaining to a mortuary and a crematorium.  At that meeting the City Council denied 
the requests and directed staff to prepare a resolution detailing the findings supporting the denial as 
identified by the Council.  Since that time the applicant requested that the City Council reconsider the 
denial to allow for consideration of a revised proposal that did not include a mortuary or a crematorium but 
did include a chapel and columbarium.  The Council had two options for consideration.  The first was to 
approve the resolution memorializing the reasons for the denial action that was taken at the last meeting.  
The second option was to reconsider the denial to allow for consideration of the revised proposal.  He 
noted that if Council took action to reconsider the denial, Planning staff recommended that Council table 
consideration of the revised proposal to allow staff to review the revised proposal and re-notify the  
neighborhood.   

Councilmember Madden stated he would not support a motion to reconsider the request. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech opined that reconsideration of the request would not change her reasons 
for denial.  She stated there was no way she would reconsider making it a permitted use in the institutional  
zoning district.  

Mr. Kuntz stated the resolution memorialized the reasons for denial as identified by each member of the  
Council at the last regular meeting.      

Kevin, 6275 South Robert Trail, stated he could not believe that the Council had outright denied the 
applicant’s requests.  He opined that the applicant paid for the land and should be allowed to move 
forward with his plans because he was offering an affordable option for burials.  He added that the  
operation may also provide job opportunities for the community.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified that the Council was not denying the applicant’s right to have a  
cemetery.  She stated the building belonged in a B-3 zoning district where it would be a permitted use.      

Mayor Tourville stated the Council did not feel that the applicant’s requests fit within the zoning district and  
many of the neighbors expressed concerns regarding the crematorium.      

Dick Biagini, Biagini Properties, stated the revised proposal, including a church and a columbarium, would 
be permitted in the current zoning district.  He noted the plan that was submitted for reconsideration was 
the original plan.  Mr. Weber’s drive for a green and controlled cemetery led him to expand the original 
plan.  After listening to the neighbors and the Council, the decision was made to reduce the scope of the  
request.     

Councilmember Piekarski Krech stated if the revised proposal fit within the standards for the P-1,  
Institutional zoning district the applicant should not need any further approvals from the Council.        

Mr. Biagini stated because the property was located in the Northwest Area they were required to go 
through the PUD approval process.  He explained their original mistake was the result of an overzealous  
attempt to make every aspect of the operation “green”.   

Matt Slaven, Briggs and Morgan, took issue with the assertion that the applicant could place what would 
effectively be a commercial enterprise within the Public/Institutional zoning district and call it a church.  He 
stated the City’s zoning code included a definition of a church.  He argued that the applicant’s proposal did 
not meet the definition of a church because it would not be a place where “persons regularly assemble for 
religious worship” and because the building would not be “maintained and controlled by a religious body 
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organized to sustain public worship”.  He noted the concept of a chapel did not appear in the City’s zoning 
code and opined that it was not a permitted use.  He stated the applicant previously testified that the  
operation would be owned and operated by a for-profit Minnesota corporation.      

Tony Weber, Prairie Oaks Memorial Eco-Gardens, stated their original application was for a church and it 
was going to be a religious organization.  He explained because of his desire to ensure that every part of 
the process was as “green” as possible he brought forth the application that was subsequently denied by 
the Council.  He stated the revised proposal was to build a bonafide church with a minister that would offer 
regular Sunday services.  All of the profits of the entire property, including the cemetery, would go to a 
non-profit organization.  He explained he realized that he needed to have a religious building on the 
property to be able to honor the people that are being buried with memorial services.  He noted they also 
planned to offer wedding services, much like any other church.  He opined the proposed church would be 
the same as every other church in the community.  He stated he submitted a revised proposal for 
Council’s consideration that did not include anything that was objectionable.  He questioned why there 
would be an objection to putting a church on the property.  He stated they had every opportunity to make a  
profit taken away from them.   

Mayor Tourville stated he was a bit confused by the fact that all of a sudden there was going to be a non- 
denominational church on the property.   

Mr. Weber stated the church was proposed because the City took his opportunity away to have a  
crematorium and a mortuary. 

Mayor Tourville opined it seemed as though the church was an idea that came up in the time since the last  
meeting in an effort to get the Council to give approval.   

Mr. Weber stated it was the only way to have a place to honor those being buried in the cemetery. 

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if adopting the resolution memorializing the denial would prohibit  
the applicant or anyone else from submitting an application for a church on the property. 

Mr. Kuntz stated it would not prohibit a reapplication but it would postpone it.  Because the property is 
located in the Northwest Area, in order for it to be developed for any use with a building the property would 
have to be rezoned to an Institutional-PUD designation.  The property would need to be rezoned even for 
a permitted use.  Due to the denial of the application on May 12th, the ordinances provide that there has to  
be a six (6) month waiting period before reapplication can be made for rezoning. 

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 14-70 Memorializing 
the Findings of Fact and Reasons for Denial relating to the Land Use Requests of Biagini 
Properties (on behalf of Prairie Oaks Memorial Eco Gardens) for property located at 8225 Argenta  
Trail, Inver Grove Heights (City Planning Case No. 14-11 PUD)  

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

PUBLIC WORKS: 

D. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Awarding Contract for the 2014 Pavement 
Management Program, City Project No. 2014-09D – College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue  
Partial Reconstruction and City Project No. 2014-06 – Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall  

Mr. Kaldunski stated Council was asked to consider awarding a contract for the project including work on 
College Trail, Barbara Avenue, within the College Heights area, and on the Blaine Avenue retaining wall.  
Bids were received on March 27th and the low base bid was submitted by SM Hentges and Sons in the 
amount of $2,769,496.10.  He noted this was a very favorable bid that was approximately $148,000 less  
than the engineer’s estimate.     

Councilmember Madden asked Mr. Kaldunski to review the project area. 
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Mr. Kaldunski stated the project involved work in three (3) main areas.  The first was the reconstruction of 
College Trail from Cahill Avenue to Broderick Boulevard as well as some streets within the College 
Heights neighborhood.  The second involved a partial reconstruction of a portion of Barbara Avenue.  The  
third involved the repair of an existing retaining wall along Blaine Avenue.  

Councilmember Madden questioned if the bid include the sidewalk and trail along College Trail.     

Mr. Kaldunski responded in the affirmative.  He stated there was one base bid that contained separate line  
items for the various components of the project.    

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the concrete sidewalk was only being considered along  
College Trail. 

Mr. Kaldunski stated a concrete sidewalk was proposed along College Trail from Brewster Avenue to  
Cahill Avenue.  Another concrete sidewalk was also proposed along the west side of Barbara Avenue. 

Councilmember Bartholomew clarified that line item 50 of the bid for concrete sidewalk was for both  
locations. 

Mr. Kaldunski responded in the affirmative.  

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he has felt all along that the concrete sidewalk along College Trail  
was not necessary and wished there was a way to separate that from the base bid.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated staff had the ability to negotiate a change order with the contractor if Council was so  
inclined to remove a portion of the project. 

Councilmember Madden stated he would like to explore the possibility of a change order for the sidewalk  
along College Trail.  

Mr. Kaldunski recommended that Council consider awarding the contract and directing staff to negotiate 
the change order.  He noted staff would then bring a change order back to Council for consideration that  
related to that specific item.  He stated staff could not negotiate a change order without a contract.   

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he would support awarding the contract with the understanding that a 
change order would be negotiated for further consideration of the concrete sidewalk along College Trail.  
He explained he had always supported the bituminous trail along College Trail.  He opined the concrete 
sidewalk was unnecessary because the homes had walkways in front of them and could still access Cahill  
via other routes.  He stated the concrete sidewalk would not be used from Cahill to Brewster.         

Mayor Tourville stated he had always supported both the trail and the sidewalk along College Trail.  He 
explained both components were included in the negotiations with the CDA for their new housing 
development.  He noted the school district supported the sidewalk for safety reasons and the state 
identified a need for a connection between Cahill Avenue and Broderick Boulevard.  He opined that more 
people would walk, run, or bike along the route if it was safer.  He stated the biggest factor in his decision  
was safety.  He added that the connection was also identified in the City’s trail gap study. 

Councilmember Madden questioned where people were currently walking because he did not see it being  
used.   

Mayor Tourville stated people do not use it because it is not safe. 

Councilmember Bartholomew suggested staff bring back three alternatives for Council consideration.  The 
first would be to proceed with the concrete sidewalk as proposed.  The second would be a bituminous trail 
in place of the concrete sidewalk.  The third would be to remove the concrete sidewalk along College Trail  
from the project.  

Jim Hanson, 8265 College Trail, stated there would still be a trail near the CDA development for access to  
80th Street.    

Mayor Tourville stated the pedestrian connection being advertised was from Cahill Avenue to Broderick 
Boulevard.  
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Mr. Hanson stated the trail gap study identified the connection between Cahill and Broderick as not  
feasible.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated the trail gap study was done several years ago.  He explained the feasibility study for  
the project presented cost estimates that demonstrated the connection was feasible at this time.   

Mr. Hanson stated none of the residents in the neighborhood wanted the trail or the  
sidewalk.  He opined that the City needed to be more economical when making decisions.  

Mr. Kaldunski stated he had heard from seven (7) different people who supported the sidewalk being 
included in the project and three (3) or four (4) who opposed the sidewalk.  He presented and reviewed 
statistics from the Federal Highway Administration regarding pedestrian safety.  He noted Mn/DOT also  
promoted forms of multi-modal transportation. 

Councilmember Bartholomew asked Mr. Kaldunski to provide copies of the information from the Federal  
Highway Administration to the Council.    

Mr. Hanson questioned if staff knew when the last pedestrian-auto accident occurred in the City.    

Mr. Kaldunski stated the statistics from the Federal Highway Administration were based on data obtained  
from across the nation.  

Mayor Tourville questioned when the change order would come back to the Council for consideration.   

Mr. Kaldunski stated as soon as possible because the contractor would want to begin construction. 

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to adopt Resolution No. 14-71 Accepting Bids 
and Awarding Contract for the 2014 Pavement Management Program, City Project No. 2014-09D – 
College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction and City Project No.  
2014-06 – Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall and directing staff to negotiate two (2) change orders  
related to the proposed concrete sidewalk along College Trail 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

E. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Accepting Individual Project Order (IPO) No. 
19A for Additional Topographic Survey and Final Design Services for City Project No. 2014-09D –  
College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction 

Mr. Kaldunski stated the item related to additional services provided by the consultant to finish the plans 
for the project.  He recommended that the Council approve the proposal in the amount of $21,640.  He  
noted a majority of the work was completed in the design phase of the project. 

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if that process was typically followed for projects. 

Mr. Thureen explained the original IPO contemplated a fixed number of hours to complete the work and as 
the City moved forward with the process the consultant had to put more time and effort into the project to 
keep it moving on schedule.  He noted similar things had been done in the past to keep the process 
moving forward.  He stated the costs were legitimate and the work was necessary to get to this point in the  
project. 

Motion by Mueller, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 14-72 Accepting Individual 
Project Order (IPO) No. 19A from Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. for Additional Topographic 
Survey and Final Design Services for City Project No. 2014-09D – College Trail Reconstruction and  
Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction   

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 
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F. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Accepting Proposal from American 
Engineering Testing, Inc. (AET) for Construction Phase Geotechnical Services for City Project No. 
2014-09D – College Trail Reconstruction/Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction and City Project No.  
2014-06 – Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall 

Mr. Kaldunski stated the proposal from American Engineering Testing, Inc. was for construction testing  
services for the project.  He noted the services were standard for this type of project.   

Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Bartholomew, to adopt Resolution No. 14-73 Accepting 
Proposal from American Engineering Testing, Inc. (AET) for Construction Phase Geotechnical 
Services for City Project No. 2014-09D – College Trail Reconstruction and Barbara Avenue Partial  
Reconstruction and City Project No. 2014-06 – Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

G. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Accepting Proposal from Gorman 
Surveying, Inc. for Construction Surveying Services for City Project No. 2014-09D – College Trail 
Reconstruction/Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction and City Project No. 2014-06 – Blaine Avenue  
Retaining Wall 

Mr. Kaldunski stated the proposal was for staking during the construction phase of the project.   

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the number was consistent with staff’s expectations given the  
amount of surveying required and the distance involved.   

Mr. Kaldunski replied in the affirmative. 

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 14-74 Accepting Proposal 
for Construction Surveying Services for City Project No. 2014-09D – College Trail 
Reconstruction/Barbara Avenue Partial Reconstruction and City Project No. 2014-06 – Blaine  
Avenue Retaining Wall  

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

H. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution and Four Encroachment Agreements for  
City Project No. 2014-06 – Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall Replacement  

Mr. Kaldunski stated the agreements outline the terms for restoration of the properties following  
construction of the retaining wall.  He noted each of the property owners agreed to the terms outlined in  
the agreements.     

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why the retaining wall had to be redone so soon. 

Mr. Kaldunski explained the old wall was a dry cast, small block wall that was exhibiting a great deal of 
deterioration.  He stated the new wall would be constructed using wet cast, big concrete  
blocks to build a stronger wall.  He noted there was some utility work done in the area that caused some  
problems and there was a documented failure of the wall shortly after construction that had to be repaired.   

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if maintenance of the wooden fence would be the homeowner’s  
long term responsibility.   

Mr. Kaldunski explained the terms of the agreement state that the City would construct the fence as   
compensation for the removal of trees and landscaping.  The agreement also states that after construction 
of the fence is completed it becomes the private homeowners’ responsibility.  The homeowners’ will own  
the fence and be responsible for maintaining it. 

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned if the homeowners could remove the fence.  

Mr. Kaldunski stated they would own the fence and could remove it if they chose to do so.   
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Motion by Mueller, second by Madden, to adopt Resolution No. 14-75 Approving Encroachment 
Agreements for Properties at 7980 Blanchard Court (Wormer), 7985 Blanchard Way (Hogenson), 
7986 Blanchard Court (Ahlberg) and 7990 Blanchard Court (Diedrich) in Connection with the 
Installation of Improvements relating to City Project No. 2014-06 – Blaine Avenue Retaining Wall  
Replacement Project 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0 Motion carried. 

ADMINISTRATION:  

I. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolutions Assigning the Responsibilities of the Golf 
Course Manager to other Positions within the Parks and Recreation Department/Golf Course Division  
and Modifying the City’s Compensation Plan for Non-Union Employees 

Ms. Teppen explained the items were brought forth for consideration following the elimination of the Golf 
Course Manager position.  At that time Council considered the revised job descriptions and requested 
additional information for further clarification.  She stated the responsibilities of the Golf Course Manager 
had been adequately reassigned to other personnel within the golf course division.  The reassignment of 
the responsibilities was reflected within the revised job descriptions.  She noted that graphical 
representations were also included to demonstrate how the course was organized under the Golf Course 
Manager and how the course would be organized in the new scenario without the position.  She stated 
two (2) positions within the golf course division, the Golf Course Superintendent and the Clubhouse 
Superintendent, were assigned the responsibilities formerly assumed by the Golf Course Manager.  She 
explained the Golf Course Superintendent would be responsible for the maintenance functions of the golf 
course and the Clubhouse Superintendent would be responsible for clubhouse operations.  She stated the 
second item for Council consideration related to the amendment of the compensation plan for the  
Non-union group of employees.  The individual who assumed the responsibilities of the Clubhouse 
Superintendent previously held the position of Clubhouse Coordinator and was a member of the AFSCME 
bargaining unit.  She explained because the new Clubhouse Superintendent position had supervisory 
responsibilities it should be moved to the non-union group of employees.  The new position was placed 
within the non-union compensation plan so it would be equal with the Golf Course Superintendent  
position.    

Councilmember Bartholomew questioned what the rationale was for the proposed compensation range of  
$66,000 to $82,600 for the new Clubhouse Superintendent position. 

Ms. Teppen stated the City was required to comply with the states comparable worth statutes.  Under that 
statute the City has to assign points to each position.  The point system is based on a number of different 
factors including education, experience, decision making, and a safety rating.  Each position is assigned a 
point value and is then placed in the compensation plan so that positions with similar point values are  
grouped within the same salary range.    

Councilmember Bartholomew clarified that the City had methodology in place that could be provided to the  
Council.   

Ms. Teppen responded in the affirmative.   

Councilmember Mueller stated he had a problem with the new position because it was previously a union 
position and the progression through the compensation system would put the position at the top of the pay 
range too quickly.  He questioned what would happen to the Clubhouse Superintendent position if 
management of the golf course was outsourced.  He questioned who would protect the employee in that  
scenario because the position would no longer be a part of the union.  He opined that the employee could  
be compensated in other ways or the supervisory aspects of the position could be shifted elsewhere. 

Ms. Teppen stated the non-union compensation plan mirrored the step progression of each of the City’s 
other bargaining units.  She explained each position had a starting step and increases were achieved at 
the successful completion of six (6) months and twelve (12) months.  After that point step increases were  
awarded annually on anniversary dates for every position within the organization. 
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Councilmember Mueller opined that the progression was too fast and the City needed to control how fast  
people progressed through the steps.   

Mayor Tourville clarified that positions did not reach the top of the range after one (1) year.   

Mr. Lynch explained the starting compensation for the Clubhouse Superintendent position would be  
$66,100 and at the successful completion of one (1) year the compensation would be $74,400.   

Councilmember Mueller questioned what the employee’s current compensation was as the Clubhouse  
Coordinator. 

Ms. Teppen stated the employee currently earned $24.07 per hour, approximately $48,000 annually.  She 
noted that the position of Clubhouse Coordinator was a nine (9) month position and the new Clubhouse 
Superintendent would be a twelve (12) month position.  She reiterated that the employee was also being  
asked to assume greater degree of responsibility associated with the operation of the clubhouse. 

Mr. Lynch stated the former employee who held the golf course manager position was at the top of the  
pay range and was earning $95,900 annually.    

Mayor Tourville stated elimination of the golf course manager position was a Council initiative to attempt to  
save $60,000 annually in salary and benefits at the golf course.    

Councilmember Mueller opined the City was not going to save any money.  He stated the City needed to  
cut costs to make the course profitable.  He questioned how much money had been saved by  
implementing the proposed changes. 

Ms. Teppen reiterated the former golf course manager earned $95,900 annually.  The new Clubhouse  
Superintendent position would earn a starting salary of $66,100 annually.  The individual who would 
assume the role of Clubhouse Superintendent previously served in the position of Clubhouse Coordinator  
with a salary of approximately $48,000 for the nine (9) month position.   

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned if the golf shop cashiers were nine (9) employees.   

Ms. Teppen replied in the affirmative.  She noted that the seasonal/temporary positions simply worked for  
the duration of the golf season. 

Councilmember Bartholomew clarified that with the changes the City was cutting $95,900 in payroll,  
cutting approximately $50,000 in payroll, and gaining approximately $66,000 in payroll. 

Ms. Teppen responded in the affirmative. 

Councilmember Bartholomew stated he hoped the changes were not setting the course up to fail and that  
there would be enough of a savings realized to make the course successful.   

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 14-76 Assigning the 
Responsibilities of the Golf Course Manager to other Positions within the Parks and Recreation  
Department/Golf Course Division and Resolution No. 14-77 Approving the City’s Compensation  
Plan for its Non-Union Employees   

Ayes: 4 (Bartholomew, Madden, Piekarski Krech, Tourville) 
Nays: 1 (Mueller) Motion carried. 

FINANCE: 

J. CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS: Consider Resolution Approving 2014 Budget Amendments 

Ms. Smith explained in light of the staffing changes made within the golf course division there were 
recommended changes to the General Fund budget, the transfer of savings in the amount of $14,900 from 
the Parks Department to the Parks Capital Replacement Fund, and an actual savings of $26,300 in the  
Golf Course Fund for the 2014 budget. 

Councilmember Piekarski Krech questioned why the savings from Parks employee was being moved to  
the Parks Capital Replacement Fund.   
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Ms. Smith explained as a part of the reorganization that was recommended and approved in December, 
there was a possibility that had those dollars not been used by the Parks department they would have 
been left in the Recreation Fund for staffing purposes and then ultimately rearranged and transferred out  
in 2015 to the Parks Capital Replacement Fund.  

Councilmember Piekarski Krech clarified the savings would not have been used for something else in the  
General Fund. 

Ms. Smith stated she was not aware of any other use within the General Fund. 

Motion by Bartholomew, second by Piekarski Krech, to adopt Resolution No. 14-78 Amending the  
2014 Budget  

Ayes: 3 (Bartholomew, Madden, Tourville) 
Nays: 2 (Mueller, Piekarski Krech)  Motion carried. 

8.  MAYOR & COUNCIL COMMENTS: 

9.  EXECUTIVE SESSION:  

The City Council entered executive session at 9:30 p.m. 

A.  Preliminary Consideration of Employee Charges 

10. REGULAR AGENDA CONT. 

At 11:06 p.m., the Council ended the closed door session relating to preliminary consideration of charges 
against employees.  The Council reconvened in open session in the Council chambers.  The Mayor and  
all Council members were present.   

A.  Consider Decision with Respect to Employee Charges 

 

Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve Resolution No. 14-79 Determining that 
Discipline is not Warranted in Connection with a Complaint Against Inver Grove Heights Park and  
Recreation Director Eric Carlson 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0             Motion carried. 
 
Motion by Madden, second by Piekarski Krech, to approve Resolution No. 14-80 Determining that 
Discipline is not Warranted in Connection with a Complaint Against Inver Grove Heights City  
Administrator Joe Lynch 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0             Motion carried. 

Motion by Madden, second by Bartholomew, to add the item of review and evaluation of City  
Administrator to the agenda for the June 2, 2014 Council work session meeting 

Ayes: 5 
Nays: 0             Motion carried. 

11. ADJOURN: Motion by Piekarski Krech, second by Mueller, to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned by  
 a unanimous vote at 11:11 p.m.  
   



AGENDA ITEM _____4B_____ 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Meeting Date: June 9, 2014  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Consent  None 
Contact: Kristi Smith   651-450-2521 X Amount included in current budget 
Prepared by: Bill Schroepfer, Accountant  Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: N/A  FTE included in current complement 
   New FTE requested – N/A 
   Other 

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 

Approve the attached resolution approving disbursements for the period of May 23, 2014 to 
June 4, 2014. 

SUMMARY                         

Shown below is a listing of the disbursements for the various funds for the period ending  
June 4, 2014.  The detail of these disbursements is attached to this memo. 

General & Special Revenue $388,264.50
Debt Service & Capital Projects 11,369.85
Enterprise & Internal Service 94,380.43
Escrows 6,112.43

Grand Total for All Funds $500,127.21

If you have any questions about any of the disbursements on the list, please call Kristi Smith, 
Finance Director at 651-450-2521.  

Attached to this summary for your action is a resolution approving the disbursements for the 
period May 23, 2014 to June 4, 2014 and the listing of disbursements requested for approval. 



DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

RESOLUTION APPROVING DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE 
PERIOD ENDING June 4, 2014 

 WHEREAS, a list of disbursements for the period ending June 4, 2014 was 
presented to the City Council for approval; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF INVER 
GROVE HEIGHTS:  that payment of the list of disbursements of the following funds is 
approved:

General & Special Revenue $388,264.50
Debt Service & Capital Projects 11,369.85
Enterprise & Internal Service 94,380.43
Escrows 6,112.43

Grand Total for All Funds $500,127.21

 Adopted by the City Council of Inver Grove Heights this 9th day of June, 2014. 

Ayes:
                              
Nays:         

___________________________
        George Tourville, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

_____________________________
Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
ABC RENTALS INC 227152 06/04/2014 225 101.44.6000.451.40050 294.76
ABDO, EICK & MEYERS, LLP 329686 06/04/2014 43697 101.41.2000.415.30100 5,030.00
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 519945/5 05/28/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40040 32.45
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 519973/5 05/28/2014 501126 101.43.5200.443.60016 55.98
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520005/5 05/28/2014 520005/5 101.44.6000.451.40040 28.96
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520133/5 06/04/2014 520133/5 101.44.6000.451.60012 16.96
ADVANCED GRAPHIX, INC. 189876 06/04/2014 5/7/14 101.42.4000.421.50030 66.25
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0028517 05/16/2014 UNION DUES (AFSCME FAIR101.203.2031000 80.52
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0028518 05/16/2014 UNION DUES (AFSCME FUL101.203.2031000 681.36
AFSCME COUNCIL 5 INV0028519 05/16/2014 UNION DUES (AFSCME FUL101.203.2031000 75.15
AGASSIZ SEED & SUPPLY INV070933 06/04/2014 CITYO55077 101.44.6000.451.60016 13,680.00
ALEX AIR APPARATUS, INC. 25727 06/04/2014 5/20/14 101.42.4200.423.40040 705.00
BLACKTOP PROS, LLC 14-46 05/28/2014 5/16/14 101.43.5200.443.40046 18,000.00
BLOOMINGTON SECURITY SOS86519 06/04/2014 5/12 101.44.6000.451.40040 277.20
BLUETARP FINANCIAL 0561022381 06/04/2014 96151 101.44.6000.451.60040 7.99
CA DEPT OF CHILD SUPPORTINV0028815 05/30/2014 MIGUEL GUADALAJARA FE 101.203.2032100 279.69
CARGILL, INC. 2901675257 06/04/2014 1517888 101.43.5200.443.60016 19,533.54
CENTURY LINK 5/19/14 651 455 9072 782 06/04/2014 651 455 9072 782 101.42.4200.423.50020 41.48
CENTURY LINK 5/22/14 651 457 5524 959 06/04/2014 651 457 5524 959 101.44.6000.451.50020 63.63
CENTURY LINK 5/22/14 06/04/2014 651 457 4184 746 101.44.6000.451.50020 58.94
CENTURY LINK 5/7/14 651 451 0205 745 06/04/2014 651 451 0205 745 101.44.6000.451.50020 58.94
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS RECE 400413004945 06/04/2014 APRIL 2014 TRANSACTION 101.42.4000.421.30700 2,408.40
CITY OF SAINT PAUL IN00001624 06/04/2014 5/15/14 101.43.5200.443.60016 6,611.22
COORDINATED BUSINESS SYCNIN148210 06/04/2014 4555082 101.42.4200.423.30700 132.57
DAJ ENTERPRISES LLC 2002 05/28/2014 5/16/14 101.44.6000.451.60035 8,159.00
DAJ ENTERPRISES LLC 2002 05/28/2014 5/16/14 101 44 6000 451 60035 5 448 40

Expense�Approval�Report
City of Inver Grove Heights By�Fund

Payment Dates 5/23/2014 - 6/4/2014

DAJ ENTERPRISES LLC 2002 05/28/2014 5/16/14 101.44.6000.451.60035 5,448.40
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CIG2014-06 06/04/2014 JUNE 2014 101.42.4000.421.70502 42,672.60
DAKOTA COMMUNICATIONS CIG2014-06 06/04/2014 JUNE 2014 101.42.4200.423.70502 4,741.40
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVC MAR-14 06/04/2014 MARCH 2014 101.42.4000.421.40044 2,264.88
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVC MAR-14 06/04/2014 MARCH 2014 101.42.4000.421.70501 1,329.81
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVC MAR-14 06/04/2014 MARCH 2014 101.42.4200.423.30700 1,376.47
DAKOTA CTY FINANCIAL SVC MAR-14 06/04/2014 MARCH 2014 101.43.5200.443.30700 46.66
DANNER LANDSCAPING 10769 05/28/2014 5/14/14 101.43.5200.443.60016 239.40
DENZER, ELEANOR 134943 06/04/2014 REIMBURSE-FENCE 101.43.5200.443.60016 83.56
DIAMOND VOGEL PAINT 101471896 06/04/2014 10100173 101.43.5200.443.60016 10,699.50
EFTPS INV0028833 05/30/2014 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030200 39,558.92
EFTPS INV0028835 05/30/2014 MEDICARE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030500 11,015.26
EFTPS INV0028836 05/30/2014 SOCIAL SECURITY WITHHO101.203.2030400 33,719.12
EMMONS & OLIVIER RESOUR 00095-0041-5 05/28/2014 00095-0041 101.43.5100.442.30300 4,835.00
FIRSTSCRIBE 2462659 05/28/2014 5/1/14 101.43.5100.442.40044 250.00
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITINV0028818 05/30/2014 HSA ELECTION-FAMILY 101.203.2032500 2,985.07
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITINV0028819 05/30/2014 HSA ELECTION-SINGLE 101.203.2032500 3,554.33
GOODIN COMPANY 02041734-00 05/28/2014 1001619 101.44.6000.451.40040 57.34
GOODIN COMPANY 02042888-00 05/28/2014 1001619 101.44.6000.451.40040 37.80
GRAINGER 9448564659 06/04/2014 806460150 101.43.5200.443.60016 130.33
HEALTHEAST MEDICAL TRAN 14-17533 06/04/2014 642017074-00001 101.42.4000.421.30700 85.00
HENNING FIRE PROTECTION 190041 06/04/2014 5/16/14 101.42.4000.421.60065 60.00
ICC 3001135 06/04/2014 5310235 101.42.4200.423.50070 125.00
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 4INV0028820 05/30/2014 ICMA-AGE <49 % 101.203.2031400 4,501.71
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 4INV0028821 05/30/2014 ICMA-AGE <49 101.203.2031400 4,025.00
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 4INV0028822 05/30/2014 ICMA-AGE 50+ % 101.203.2031400 1,209.30
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 4INV0028823 05/30/2014 ICMA-AGE 50+ 101.203.2031400 5,612.87
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 4INV0028824 05/30/2014 ICMA (EMPLOYER SHARE A101.203.2031400 73.67
ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST - 4INV0028831 05/30/2014 ROTH IRA (AGE 49 & UNDE 101.203.2032400 587.70
INDUSTRIAL CONTAINERS 5/19/14 06/04/2014 501126 101.44.6000.451.40047 1,685.00
INTOXIMETERS 466199 06/04/2014 C000MNINV0 101.42.4000.421.60065 64.28
INVER GROVE FORD 5/23/14 94917 06/04/2014 94917 101.42.4000.421.70300 267.81
KEEPRS, INC 245375 06/04/2014 INVERG0001 101.42.4000.421.60045 162.33

Expense�Approval�Report
City of Inver Grove Heights By�Fund

Payment Dates 5/23/2014 - 6/4/2014



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
KEEPRS, INC 245375-90 06/04/2014 INVERG0001 101.42.4000.421.60045 119.99
KENISON, TERRI APRIL 2014 06/04/2014 APRIL 2014 101.42.4200.423.30700 850.00
LOCAL GOVERNMENT INFORM38410 06/04/2014 4/30/14 101.42.4000.421.70501 1,609.00
LOCAL GOVERNMENT INFORM38420 06/04/2014 4/30/14 101.42.4200.423.30700 110.00
M & J SERVICES, LLC 1036 06/04/2014 5/12/14 101.43.5200.443.40046 2,002.50
MADISON NATIONAL LIFE INS1130977 06/04/2014 101243900000000 101.203.2031700 70.57
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 54138 05/28/2014 30170270 101.43.5200.443.60016 64.57
MID STATE PLUMBING & HEAT89219 06/04/2014 5/14/14 101.42.4200.423.40040 325.00
MINNESOTA CITY/COUNTY MA2014 MEMBERSHIP 05/28/2014 JOE LYNCH 101.41.1100.413.50070 153.60
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT O INV0028816 05/30/2014 RICK JACKSON FEIN/TAXPA101.203.2032100 329.48
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT O INV0028817 05/30/2014 JUSTIN PARRANTO FEIN/TA101.203.2032100 495.61
MN BOARD OF ARCHITECTUR7/1/14-6/30/16 06/04/2014 SCOTT THUREEN 101.43.5000.441.50070 132.00
MN DEPT OF REVENUE INV0028834 05/30/2014 STATE WITHHOLDING 101.203.2030300 16,718.59
MN GFOA 8/6/14 05/28/2014 REGISTRATION-BILL SCHR 101.41.2000.415.50080 50.00
MN GFOA MEMBERSHIP 2014 05/28/2014 BILL SCHROEPFER MEMBE101.41.2000.415.50070 60.00
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 280167 05/28/2014 CTYINVP 101.44.6000.451.60045 119.75
MN GLOVE & SAFETY, INC. 280072 05/28/2014 CTINVP 101.44.6000.451.60045 270.41
MN LIFE INSURANCE CO JUNE 2014 06/04/2014 0027324 101.203.2030900 3,159.49
MN NCPERS LIFE INSURANCE5/27/14 06/04/2014 JUNE 2014 101.203.2031600 352.00
MOORE MEDICAL LLC 8237415 05/28/2014 21185816 101.42.4200.423.40042 416.37
NATURE CALLS, INC. 20716 06/04/2014 APRIL 2014 101.44.6000.451.40065 117.26
NFSA MEMBERSHIP 300002334 06/04/2014 2014 MEMBERSHIP 101.42.4200.423.50070 85.00
NORTH AMERICAN SALT 71126387 06/04/2014 533306/CSH950192 101.43.5200.443.60016 8,666.14
PARRANTO, JUSTIN 5/23/14 06/04/2014 REIMBURSE-TRAINING 101.42.4000.421.50065 66.00
PARRANTO, JUSTIN 5/23/14 06/04/2014 REIMBURSE-TRAINING 101.42.4000.421.50075 77.57
PERA INV0028825 05/30/2014 PERA COORDINATED PLAN101.203.2030600 30,913.16
PERA INV0028826 05/30/2014 EMPLOYER SHARE (EXTRA101.203.2030600 2,473.00
PERA INV0028827 05/30/2014 PERA DEFINED PLAN 101.203.2030600 57.69
PERA INV0028828 05/30/2014 EMPLOYER SHARE (PERA D101.203.2030600 57.69
PERA INV0028829 05/30/2014 PERA POLICE & FIRE PLAN 101.203.2030600 11,414.00
PERA INV0028830 05/30/2014 EMPLOYER SHARE (POLICE101.203.2030600 17,120.91
PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 101.41.2000.415.50065 23.30
PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 101.41.2000.415.50065 17.47
PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 101.45.3300.419.50080 8.00PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 101.45.3300.419.50080 8.00
PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 101.45.3300.419.50080 25.00
PIONEER ATHLETICS INV515625 06/04/2014 CI5498 101.44.6000.451.60016 857.95
PRECISE MRM IN200-1002159 06/04/2014 000208 101.43.5200.443.50070 37.92
RCM SPECIALTIES, INC. 4222 06/04/2014 5/23/14 101.43.5200.443.40046 989.96
RY-MAK PLUMBING & HEATIN597 06/04/2014 5/2/14 101.44.6000.451.40040 596.00
SCHROEPFER, WILLIAM MAY 2014 06/04/2014 REIMBURSE-MILEAGE 101.41.2000.415.50065 34.94
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS 9868-0 06/04/2014 6682-5453-5 101.43.5200.443.60016 245.05
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF 5/8/14 UTILITIES 05/28/2014 12/31/13-4/2/14 101.207.2070900 33.00
SPECIALIZED ENVIRONMENTA2055 06/04/2014 10984 101.44.6000.451.60016 827.60
SPORTSIGN 36864 05/28/2014 17181-10 101.44.6000.451.60065 873.00
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.41.1000.413.50020 69.98
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.41.1100.413.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.41.2000.415.50020 34.99
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.42.4000.421.50020 1,093.72
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.42.4200.423.50020 636.47
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.43.5000.441.50020 91.91
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.43.5100.442.50020 263.95
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.43.5200.443.50020 249.01
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.44.6000.451.50020 495.50
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.45.3000.419.50020 104.51
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 101.45.3300.419.50020 206.81
ST CLOUD TECHNICAL COLLE00144708 06/04/2014 10574949 101.42.4200.423.50080 25.00
ST LOUIS PARK, CITY OF 24351 06/04/2014 133953 101.44.6000.451.50080 750.00
ST PAUL STAMP WORKS INC 305242 06/04/2014 INVER004 101.42.4000.421.60065 23.05
STREICHER'S I1092249 06/04/2014 285 101.42.4000.421.40044 205.97
T MOBILE 5/28/14 494910368 05/28/2014 494910368 101.43.5100.442.50020 99.98
TRACTOR SUPPLY CREDIT PL5/21/14 6035 3012 0018 3606/04/2014 6035 3012 0018 3679 101.43.5200.443.60016 522.24
TRACTOR SUPPLY CREDIT PL5/21/14 6035 3012 0018 3606/04/2014 6035 3012 0018 3679 101.44.6000.451.60040 182.45
TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC 025-96119 05/28/2014 41443 101.41.2000.415.40044 378.73
ULI MINNESOTA 6/5/14 05/28/2014 4 REGISTRATIONS 101.45.3200.419.50080 100.00
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0204546 06/04/2014 1051948 101.43.5200.443.60045 23.07
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0204546 06/04/2014 1051948 101.44.6000.451.60045 24.68



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 205089 06/04/2014 I14866 101.42.4000.421.60045 5.98
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 205090 06/04/2014 I14866 101.42.4000.421.50020 (9.77)
UNIFORMS UNLIMITED 205090 06/04/2014 I14866 101.42.4000.421.60045 14.95
UNITED WAY INV0028537 05/16/2014 UNITED WAY 101.203.2031300 105.00
UNITED WAY INV0028832 05/30/2014 UNITED WAY 101.203.2031300 105.00
Fund: 101 - GENERAL FUND 368,750.22

MAYER ARTS INC 5/13/14 05/28/2014 WISH UPON A BALLET 204.44.6100.452.30700 495.00
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6570 2506/04/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 204.44.6100.452.60009 3.21
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6570 2506/04/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 204.44.6100.452.60009 4.22
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 204.44.6100.452.50020 82.61
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 14TF0742 06/04/2014 5/14/14 204.44.6100.452.60045 187.20
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 14TF0743 06/04/2014 5/14/14 204.44.6100.452.60045 312.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 14TF0747 06/04/2014 5/14/14 204.44.6100.452.60045 1,680.00
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 14TF0740 06/04/2014 5/15/14 204.44.6100.452.60045 384.80
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 14TF0741 06/04/2014 5/15/14 204.44.6100.452.60045 405.60
TAHO SPORTSWEAR 14TF0815 06/04/2014 5/23/14 204.44.6100.452.60045 199.04
UNIVERSAL ATHLETIC SERVIC150-0008241-01 06/04/2014 154421 204.44.6100.452.60009 127.96
YOUTH LACROSSE OF MINNE5/2/14 06/04/2014 2014 YLM SEASON 204.44.6100.452.50070 1,725.00
Fund: 204 - RECREATION FUND 5,606.64

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520000/5 05/28/2014 501126 205.44.6200.453.60016 6.40
APEC 119403 05/28/2014 5/14/14 205.44.6200.453.60016 564.26
B & B SHEETMETAL AND ROO51321 05/28/2014 5/14/14 205.44.6200.453.40040 1,167.77
B & B SHEETMETAL AND ROO51396 06/04/2014 5/16/14 205.44.6200.453.40040 285.00
BURROWS REFRIGERATION 20624 06/04/2014 5/7/14 205.44.6200.453.40042 377.39
BURROWS REFRIGERATION 20624 06/04/2014 5/7/14 205.44.6200.453.40042 261.25
COMCAST 5/12/14 87720 591 012718805/28/2014 8772 10 591 0127188 205.44.6200.453.50070 177.50
FIRST IMPRESSION GROUP, T57389 06/04/2014 3022 205.44.6200.453.50030 880.00
GLEWWE DOORS 170122 05/28/2014 5/2/14 205.44.6200.453.40040 715.00
GOPHER PLUMBING SUPPLY 222652 05/28/2014 0102479 205.44.6200.453.40040 52.65
GRAINGER 9440992353 05/28/2014 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60016 112.46
GRAINGER 9442078169 05/28/2014 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60016 56.85
GRAINGER 9447441917 06/04/2014 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60016 161.20GRAINGER 9447441917 06/04/2014 806460150 205.44.6200.453.60016 161.20
HAWKINS, INC. 3597043 06/04/2014 108815 205.44.6200.453.60024 2,051.08
HAWKINS, INC. 3597044 06/04/2014 108815 205.44.6200.453.60024 929.91
HILLYARD INC 601147739 05/28/2014 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 597.63
HILLYARD INC 601147739 05/28/2014 274069 205.44.6200.453.60011 597.62
HUEBSCH SERVICES 3271417 06/04/2014 92965 205.44.6200.453.40040 168.22
HUEBSCH SERVICES 3271417 06/04/2014 92965 205.44.6200.453.40040 55.32
OLD WORLD PIZZA 5/30/14 06/04/2014 5/30/14 205.44.6200.453.60065 38.00
OLD WORLD PIZZA 5/30/14 06/04/2014 5/30/14 205.44.6200.453.60065 105.45
OLD WORLD PIZZA 5/30/14 06/04/2014 5/30/14 205.44.6200.453.76050 176.00
PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 205.44.6200.453.60065 2.14
PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 205.44.6200.453.60065 4.29
PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 205.44.6200.453.60065 3.75
PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 205.44.6200.453.60065 4.29
PIONEER PRESS 0414414398 06/04/2014 4/1/14-4/30/14 205.44.6200.453.50025 1,430.00
RECREATION SUPPLY COMPA268797 06/04/2014 M09501 205.44.6200.453.60040 2,328.00
RECREATION SUPPLY COMPA268797 CREDIT 06/04/2014 M09501 205.44.6200.453.60040 (346.40)
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60011 47.53
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60011 47.53
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 23.50
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 13.08
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 37.76
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 56.15
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 48.89
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.60065 16.03
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 107.25
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6160 6906/04/2014 7715 0900 6160 6950 205.44.6200.453.76050 209.28
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6570 2506/04/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 205.44.6200.453.60065 3.23
SAM'S CLUB 5/23/14 7715 0900 6570 2506/04/2014 7715 0900 6570 2540 205.44.6200.453.60065 25.45
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 205.44.6200.453.50020 87.44
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 205.44.6200.453.50020 87.45
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 205.44.6200.453.50020 41.02
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SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 205.44.6200.453.50020 20.51
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 205.44.6200.453.50020 16.51
TRIDISTRICT COMMUNITY ED2013-2014 WALKING BUTT05/28/2014 56 BUTTONS 205.44.6200.453.70600 56.00
Fund: 205 - COMMUNITY CENTER 13,907.64

WELLS FARGO BANK 1063761 06/04/2014 INVE412AGOR 359.57.9000.570.90300 393.75
Fund: 359 - G.O. WATER REV REF 2012A 393.75

WELLS FARGO BANK 1063761 06/04/2014 INVE412AGOR 360.57.9000.570.90300 84.00
Fund: 360 - G.O. STORM WATER REFUNDING 2012A 84.00

WELLS FARGO BANK 1063761 06/04/2014 INVE412AGOR 361.57.9000.570.90300 47.25
Fund: 361 - WATER REV REF 2012A 47.25

KOHLS FOAM SYSTEMS 5/15/14 06/04/2014 5/15/14 426.72.5900.726.30700 3,245.00
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSO281281 05/28/2014 4340 426.72.5900.726.30300 916.81
Fund: 426 - 2006 IMPROVEMENT FUND 4,161.81

BOLTON & MENK, INC. 0155064 05/28/2014 T18.106198 431.73.5900.731.80300 220.00
Fund: 431 - 2011 IMPROVEMENT FUND 220.00

BAILEY NURSERIES, INC. INV0409915 06/04/2014 CITY019 432.73.5900.732.70600 2,047.60
SPECIALIZED ENVIRONMENTA2055 06/04/2014 10984 432.73.5900.732.70600 822.40
Fund: 432 - 2012 IMPROVEMENT FUND 2,870.00

BOLTON & MENK, INC. 0156668 05/28/2014 T18.106543 440.74.5900.740.30300 1,275.00
BOLTON & MENK, INC. 0157469 05/28/2014 T18.106543 440.74.5900.740.30300 220.00
Fund: 440 - PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROJ 1,495.00

SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF 5/8/14 UTILITIES 05/28/2014 12/31/13-4/2/14 441.207.2070800 56.04
WSB & ASSOCIATES, INC. 4/29/14 4 05/28/2014 01702-250 441.74.5900.741.70600 2,027.00
Fund: 441 - STORM WATER MANAGEMENT 2,083.04

FOX, KIM 5/20/14 06/04/2014 REIMBURSE-REFRESHMEN448.74.5900.748.70600 15.00
F d 448 NWA STORM WATER 15 00Fund: 448 - NWA - STORM WATER 15.00

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520028/5 05/28/2014 501126 501.50.7100.512.60016 25.96
ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520065/5 06/04/2014 501126 501.50.7100.512.60016 15.98
DAKOTA AGGREGATES, LLC. 6023609 06/04/2014 16761 501.50.7100.512.60016 577.55
GRAINGER 9442078144 05/28/2014 806460150 501.50.7100.512.40042 43.18
GRAINGER 9442078151 05/28/2014 806460150 501.50.7100.512.40040 47.08
GRAINGER 944525444 05/28/2014 806460150 501.50.7100.512.40040 44.08
HAWKINS, INC. 3593890 05/28/2014 108816 501.50.7100.512.60019 14,224.53
HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS L C334237 06/04/2014 099872 501.50.7100.512.60016 1,071.03
HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS L C409977 06/04/2014 099872 501.50.7100.512.75500 780.00
HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS L C410012 06/04/2014 099872 501.50.7100.512.75500 2,369.87
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVIC5/13/14 6035 3225 0269 1205/28/2014 6035 3225 0269 1268 501.50.7100.512.60016 117.90
MN DEPT OF HEALTH 4/1/14-6/30/14 06/04/2014 1190014 501.207.2070100 11,934.00
MN DEPT OF HEALTH 10978 CLASS C 2014 06/04/2014 AMY BERGLUND 501.50.7100.512.50070 23.00
SENSUS METERING SYSTEMSZA15001451 06/04/2014 418020 501.50.7100.512.40044 1,524.60
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSO281280 06/04/2014 4340 501.50.7100.512.30300 1,262.28
SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF 5/8/14 UTILITIES 05/28/2014 12/31/13-4/2/14 501.50.7100.512.40005 196.19
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 501.50.7100.512.50020 292.86
STANTEC CONSULTING SERV791564 05/28/2014 92607 501.50.7100.512.30300 4,840.00
Fund: 501 - WATER UTILITY FUND 39,390.09

SOUTH ST PAUL, CITY OF 5/8/14 UTILITIES 05/28/2014 12/31/13-4/2/14 502.51.7200.514.40015 390.46
Fund: 502 - SEWER UTILITY FUND 390.46

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 519927/5 05/28/2014 506975 0004 503.52.8600.527.60040 28.96
ARAMARK REFRESHMENT SE86725 05/28/2014 48128 503.52.8300.524.76050 193.46
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICE629-7989807 05/28/2014 792502342 503.52.8600.527.60045 60.13
ARCTIC GLACIER, INC. 437414001 05/28/2014 1726134 503.52.8300.524.76050 170.20
ARCTIC GLACIER, INC. 461414407 06/04/2014 1726134 503.52.8300.524.76050 135.36
COCA COLA BOTTLING COMP0128516803 06/04/2014 5/22/14 503.52.8300.524.76100 925.49
COLLEGE CITY BEVERAGE 324919 05/28/2014 3592 503.52.8300.524.76150 622.70
COLLEGE CITY BEVERAGE 324980 06/04/2014 3592 503.52.8300.524.76150 327.10



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 455685 05/28/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 36.37
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 456010 06/04/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 43.35
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 456359 06/04/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 43.46
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 456703 06/04/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 45.50
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 456976 06/04/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 45.05
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 247519 06/04/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 45.90
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 457527 06/04/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 45.96
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 457790 06/04/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 43.84
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 458069 06/04/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 36.39
GRANDMA'S BAKERY 458419 06/04/2014 24400 503.52.8300.524.76050 39.57
GREAT NORTHERN BUILDERS5/22/14 06/04/2014 5/22/14 503.52.8500.526.80300 5,200.00
HEGGIES PIZZA 1081287 05/28/2014 1708 503.52.8300.524.76050 103.00
JJ TAYLOR DIST. COMPANY O2220349 06/04/2014 00834 503.52.8300.524.76150 243.80
LENTNER, GLEN 5/20/14 05/28/2014 REIMBURSE-BOOT ALLOWA503.52.8600.527.60065 159.99
M. AMUNDSON LLP 174316 05/28/2014 902858 503.52.8300.524.76050 197.68
MENARDS - WEST ST. PAUL 48242 05/28/2014 30170265 503.52.8600.527.60012 125.47
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 952258-00 05/28/2014 402307 503.52.8600.527.40042 154.98
NATURE CALLS, INC. 20696 06/04/2014 APRIL 2014 503.52.8600.527.40065 115.70
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 503.52.8500.526.50020 115.57
TITLEIST 2780010 05/28/2014 008363/1243 062177/1243 00503.52.8200.523.76450 3,044.00
TITLEIST 2797412 05/28/2014 008363/1243 062177/1243 00503.52.8200.523.76450 947.33
US FOODSERVICE 5358943 06/04/2014 03805983 503.52.8300.524.76050 1,135.77
US FOODSERVICE 5479100 06/04/2014 03805983 503.52.8300.524.76050 827.48
WINFIELD SOLUTIONS, LLC 000059312389 05/28/2014 7884532 503.52.8600.527.60030 1,495.71
YAMAHA GOLF & UTILITY, INC01-129860 06/04/2014 INVERWOOD 503.52.8400.525.40041 83.26
Fund: 503 - INVER WOOD GOLF COURSE 16,838.53

BOLTON & MENK, INC. 0165755 05/28/2014 T18.107661 511.50.7100.512.30300 8,609.00
FOX, KIM 5/20/14 06/04/2014 REIMBURSE-REFRESHMEN511.50.7100.512.70600 15.00
Fund: 511 - NWA - WATER 8,624.00

BOLTON & MENK, INC. 0165755 05/28/2014 T18.107661 512.51.7200.514.30300 8,609.00
FOX, KIM 5/20/14 06/04/2014 REIMBURSE-REFRESHMEN512.51.7200.514.70600 15.00
Fund: 512 - NWA - SEWER 8,624.00Fund: 512 NWA SEWER 8,624.00

ACE PAINT & HARDWARE 520056/5 06/04/2014 501126 603.00.5300.444.40041 4.99
ARROW MOWER, INC. 27345 05/28/2014 GROVINE 603.00.5300.444.40041 60.12
ARROW MOWER, INC. 27595 06/04/2014 GROVINVE 603.00.5300.444.40041 10.66
BLACKTOP PROS, LLC 852583 05/28/2014 C20390 603.00.5300.444.40041 331.62
C.J. SPRAY, INC. 3037124 06/04/2014 109206 603.00.5300.444.40041 278.20
CARQUEST OF MSP-ROSEMO1596-213514 05/28/2014 614420 603.00.5300.444.40041 22.50
CUSTOM HOSE TECH 74589 06/04/2014 5/19/14 603.00.5300.444.40040 60.80
DEALER AUTOMOTIVE SERVI 1-080489 05/28/2014 46612 603.00.5300.444.40041 30.03
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO 1-4424109 05/14/2014 RA3885648 603.00.5300.444.40041 (15.00)
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO 1-4166446 06/04/2014 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 99.99
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO 1-4279941 06/04/2014 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 24.78
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO 1-4446698 06/04/2014 10799 603.00.5300.444.40041 (93.56)
FERRELLGAS 1082503270 05/28/2014 7754787 603.00.5300.444.40041 30.77
HEALTHEAST VEHICLE SERVI20819 06/04/2014 5/1/14 603.00.5300.444.80700 9,422.73
INVER GROVE FORD 5145770 06/04/2014 5/23/14 603.00.5300.444.40041 35.13
I-STATE TRUCK CENTER R242060481:01 06/04/2014 13468 603.00.5300.444.40041 401.49
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 956819-00 06/04/2014 91180 603.00.5300.444.40041 59.03
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 957669-00 06/04/2014 91180 603.00.5300.444.40041 88.68
MTI DISTRIBUTING CO 957735-00 06/04/2014 91180 603.00.5300.444.40041 62.51
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-483737 05/28/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 21.98
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-483771 05/28/2014 1578028 603.140.1450050 45.84
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-484197 05/28/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 9.10
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-48430 05/28/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 3.86
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-484350 06/04/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 51.99
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-484377 05/28/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 31.92
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-484404 05/28/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 (4.55)
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-484593 05/28/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 42.99
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485118 06/04/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40040 205.28
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485141 06/04/2014 1578028 603.140.1450050 10.79
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485243 06/04/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 5.96
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485243 06/04/2014 1578028 603.140.1450050 7.19



Vendor Name Payable Number Post Date Description (Item) Account Number Amount
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485266 06/04/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.60012 6.04
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485266 06/04/2014 1578028 603.140.1450050 51.33
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485331 06/04/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.60012 4.65
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485448 06/04/2014 1578028 603.140.1450050 9.58
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485512 06/04/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 19.99
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485728 06/04/2014 1578028 603.140.1450050 7.81
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-483255 06/04/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 47.87
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-483255 06/04/2014 1578028 603.140.1450050 38.06
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-484668 06/04/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 (51.99)
O'REILLY AUTO PARTS 1767-485757 06/04/2014 1578028 603.00.5300.444.40041 (5.96)
PETTY CASH 6/4/14 06/04/2014 6/4/14 603.00.5300.444.50070 12.00
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 980007720 05/28/2014 4502557 603.00.5300.444.60014 152.00
POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 980007800 05/28/2014 4502557 603.00.5300.444.60014 1,903.96
PUMP AND METER SERVICE I M53014-1 06/04/2014 494500 603.00.5300.444.40040 274.59
SCHARBER & SONS P38482 06/04/2014 INVER001 603.00.5300.444.40041 112.19
SCHARBER & SONS P39747 06/04/2014 INVER001 603.00.5300.444.40041 1,560.16
SCHARBER & SONS P33255 06/04/2014 INVER001 603.00.5300.444.40041 382.77
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 603.00.5300.444.50020 97.70
TACTICAL SOLUTIONS 4259 06/04/2014 3/31/14 603.00.5300.444.40041 433.00
TRACTOR SUPPLY CREDIT PL5/21/14 6035 3012 0018 3606/04/2014 6035 3012 0018 3679 603.00.5300.444.40041 101.98
TRACTOR SUPPLY CREDIT PL5/21/14 6035 3012 0018 3606/04/2014 6035 3012 0018 3679 603.00.5300.444.60012 258.24
TWIN SOURCE SUPPLY 00437994 05/28/2014 MAY UTILITY BILLS 603.00.5300.444.60011 362.04
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0204546 06/04/2014 1051948 603.00.5300.444.40065 106.07
UNIFIRST CORPORATION 090 0204546 06/04/2014 1051948 603.00.5300.444.60045 27.33
WESTERN PETROLEUM COM 97139077-41801 06/04/2014 112741 603.00.5300.444.40040 1,241.44
WESTERN PETROLEUM COM 97139157-41801 06/04/2014 112741 603.140.1450050 661.93
Fund: 603 - CENTRAL EQUIPMENT 19,162.60

LONE OAK COMPANIES 5/28/14 05/28/2014 MAY UTILITY BILLS 605.00.7500.460.50035 1,476.60
Fund: 605 - CITY FACILITIES 1,476.60

SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 606.00.1400.413.50020 84.00
SPRINT 842483314-150 05/28/2014 842483314 606.46.0000.3660000 (209.85)
Fund: 606 - TECHNOLOGY FUND (125.85)Fund: 606 TECHNOLOGY FUND (125.85)

DAKOTA CTY ATTORNEY 5/22/14 06/04/2014 13-774 702.229.2291000 408.00
EMMONS & OLIVIER RESOUR 00095-0044-1 05/28/2014 00095-0044 702.229.2304201 1,716.00
EMMONS & OLIVIER RESOUR 00095-0044-1 05/28/2014 00095-0044 702.229.2304301 3,784.43
STATE TREASURER'S OFFICE5/22/14 06/04/2014 13-774 702.229.2291000 204.00
Fund: 702 - ESCROW FUND 6,112.43

Grand Total 500,127.21

















































































































































































































































































































































































AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 

Consider Approval of Painting and Rubberized Flooring Projects for the VMCC 
 
Meeting Date: June 9, 2014  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent Agenda  None 

Contact: Eric Carlson – 651.450.2587  Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Eric Carlson  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: Eric Carlson – Parks & Recreation  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

  X Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED 
Consider approval of hiring a painting contract not to exceed $40,000 and for the replacement of 
the rubberized flooring in an amount not to exceed $41,000 in the East Rink at the VMCC. 
 
SUMMARY 
Over the last few years we have been making capital improvements to the VMCC/Grove which 
has included improvements to the locker rooms, replacement of fitness equipment, painting of 
the pools and lobby etc.   
 
We have secured quotes for the painting of the East Rink as follows: 
 
Dura Pro Painting   $37,631 
Schoenfelder Painting   $52,248 
 
 
We have secured quotes for the replacement of the rubberized flooring in the East Rink as 
follows: 
 
Becker Arena Products  $38,249 
Value Plus    $44,084 
 
We recommend the City Council approve hiring Dura Pro Painting and Becker Arena Products 
for the projects listed above.  The projects are funded by the 2014 VMCC/Grove Budget.  



  
 

AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
 
Meeting Date: June 9, 2014  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Consent  None 

Contact: Jenelle Teppen, Asst. City Admin X Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Amy Jannetto, H.R. Coordinator  Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Staff requests that the Council approve the personnel 
actions listed below: 
 
 
Please confirm the seasonal/temporary employment of:  Aquatics - Madeline Bauer, Connor 
Phares, Paul Leonidas, Kersten Schwanz, Samuel Frid, Parks – Ben Kocer, Mike Winberg, Jack 
Spadefore, Golf – Kori Scherer, Ross Dembsky, Gary Harker, Taylor Hosszu, Thomas 
Schearer, Recreation – Kassandra Klasen, Lukas Johnson, Brendan Yourczek, Thomas 
McGuire, Fitness – Ashley Prentice, Kids Rock – Rebecca Koperud, Brandilynn Schierland, 
Nora Nankivel, Megan Hooper, Lily Kane, Sabrina Mansur, Jessica Salo, Jill Cotone, Anna 
Dzieweczynski, Ashley Smith, Hailey Thompson, Cassandra Hansen, Samantha Ross, Casey 
Difronzo, Emily Kuhn, Julie Sinn, Benjamin Nelson, Streets – Samuel Nichols  
 
 
Please confirm the seasonal/temporary termination of employment of:  Fitness – Sarah Burke, 
Kayla Kuss, Pauline Miller, Taylor Floyd, Christine Joa, Aquatics – Nikolaus Schroeder, Michael 
Omodt-Lopez. 
 
Please confirm the employment of:  Kyle Ravn, Parks Maintenance Worker. 
 
Please confirm the separation of employment of:  Jonathon Pedersen, Firefighter, Dennis 
Tumberg, GIS Technician. 



AGENDA ITEM 6A 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 

 
CONDUCT PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER CHANGES IN CORPORATE OFFICERS  

Meeting Date: June 9, 2014   Fiscal/FTE Impact: 

Item Type: Public Hearing  x None 

Contact: 651.450.2513   Amount included in current budget 

Prepared by: Melissa Kennedy   Budget amendment requested 

Reviewed by: N/A   FTE included in current complement 

   New FTE requested – N/A 

   Other 

 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED: 

Conduct public hearing to consider approval of changes in the corporate officers for the 3.2 Off 
Sale Liquor Licenses held by Northern Tier Retail, LLC dba SuperAmerica #4411 and #4548 
 
 
SUMMARY: 

Staff has been notified that the corporate officers of Northern Tier Retail, LLC have changed.  
The changes are required to be approved by Council as they relate to the 3.2 Off Sale liquor 
licenses held by the company.  Background investigations are being conducted on the new 
officers and the results will be presented at the public hearing.  
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Extract of Minutes of Meeting 

of the City Council of the City of 

Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota 

 

 

 Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Inver 

Grove Heights, Minnesota, was duly held in the City Hall in said City on Monday, June 9, 2014, 

commencing at 7:00 P.M. 

 The following members were present: 

 

and the following were absent: 

 

* * *                        * * *                        * * * 

 

 The Mayor announced that the next order of business was consideration of the proposals which 

had been received for the purchase of the City’s General Obligation Tax Increment Refunding Bonds, 

Series 2014A, in the original aggregate principal amount of $2,295,000. 

 The City Administrator presented a tabulation of the proposals which had been received in the 

manner specified in the Terms of Proposal of the Bonds.  The proposals are attached hereto as EXHIBIT 

A. 

 After due consideration of the proposals, Member ____________________ then introduced the 

following written resolution, the reading of which was dispensed with by unanimous consent, and moved 

its adoption: 
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RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

 

RESOLUTION AWARDING THE SALE OF GENERAL 

OBLIGATION TAX INCREMENT REFUNDING BONDS, 

SERIES 2014A, IN THE ORIGINAL AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL 

AMOUNT OF $2,295,000; FIXING THEIR FORM AND 

SPECIFICATIONS; DIRECTING THEIR EXECUTION AND 

DELIVERY; AND PROVIDING FOR THEIR PAYMENT 

 

 

 BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, 

Minnesota (the “City”) as follows: 

 

 Section 1. Findings; Sale of the Bonds. 

 

 1.01. Findings and Determinations.  It is hereby determined that: 

 

 (a) The City has duly established Development District No. 2 (the “District”) pursuant 

to Minnesota Statutes, Sections 469.124 through 469.134 and Sections 469.174 through 469.1794 

(the “TIF Act”). 

 

 (b) The City has duly established Tax Increment Financing Districts Nos. 2-1 (the “TIF 

District”) within the District pursuant to the TIF Act. 

 

 (c) The City is authorized by Section 469.178 of the TIF Act to issue and sell its 

general obligations to pay all or a portion of the public development costs related to the District as 

identified in the development plan for the District and the tax increment financing plan for the TIF 

District. 

 

 (d) On December 8, 2005, the City issued its General Obligation Tax Increment 

Refunding Bonds, Series 2005A (the “Series 2005A Bonds”), dated December 8, 2005, in the 

original aggregate principal amount of $2,245,000, of which $545,000 in principal amount is 

currently outstanding.  The proceeds of the Series 2005A Bonds were used to refund the City’s 

General Obligation Tax Increment Bonds, Series 1995C (the “Series 1995C Bonds”), dated 

December 1, 1995, issued in the original aggregate principal amount of $3,050,000.  Proceeds of 

the Series 1995C Bonds were used to finance the redevelopment costs within the TIF District. 

 

 (e) On December 8, 2005, the City issued its General Obligation Tax Increment 

Refunding Bonds, Series 2005B (the “Series 2005B Bonds” and, together with the Series 2005A 

Bonds, the “Refunded Bonds”), dated December 8, 2005, issued in the original aggregate 

principal amount of $4,010,000, of which $1,645,000 in principal amount is currently 

outstanding.  The proceeds of the Series 2005B Bonds were used to refund the City’s General 

Obligation Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2000A (the “Series 2000A Bonds”), dated February 9, 

2000, in the original aggregate principal amount of $5,670,000.  Proceeds of the Series 2000A 

Bonds were used to finance the redevelopment costs within the TIF District. 

 

 (f) The City is authorized by the TIF Act and Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 475, as 

amended (the “Act”), specifically Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.67, subdivision 3, of the Act, 

to issue and sell its general obligation bonds to refund obligations and the interest thereon before 

the due date of the obligations, if consistent with covenants made with the holders thereof, when 
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determined by the City Council to be necessary or desirable for the reduction of debt service cost 

to the City or for the extension or adjustment of maturities in relation to the resources available 

for their payment; 

 

 (g) It is necessary and desirable to reduce debt service costs of the City and therefore 

the City will issue its General Obligation Tax Increment Refunding Bonds, Series 2014A 

(the “Bonds”), in the original aggregate principal amount of $2,295,000 to refund the City’s 

(i) Series 2005A Bonds, which will be called for redemption on July 15, 2014, in the aggregate 

principal amount of $545,000; and (ii) Series 2005B Bonds, which will be called for redemption 

on July 15, 2014, in the aggregate principal amount of $1,645,000. 

 

 (h)   The City is authorized by Section 475.60, subdivision 2(9), of the Act to 

negotiate the sale of the Bonds, it being determined that the City has retained an independent 

financial advisor in connection with such sale.  The actions of the City staff and the City’s 

financial advisor in negotiating the sale of the Bonds are ratified and confirmed in all aspects. 

 

 1.02. Acceptance of Offer.  The proposal of _____________________, _________________, 

_________ (the “Purchaser”), to purchase the Bonds of the City described in the Terms of Proposal 

thereof is determined to be a reasonable offer and is accepted, the proposal being to purchase the Bonds at 

a price of $________ (par amount of the Bonds of $2,295,000.00, plus original issue premium of 

$________, less underwriter’s discount of $____________), plus accrued interest to date of delivery, if 

any, for Bonds bearing interest as follows: 

 

Year  Interest Rate  Year  Interest Rate 

2014  %  2016   

2015       

 

 1.03. Purchase Contract.  Any original issue premium and any rounding amount shall be 

credited to the Debt Service Fund hereinafter created, or deposited in the Refunding Fund hereinafter 

created as determined by the City’s financial advisor and the City Administrator.  The City Administrator 

is directed to retain the good faith check of the Purchaser, pending completion of the sale of the Bonds, 

and to return the good faith checks of the unsuccessful proposers forthwith.  The Mayor and City 

Administrator are directed to execute a contract with the Purchaser on behalf of the City. 

 

 1.04. Issuance of Bonds.  The City will forthwith issue and sell the Bonds pursuant to the Act 

in the total principal amount of $2,295,000, originally dated July 1, 2014, in the denomination of $5,000 

each or any integral multiple thereof, numbered No. R-1, upward, bearing interest as above set forth, and 

which mature serially on December 15 in the years and amounts as follows: 

 

Year  Amount  Year  Amount 

2014  $1,015,000  2016  $640,000 

2015  640,000     

  

 1.05. No Optional Redemption.  The Bonds are not subject to prepayment or redemption in 

advance of their maturity.   

 

 Section 2. Registration and Payment. 

 

 2.01. Registered Form.  The Bonds will be issued only in fully registered form.  The interest 

thereon and, upon surrender of each Bond, the principal amount thereof, is payable by check or draft 

issued by the Registrar described herein. 
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 2.02. Dates; Interest Payment Dates.  Each Bond will be dated as of the last interest payment 

date preceding the date of authentication to which interest on the Bond has been paid or made available 

for payment, unless (i) the date of authentication is an interest payment date to which interest has been 

paid or made available for payment, in which case the Bond will be dated as of the date of authentication, 

or (ii) the date of authentication is prior to the first interest payment date, in which case the Bond will be 

dated as of the date of original issue.  The interest on the Bonds is payable on June 15 and December 15 

of each year, commencing December 15, 2014, to the registered owners of record as of the close of 

business on the last day of the immediately preceding month, whether or not that day is a business day. 

 

 2.03. Registration.  The City will appoint, and will maintain, a bond registrar, transfer agent, 

authenticating agent and paying agent (the “Registrar”).  The effect of registration and the rights and 

duties of the City and the Registrar with respect thereto are as follows: 

 

 (a) Register.  The Registrar must keep at its principal corporate trust office a bond 

register in which the Registrar provides for the registration of ownership of Bonds and the 

registration of transfers and exchanges of Bonds entitled to be registered, transferred or 

exchanged.  

 

 (b) Transfer of Bonds.  Upon surrender for transfer of a Bond duly endorsed by the 

registered owner thereof or accompanied by a written instrument of transfer, in form satisfactory 

to the Registrar, duly executed by the registered owner thereof or by an attorney duly authorized 

by the registered owner in writing, the Registrar will authenticate and deliver, in the name of the 

designated transferee or transferees, one or more new Bonds of a like aggregate principal amount 

and maturity, as requested by the transferor.  The Registrar may, however, close the books for 

registration of any transfer after the last day of the month preceding each interest payment date 

and until that interest payment date.  

 

 (c) Exchange of Bonds.  When Bonds are surrendered by the registered owner for 

exchange the Registrar will authenticate and deliver one or more new Bonds of a like aggregate 

principal amount and maturity as requested by the registered owner or the owner’s attorney in 

writing.  

 

 (d) Cancellation.  Bonds surrendered upon transfer or exchange will be promptly 

cancelled by the Registrar and thereafter disposed of as directed by the City.  

 

 (e) Improper or Unauthorized Transfer.  When a Bond is presented to the Registrar 

for transfer, the Registrar may refuse to transfer the Bond until the Registrar is satisfied that the 

endorsement on the Bond or separate instrument of transfer is valid and genuine and that the 

requested transfer is legally authorized.  The Registrar will incur no liability for the refusal, in 

good faith, to make transfers which it, in its judgment, deems improper or unauthorized.  

 

 (f) Persons Deemed Owners.  The City and the Registrar may treat the person in 

whose name a Bond is registered in the bond register as the absolute owner of the Bond, whether 

the Bond is overdue or not, for the purpose of receiving payment of, or on account of, the 

principal of and interest on the Bond and for all other purposes, and payments so made to a 

registered owner or upon the owner’s order will be valid and effectual to satisfy and discharge the 

liability upon the Bond to the extent of the sum or sums so paid.  
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 (g) Taxes, Fees and Charges.   The Registrar may impose a charge upon the owner 

thereof for a transfer or exchange of Bonds sufficient to reimburse the Registrar for any tax, fee 

or other governmental charge required to be paid with respect to the transfer or exchange.  

 

 (h) Mutilated, Lost, Stolen or Destroyed Bonds.  If a Bond becomes mutilated or is 

destroyed, stolen or lost, the Registrar will deliver a new Bond of like amount, number, maturity 

date and tenor in exchange and substitution for and upon cancellation of the mutilated Bond or in 

lieu of and in substitution for any Bond destroyed, stolen or lost, upon the payment of the 

reasonable expenses and charges of the Registrar in connection therewith; and, in the case of a 

Bond destroyed, stolen or lost, upon filing with the Registrar of evidence satisfactory to it that the 

Bond was destroyed, stolen or lost, and of the ownership thereof, and upon furnishing to the 

Registrar an appropriate bond or indemnity in form, substance and amount satisfactory to it and 

as provided by law, in which both the City and the Registrar must be named as obligees.  Bonds 

so surrendered to the Registrar will be cancelled by the Registrar and evidence of such 

cancellation must be given to the City.  If the mutilated, destroyed, stolen or lost Bond has already 

matured or been called for redemption in accordance with its terms it is not necessary to issue a 

new Bond prior to payment.  

 

 2.04. Appointment of Initial Registrar.  The City appoints Wells Fargo Bank, National 

Association, Minneapolis, Minnesota, as the initial Registrar.  The Mayor and the City Administrator are 

authorized to execute and deliver, on behalf of the City, a contract with the Registrar.  Upon merger or 

consolidation of the Registrar with another corporation, if the resulting corporation is a bank or trust 

company authorized by law to conduct such business, the resulting corporation is authorized to act as 

successor Registrar.  The City agrees to pay the reasonable and customary charges of the Registrar for the 

services performed.  The City reserves the right to remove the Registrar upon 30 days’ notice and upon 

the appointment of a successor Registrar, in which event the predecessor Registrar must deliver all cash 

and Bonds in its possession to the successor Registrar and must deliver the bond register to the successor 

Registrar.  On or before each principal or interest due date, without further order of this Council, the City 

Administrator must transmit to the Registrar monies sufficient for the payment of all principal and interest 

then due.  

 

 2.05. Execution, Authentication and Delivery.  The Bonds will be prepared under the direction 

of the City Administrator and executed on behalf of the City by the signatures of the Mayor and the City 

Administrator, provided that all signatures may be printed, engraved or lithographed facsimiles of the 

originals.  If an officer whose signature or a facsimile of whose signature appears on the Bonds ceases to 

be such officer before the delivery of any Bond, that signature or facsimile will nevertheless be valid and 

sufficient for all purposes, the same as if the officer had remained in office until delivery.  

Notwithstanding such execution, a Bond will not be valid or obligatory for any purpose or entitled to any 

security or benefit under this Resolution unless and until a certificate of authentication on the Bond has 

been duly executed by the manual signature of an authorized representative of the Registrar.  Certificates 

of authentication on different Bonds need not be signed by the same representative.  The executed 

certificate of authentication on a Bond is conclusive evidence that it has been authenticated and delivered 

under this Resolution.  When the Bonds have been so prepared, executed and authenticated, the City 

Administrator will deliver the same to the Purchaser upon payment of the purchase price in accordance 

with the contract of sale heretofore made and executed, and the Purchaser is not obligated to see to the 

application of the purchase price. 

 

 2.06. Temporary Bonds.  The City may elect to deliver in lieu of printed definitive Bonds one 

or more typewritten temporary Bonds in substantially the form set forth in EXHIBIT B attached hereto 

with such changes as may be necessary to reflect more than one maturity in a single temporary bond.  
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Upon the execution and delivery of definitive Bonds the temporary Bonds will be exchanged therefor and 

cancelled. 

 

 Section 3. Form of Bond. 

 

 3.01. Execution of Bond.  The Bonds will be printed or typewritten in substantially the form 

attached hereto as EXHIBIT B. 

 

 3.02. Bond Counsel Opinion.  The City Administrator is authorized and directed to obtain a 

copy of the proposed approving legal opinion of Kennedy & Graven, Chartered, Minneapolis, Minnesota, 

which is to be complete except as to dating thereof and cause the opinion to be printed on or accompany 

each Bond.  

 

 Section 4. Payment; Security; Pledges and Covenants.  

 

4.01. Debt Service Fund. The Bonds are payable from the General Obligation Tax 

Increment Refunding Bonds, Series 2014A Debt Service Fund (the “Debt Service Fund”) hereby created, 

and the City hereby pledges to the Debt Service Fund tax increments (“Tax Increments”) derived from or 

transferred into Tax Increment Financing District No. 2-1 (“Pledged Tax Increments”).  There is hereby 

appropriated to the Debt Service Fund (i) any original issue premium and any rounding amount to the 

extent designated for deposit in the Debt Service Fund in accordance with Section 1.03; and (ii) the 

accrued interest paid by the Purchaser upon closing and delivery of the Bonds, if any.  The debt service 

fund heretofore established for the Series 2005A Bonds pursuant to the resolution authorizing the sale and 

issuance of the Series 2005A Bonds shall be terminated on July 15, 2014, following the redemption of the 

Series 2005A Bonds, and all monies therein shall be transferred to the Debt Service Fund herein created.  

The debt service fund heretofore established for the Series 2005B Bonds pursuant to the resolution 

authorizing the sale and issuance of the Series 2005B Bonds shall be terminated on July 15, 2014, 

following the redemption of the Series 2005B Bonds, and all monies therein shall be transferred to the 

Debt Service Fund herein created.  If a payment of principal or interest on the Bonds becomes due when 

there is not sufficient money in the Debt Service Fund to pay the same, the Finance Director will pay such 

principal or interest from the general fund of the City, and the general fund will be reimbursed for those 

advances out of the proceeds of the Pledged Tax Increments when collected. 

 

4.02. Refunding Fund.  The proceeds of the Bonds, less the appropriations made in 

Section 4.01 hereof, will be deposited in a separate fund (the “Refunding Fund”) to be used solely to 

redeem and prepay the Refunded Bonds.  Any balance remaining in the Refunding Fund after the 

redemption of the Refunded Bonds shall be deposited in the Debt Service Fund herein. 

 

 4.03. Debt Coverage on the Bonds.  It is determined that estimated collections of Pledged Tax 

Increments for the payment of principal and interest on the Bonds will produce at least 5% in excess of 

the amount needed to meet when due, the principal and interest payments on the Bonds and that no tax 

levy is needed at this time. 

 

 4.04. Filing of Resolution.  The City Administrator is directed to file a certified copy of this 

resolution with the County Auditor of Dakota County and to obtain the certificate required by Section 

475.63 of the Act. 
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 Section 5. Refunding; Findings; Redemption of Refunded Bonds. 

 

 5.01. Reduction of Debt Service Cost.  The Refunded Bonds are the City’s (i) General 

Obligation Tax Increment Refunding Bonds, Series 2005A, dated December 8, 2005, issued in the 

original aggregate principal amount of $2,245,000, of which $545,000 in principal amount will be 

callable on July 15, 2014; and (ii) General Obligation Tax Increment Refunding Bonds, Series 2005B, 

dated December 8, 2005, issued in the original aggregate principal amount of $4,010,000, of which 

$1,645,000 in principal amount will be callable on July 15, 2014.  It is hereby found and determined that 

based upon information presently available from the City’s financial advisor, the issuance of the Bonds is 

consistent with covenants made with the holders thereof and is necessary and desirable for the reduction 

of debt service cost to the City. 

 

 5.02. Debt Coverage on the Refunded Bonds.  It is hereby found and determined that the 

proceeds of the Bonds, along with funds on hand at the City, will be sufficient to prepay all of the 

principal of and interest on the Refunded Bonds. 

 

 5.03. Notice of Call for Redemption.  The Refunded Bonds maturing on February 1, 2015 and 

thereafter will be redeemed and prepaid on July 15, 2014.  The Refunded Bonds will be redeemed and 

prepaid in accordance with their terms and in accordance with the terms and conditions set forth in the 

forms of Notice of Call for Redemption attached hereto as EXHIBITS C-1 and C-2 which terms and 

conditions are hereby approved and incorporated herein by reference.  The registrar for the Refunded 

Bonds is authorized and directed to send a copy of the Notices of Call for Redemption to each registered 

holder of the Refunded Bonds. 

 

 Section 6. Authentication of Transcript. 

 

 6.01. Transcript.  The officers of the City are authorized and directed to prepare and furnish to 

the Purchaser and to the attorneys approving the Bonds, certified copies of proceedings and records of the 

City relating to the Bonds and to the financial condition and affairs of the City, and such other certificates, 

affidavits and transcripts as may be required to show the facts within their knowledge or as shown by the 

books and records in their custody and under their control, relating to the validity and marketability of the 

Bonds and such instruments, including any heretofore furnished, will be deemed representations of the 

City as to the facts stated therein.  

 

 6.02. Official Statement.  The Mayor, City Administrator, and Finance Director are hereby 

authorized and directed to certify that they have examined the Official Statement prepared and circulated 

in connection with the issuance and sale of the Bonds and that to the best of their knowledge and belief 

the Official Statement is a complete and accurate representation of the facts and representations made 

therein as of the date of the Official Statement. 

 

 6.03. Other Certificates.  The Mayor and City Administrator are hereby authorized and directed 

to furnish to the Purchaser at the closing such certificates as are required as a condition of sale.  Unless 

litigation shall have been commenced and be pending questioning the Bonds or the organization of the 

City or incumbency of its officers, at the closing the Mayor and the City Administrator shall also execute 

and deliver to the Purchaser a suitable certificate as to absence of material litigation, and the Finance 

Director shall also execute and deliver a certificate as to payment for and delivery of the Bonds. 

 

 Section 7. Tax Covenant. 

 

 7.01. Tax-Exempt Bonds.  The City covenants and agrees with the holders from time to time of 

the Bonds that it will not take or permit to be taken by any of its officers, employees or agents any action 
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which would cause the interest on the Bonds to become subject to taxation under the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”), and the Treasury Regulations promulgated thereunder, in effect 

at the time of such actions, and that it will take or cause its officers, employees or agents to take, all 

affirmative action within its power that may be necessary to ensure that such interest will not become 

subject to taxation under the Code and applicable Treasury Regulations, as presently existing or as 

hereafter amended and made applicable to the Bonds, and the rebate of excess investment earnings to the 

United States (unless the City qualifies for any exemption from rebate requirements based on timely 

expenditure of proceeds of the Bonds, in accordance with the Code and applicable Treasury Regulations). 

 

 7.02. Not Private Activity Bonds.  The City further covenants not to use the proceeds of the 

Bonds or to cause or permit them or any of them to be used, in such a manner as to cause the Bonds to be 

“private activity bonds” within the meaning of Sections 103 and 141 through 150 of the Code. 

 

 7.03. Qualified Tax-Exempt Obligations.  In order to qualify the Bonds as “qualified 

tax-exempt obligations” within the meaning of Section 265(b)(3) of the Code, the City makes the 

following factual statements and representations: 

 

(a) the Bonds are not “private activity bonds” as defined in Section 141 of the Code; 

 
  (b) the Series 2005A Bonds were designated the Bonds as “qualified tax-exempt 

obligations” for purposes of Section 265(b)(3) of the Code, the average maturity of the Bonds is 

not longer than the average maturity of the Series 2005A Bonds and the Bonds mature not later 

than 30 years after the date the Series 2005A Bonds were issued and therefore the Bonds issued 

to refund the outstanding principal amount of the Series 2005A Bonds are deemed designated as 

“qualified tax-exempt obligations” for purposes of Section 265(b)(3) of the Code in the amount 

of $545,000; 

 

 (c) the City designates the Bonds, to the extent the principal amount exceeds the 

outstanding principal amount of the Series 2005A Bonds (i.e. $545,000), as “qualified tax-exempt 

obligations” for purposes of Section 265(b)(3) of the Code; 

 

 (d) the reasonably anticipated amount of tax-exempt obligations (other than private 

activity bonds that are not qualified 501(c)(3) bonds) which will be issued by the City (and all 

subordinate entities of the City) during calendar year 2014 will not exceed $10,000,000; and 

 

 (e) not more than $10,000,000 of obligations issued by the City during calendar year 

2014 have been designated for purposes of Section 265(b)(3) of the Code. 

 

 7.04. Federal Procedural Requirements.  The City will use its best efforts to comply with any 

federal procedural requirements which may apply in order to effectuate the designations made by this 

section. 

 

 Section 8. Book-Entry System; Limited Obligation of City. 

 

 8.01. The Depository Trust Company.  The Bonds will be initially issued in the form of a 

separate single typewritten or printed fully registered Bond for each of the maturities set forth in 

Section 1.04 hereof.  Upon initial issuance, the ownership of each Bond will be registered in the 

registration books kept by the Registrar in the name of Cede & Co., as nominee for The Depository Trust 

Company, New York, New York, and its successors and assigns (“DTC”).  Except as provided in this 

section, all of the outstanding Bonds will be registered in the registration books kept by the Registrar in 

the name of Cede & Co., as nominee of DTC. 
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 8.02. Participants.  With respect to Bonds registered in the registration books kept by the 

Registrar in the name of Cede & Co., as nominee of DTC, the City, the Registrar and the Paying Agent 

will have no responsibility or obligation to any broker dealers, banks and other financial institutions from 

time to time for which DTC holds Bonds as securities depository (the “Participants”) or to any other 

person on behalf of which a Participant holds an interest in the Bonds, including but not limited to any 

responsibility or obligation with respect to (i) the accuracy of the records of DTC, Cede & Co. or any 

Participant with respect to any ownership interest in the Bonds, (ii) the delivery to any Participant or any 

other person (other than a registered owner of Bonds, as shown by the registration books kept by the 

Registrar), of any notice with respect to the Bonds, including any notice of redemption, or (iii) the 

payment to any Participant or any other person, other than a registered owner of Bonds, of any amount 

with respect to principal of, premium, if any, or interest on the Bonds.  The City, the Registrar and the 

Paying Agent may treat and consider the person in whose name each Bond is registered in the registration 

books kept by the Registrar as the holder and absolute owner of such Bond for the purpose of payment of 

principal, premium and interest with respect to such Bond, for the purpose of registering transfers with 

respect to such Bonds, and for all other purposes.  The Paying Agent will pay all principal of, premium, if 

any, and interest on the Bonds only to or on the order of the respective registered owners, as shown in the 

registration books kept by the Registrar, and all such payments will be valid and effectual to fully satisfy 

and discharge the City’s obligations with respect to payment of principal of, premium, if any, or interest 

on the Bonds to the extent of the sum or sums so paid.  No person other than a registered owner of Bonds, 

as shown in the registration books kept by the Registrar, will receive a certificated Bond evidencing the 

obligation of this resolution.  Upon delivery by DTC to the City Administrator of a written notice to the 

effect that DTC has determined to substitute a new nominee in place of Cede & Co., the words “Cede & 

Co.” will refer to such new nominee of DTC; and upon receipt of such a notice, the City Administrator 

will promptly deliver a copy of the same to the Registrar and Paying Agent. 

 

 8.03. Representation Letter.  The City has heretofore executed and delivered to DTC a Blanket 

Issuer Letter of Representations (the “Representation Letter”) which will govern payment of principal of, 

premium, if any, and interest on the Bonds and notices with respect to the Bonds.  Any Paying Agent or 

Registrar subsequently appointed by the City with respect to the Bonds will agree to take all action 

necessary for all representations of the City in the Representation Letter with respect to the Registrar and 

Paying Agent, respectively, to be complied with at all times. 

 

 8.04. Transfers Outside Book-Entry System.  In the event the City, by resolution of the City 

Council, determines that it is in the best interests of the persons having beneficial interests in the Bonds 

that they be able to obtain Bond certificates, the City will notify DTC, whereupon DTC will notify the 

Participants, of the availability through DTC of Bond certificates.  In such event the City will issue, 

transfer and exchange Bond certificates as requested by DTC and any other registered owners in 

accordance with the provisions of this Resolution.  DTC may determine to discontinue providing its 

services with respect to the Bonds at any time by giving notice to the City and discharging its 

responsibilities with respect thereto under applicable law.  In such event, if no successor securities 

depository is appointed, the City will issue and the Registrar will authenticate Bond certificates in 

accordance with this resolution and the provisions hereof will apply to the transfer, exchange and method 

of payment thereof. 

 

 8.05. Payments to Cede & Co.  Notwithstanding any other provision of this resolution to the 

contrary, so long as a Bond is registered in the name of Cede & Co., as nominee of DTC, payments with 

respect to principal of, premium, if any, and interest on the Bond and notices with respect to the Bond will 

be made and given, respectively in the manner provided in DTC’s Operational Arrangements as set forth 

in the Representation Letter. 

 



 

444521v1 JSB NV125-47 9 

 Section 9. Continuing Disclosure. 

 

 9.01. Execution of Continuing Disclosure Certificate.  For purposes of this Section, “Continuing 

Disclosure Certificate” means that certain Continuing Disclosure Certificate executed by the Mayor and 

City Administrator and dated the date of issuance and delivery of the Bonds, as originally executed and as 

it may be amended from time to time in accordance with the terms thereof.  

 

 9.02. City Compliance with Provisions of Continuing Disclosure Certificate.  The City hereby 

covenants and agrees that it will comply with and carry out all of the provisions of the Continuing 

Disclosure Certificate.  Notwithstanding any other provision of this resolution, failure of the City to 

comply with the Continuing Disclosure Certificate is not to be considered an event of default with respect 

to the Bonds; however, any Bondholder may take such actions as may be necessary and appropriate, 

including seeking mandate or specific performance by court order, to cause the City to comply with its 

obligations under this section. 

 

 Section 10. Defeasance.  When all Bonds and all interest thereon have been discharged as 

provided in this section, all pledges, covenants and other rights granted by this resolution to the holders of the 

Bonds will cease, except that the pledge of the full faith and credit of the City for the prompt and full 

payment of the principal of and interest on the Bonds will remain in full force and effect.  The City may 

discharge all Bonds which are due on any date by depositing with the Registrar on or before that date a sum 

sufficient for the payment thereof in full.  If any Bond should not be paid when due, it may nevertheless be 

discharged by depositing with the Registrar a sum sufficient for the payment thereof in full with interest 

accrued to the date of such deposit. 

 

 

 

(The remainder of this page is intentionally left blank.) 
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 The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Member 

_________________________, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 

 

and the following voted against the same: 

 

whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 
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EXHIBIT A 

 

PROPOSALS 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

FORM OF BOND 

 

 

No. R-___ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA $___________ 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

COUNTY OF DAKOTA  

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS 

 

GENERAL OBLIGATION TAX INCREMENT REFUNDING BOND 

SERIES 2014A 

 

 

 

Rate 

 

Maturity 

Date of 

Original Issue 

 

CUSIP 

    

 February 1, 20__ July 1, 2014  

 

Registered Owner:  Cede & Co. 

 

 The City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota, a duly organized and existing municipal corporation 

in Dakota County, Minnesota (the “City”), acknowledges itself to be indebted and for value received 

promises to pay to the Registered Owner specified above or registered assigns, the principal sum of 

$__________ on the maturity date specified above, with interest thereon from the date hereof at the 

annual rate specified above, payable June 15 and December 15 in each year, commencing December 15, 

2014, to the person in whose name this Bond is registered at the close of business on the last day (whether 

or not a business day) of the immediately preceding month.  The interest hereon and, upon presentation 

and surrender hereof, the principal hereof are payable in lawful money of the United States of America by 

check or draft by Wells Fargo Bank, National Association, Minneapolis, Minnesota, as Registrar, Paying 

Agent, Transfer Agent and Authenticating Agent, or its designated successor under the Resolution 

described herein.  For the prompt and full payment of such principal and interest as the same respectively 

become due, the full faith and credit and taxing powers of the City have been and are hereby irrevocably 

pledged.  

 

 The Bonds are not subject to optional redemption or prepayment in advance of their maturity. 

 

 This Bond is one of an issue in the aggregate principal amount of $2,295,000 all of like original 

issue date and tenor, except as to number, maturity date, redemption privilege, and interest rate, all issued 

pursuant to a resolution adopted by the City Council on June 9, 2014 (the “Resolution”), for the purpose 

of providing money to refund the outstanding principal amount of certain general obligation bonds of the 

City, pursuant to and in full conformity with the Constitution and laws of the State of Minnesota, 

including Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.178 and Chapter 475, as amended, specifically Minnesota 

Statutes, Section 475.67, and the principal hereof and interest hereon are payable primarily from tax 

increments resulting in increases in the taxable value of real property in Tax Increment District No. 2-1 in 

the City (the “TIF District”) as set forth in the Resolution to which reference is made for a full statement of 

rights and powers thereby conferred.  The full faith and credit of the City are irrevocably pledged for 

payment of this Bond and the City Council has obligated itself to levy ad valorem taxes on all taxable 

property in the City in the event of any deficiency of tax increments pledged, which taxes may be levied 
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without limitation as to rate or amount.  The Bonds of this series are issued only as fully registered Bonds in 

minimum denominations of $5,000 or any integral multiple thereof of single maturities. 

 

 The City Council has designated the issue of Bonds of which this Bond forms a part as “qualified 

tax-exempt obligations” within the meaning of Section 265(b)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, 

as amended (the “Code”) relating to disallowance of interest expense for financial institutions and within 

the $10 million limit allowed by the Code for the calendar year of issue. 

 

 As provided in the Resolution and subject to certain limitations set forth therein, this Bond is 

transferable upon the books of the City at the principal office of the Registrar, by the registered owner 

hereof in person or by the owner’s attorney duly authorized in writing, upon surrender hereof together 

with a written instrument of transfer satisfactory to the Registrar, duly executed by the registered owner or 

the owner’s attorney; and may also be surrendered in exchange for Bonds of other authorized 

denominations.  Upon such transfer or exchange the City will cause a new Bond or Bonds to be issued in 

the name of the transferee or registered owner, of the same aggregate principal amount, bearing interest at 

the same rate and maturing on the same date, subject to reimbursement for any tax, fee or governmental 

charge required to be paid with respect to such transfer or exchange. 

 

 The City and the Registrar may deem and treat the person in whose name this Bond is registered 

as the absolute owner hereof, whether this Bond is overdue or not, for the purpose of receiving payment 

and for all other purposes, and neither the City nor the Registrar will be affected by any notice to the 

contrary.  

 

 IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED, RECITED, COVENANTED AND AGREED that all acts, 

conditions and things required by the home rule charter of the City and the Constitution and laws of the 

State of Minnesota to be done, to exist, to happen and to be performed preliminary to and in the issuance 

of this Bond in order to make it a valid and binding general obligation of the City in accordance with its 

terms, have been done, do exist, have happened and have been performed as so required, and that the 

issuance of this Bond does not cause the indebtedness of the City to exceed any constitutional, statutory, 

or charter limitation of indebtedness.  

 

 This Bond is not valid or obligatory for any purpose or entitled to any security or benefit under 

the Resolution until the Certificate of Authentication hereon has been executed by the Registrar by 

manual signature of one of its authorized representatives. 

 

 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Inver Grove Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota, by its 

City Council, has caused this Bond to be executed on its behalf by the facsimile or manual signatures of 

the Mayor and City Administrator and has caused this Bond to be dated as of the date set forth below.  

 

Dated:  July 1, 2014 

 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, 

MINNESOTA 

 

 

 (Facsimile)   (Facsimile)  

Mayor      City Administrator 

 

 

_________________________________ 
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CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICATION 

 

 This is one of the Bonds delivered pursuant to the Resolution mentioned within.  

 

WELLS FARGO BANK, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 

 

 

By   

Authorized Representative 

 

 

_________________________________ 

 

ABBREVIATIONS 

 

 

 The following abbreviations, when used in the inscription on the face of this Bond, will be 

construed as though they were written out in full according to applicable laws or regulations:   

 

TEN COM -- as tenants in common  UNIF GIFT MIN ACT 

_________ Custodian _________ 

(Cust)   (Minor) 

TEN ENT -- as tenants by entireties  under Uniform Gifts or Transfers to Minors 

Act, State of _______________ 

JT TEN -- as joint tenants with right of 

survivorship and not as tenants in common 

  

 

 Additional abbreviations may also be used though not in the above list.   

 

________________________________________ 

 

ASSIGNMENT 

 

 For value received, the undersigned hereby sells, assigns and transfers unto 

________________________________________ the within Bond and all rights thereunder, and does hereby 

irrevocably constitute and appoint _________________________ attorney to transfer the said Bond on the 

books kept for registration of the within Bond, with full power of substitution in the premises. 

 

Dated:              

 

 Notice:  The assignor’s signature to this assignment must correspond with the name as it 

appears upon the face of the within Bond in every particular, without alteration or 

any change whatever. 

 

Signature Guaranteed: 
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NOTICE:  Signature(s) must be guaranteed by a financial institution that is a member of the Securities 

Transfer Agent Medallion Program (“STAMP”), the Stock Exchange Medallion Program (“SEMP”), the 

New York Stock Exchange, Inc. Medallion Signatures Program (“MSP”) or other such “signature guarantee 

program” as may be determined by the Registrar in addition to, or in substitution for, STEMP, SEMP or 

MSP, all in accordance with the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended. 

 

 The Registrar will not effect transfer of this Bond unless the information concerning the assignee 

requested below is provided.  

 

 Name and Address:    

 

  

 

  

(Include information for all joint owners if this Bond is 

held by joint account.) 

 

Please insert social security or other identifying 

number of assignee 

 

       

 

________________________________________ 

 

PROVISIONS AS TO REGISTRATION 

 

 The ownership of the principal of and interest on the within Bond has been registered on the books of 

the Registrar in the name of the person last noted below. 

 

 

Date of Registration 

 

Registered Owner 

Signature of 

Officer of Registrar 

   

 

 

Cede & Co. 

Federal ID #13-2555119 
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EXHIBIT C-1 

 

NOTICE OF CALL FOR REDEMPTION 

FOR THE SERIES 2005A BONDS 

 

$2,245,000 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA 

GENERAL OBLIGATION TAX INCREMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2005A 

 

 NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that, by order of the City Council of the City of Inver Grove 

Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota (the “City”), there have been called for redemption and prepayment 

on 

 

July 15, 2014 

 

all outstanding bonds of the City designated as General Obligation Tax Increment Refunding Bonds, 

Series 2005A, dated December 8, 2005, having stated maturity dates of February 1 in the years 2015 

through 2017, both inclusive, totaling $545,000 in principal amount, and with the following CUSIP 

numbers: 

 

Year of Maturity  Amount  CUSIP Number 

     

2015  $180,000  461219 MH7 

2016  180,000  461219 MJ3 

2017  185,000  461219 MK0 

 

 The bonds are being called at a price of par plus accrued interest to July 15, 2014, on which date 

all interest on said bonds will cease to accrue.  Holders of the bonds hereby called for redemption are 

requested to present their bonds for payment at the main office of Wells Fargo Bank, National Association, 

in the City of Minneapolis, Minnesota, on or before July 15, 2014, at the following address: 

 

Wells Fargo Bank, National Association 

Attention:  Corporate Trust Operations 

Sixth Street and Marquette Avenue 

MAC 9303-121 

Minneapolis, MN 55479 

 

 Important Notice:  In compliance with the Jobs and Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2003, 

federal backup withholding tax will be withheld at the applicable backup withholding rate in effect at the time 

the payment by the redeeming institutions if they are not provided with your social security number or federal 

employer identification number, properly certified.  This requirement is fulfilled by submitting a W-9 Form, 

which may be obtained at a bank or other financial institution. 

 

Dated:  _______________________. 

 

BY ORDER OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

 

By   /s/  Joe Lynch  

City Administrator 

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota 
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EXHIBIT C-2 

 

NOTICE OF CALL FOR REDEMPTION 

FOR THE SERIES 2005B BONDS 

 

$4,010,000 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS, MINNESOTA 

GENERAL OBLIGATION TAX INCREMENT REFUNDING BONDS 

SERIES 2005B 

 

 

 NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that, by order of the City Council of the City of Inver Grove 

Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota (the “City”), there have been called for redemption and prepayment 

on 

 

July 15, 2014 

 

all outstanding bonds of the City designated as General Obligation Tax Increment Refunding Bonds, 

Series 2005B, dated December 8, 2005, having stated maturity dates of February 1 in the years 2015 

through 2021, both inclusive, totaling $1,645,000 in principal amount, and with the following CUSIP 

numbers: 

 

Year of Maturity  Amount  CUSIP Number 

     

2015  $150,000  461219 MS3 

2016  160,000  461219 MT1 

2017  170,000  461219 MU8 

2018  275,000  461219 MV6 

2019  285,000  461219 MW4 

2020  295,000  461219 MX2 

2021  310,000  461219 MY0 

 

 The bonds are being called at a price of par plus accrued interest to July 15, 2014, on which date 

all interest on said bonds will cease to accrue.  Holders of the bonds hereby called for redemption are 

requested to present their bonds for payment at the main office of Wells Fargo Bank, National Association, 

in the City of Minneapolis, Minnesota, on or before July 15, 2014, at the following address: 

 

Wells Fargo Bank, National Association 

Attention:  Corporate Trust Operations 

Sixth Street and Marquette Avenue 

MAC 9303-121 

Minneapolis, MN 55479 

 

 Important Notice:  In compliance with the Jobs and Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2003, 

federal backup withholding tax will be withheld at the applicable backup withholding rate in effect at the time 

the payment by the redeeming institutions if they are not provided with your social security number or federal 

employer identification number, properly certified.  This requirement is fulfilled by submitting a W-9 Form, 

which may be obtained at a bank or other financial institution. 

 



 

C-2-2 
444521v1 JSB NV125-47 

  

Dated:  _______________________. 

 

BY ORDER OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

 

 

By   /s/  Joe Lynch  

City Administrator 

City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA  ) 

 ) 

COUNTY OF DAKOTA  ) SS. 

     ) 

CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS ) 

 

 

 I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and acting City Administrator of the City of Inver 

Grove Heights, Dakota County, Minnesota (the “City”), do hereby certify that I have carefully compared 

the attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of the City Council of the City held on 

June 9, 2014, with the original minutes on file in my office and the extract is a full, true and correct copy 

of the minutes insofar as they relate to the issuance and sale of the City’s General Obligation Tax 

Increment Refunding Bonds, Series 2014A, in the original aggregate principal amount of $2,295,000.  

 WITNESS My hand officially as such City Administrator and the corporate seal of the City this 

_____ day of _______________, 2014. 

 

  

City Administrator 

Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota 

 (SEAL) 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

COUNTY OF DAKOTA 

CERTIFICATE OF COUNTY AUDITOR 

AS TO REGISTRATION WHERE NO AD 

VALOREM TAX LEVY 

 

 

 

 

 I, the undersigned County Auditor of Dakota County, Minnesota, hereby certify that a resolution 

adopted by the City Council of the City of Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota (the “City”), on June 9, 2014, 

relating to General Obligation Tax Increment Refunding Bonds, Series 2014A, in the original aggregate 

principal amount of $2,295,000 dated July 1, 2014, has been filed in my office and said obligations have been 

registered on the register of obligations in my office. 

 WITNESS My hand and official seal this ____ day of ____________, 2014. 

 

COUNTY AUDITOR 

DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 

 

By:   

 

Its:    

(SEAL) 

 































































































































































































































 
 

AGENDA ITEM ____________ 
 
 
CITY OF INVER GROVE HEIGHTS    REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
 
APPROVE REQUEST FOR STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS AND PROPOSAL FOR 
ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR FIRE STATION FEASIBILITY AND 
PROGRAMMING STUDY 
 
Meeting Date: June 9, 2014  Fiscal/FTE Impact: 
Item Type: Regular  None
Contact: Joe Lynch, City Administrator 

Judy Thill, Fire Chief 
 Amount included in current budget

Prepared by: n/a  Budget amendment requested 
Reviewed by: n/a  FTE included in current complement
   New FTE requested – N/A 
  X Other
 
PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED Approve the attached Request for Statement of Qualifications and 
Proposal for Architectural and Engineering Services for a Fire Station Feasibility and Programming 
Study. 
 
SUMMARY As Council will recall, Staff has proposed a process for moving forward with evaluation of 
a third fire station a few months ago. 
 
The initial step of the process was to develop an internal committee of firefighters, Fire Chief and 
Assistant Chief and City Administrator and Assistant Administrator. 
 
That group has met twice and has developed a RFQ/RFP for architectural services to evaluate the 
recent Fire Station Location Study performed by DLR Group and TriData Division and then complete a 
programming study.  The proposed outcome of this would be develop of a site specific concept plan, 
preliminary schedule and estimated budget. 
 
The attached RFQ/RFP provides a rather accelerated timeline for completion in the hopes that 
construction would be completed by Fire Safety Week in September of 2016.  This timeline provides for 
Council to review and comment on the draft study at a Special Meeting on September 15. 
 
At this time Staff has no basis to provide an estimated cost to this piece of the process.  There is 
however, $15,000 in the 2014 Fire Department budget to either pay for or supplement the cost.  Council 
will have an opportunity to evaluate the proposal and award the contract if they choose on July 14. 
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AND PROPOSAL 

 
 
 

Architectural and Engineering Services 
  for 

Inver Grove Heights Fire Station Feasibility and 
Programming Study 

 
 

June 10, 2014 
  



REQUEST FOR STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS AND PROPOSAL 
 
 
 

Architectural and Engineering Services 
for 

Inver Grove Heights Fire Station Feasibility and Programming Study 
 
 

June 10, 2014 
 

INTRODUCTION 
The City of Inver Grove Heights is requesting proposals for qualified consultants to provide 
architectural and engineering feasibility and programming analysis for the pre-design phase of a 
new fire station. 
 
Upon completion of this Fire Station and Feasibility Programming Study, the City Council will 
decide whether to proceed to the design and construction phases of the project. 
 
This pre-design phase of the fire station project includes development of a site specific concept 
plan, preliminary schedule and estimated budget. 
 
In 2010 the City completed a Station Location Study due to increased and potential population 
growth.   
 
REQUIRED PRE-PROPOSAL MEETING 
Respondents are required to attend a pre-proposal meeting on June 19 at 1:00 pm in the City 
Council’s Chambers of Inver Grove Heights City Hall, 8150 Barbara Avenue, Inver Grove 
Heights, MN.  The purpose of the pre-proposal meeting is to review the RFP process and 
requirements and will include an opportunity for questions. 
 
INQUIRIES  
The persons designated below shall be the only contact for inquiries regarding any aspect of 
this process and its requirements.  Questions will be accepted until the date specified in the 
tentative schedule of events.  All questions or inquiries should be sent via email.  (Note: when 
emailing Judy Thill, please cc Joe Lynch as well; and vice versa) 
 
 Judy Thill, Fire Chief     Joe Lynch, City Administrator 
 jthill@invergroveheights.org     jlynch@invergroveheights.org 
 
SUBMITTAL OF PROPOSALS 
 
Email a pdf of the Proposal  
Subject line of email:  Proposal for Fire Station Study 
To: Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 
mkennedy@invergroveheights.org 
 
PROPOSALS MUST BE RECEIVED BY EMAIL NO LATER THAN  
3:30 pm CST – July 1, 2014 
 



I.  OVERVIEW OF PROCESS AND GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
 
Carefully read the information contained in this RFP and email a complete response to all 
requirements, specifications and directions. 
 
REQUIRED PRE-PROPOSAL MEETING 
Respondents are required to attend a pre-proposal meeting on June 19 at 1:00 pm at Inver 
Grove Heights City Hall, 8150 Barbara Avenue, Inver Grove Heights, MN.  The RFP process 
and requirements will be reviewed and will be followed by a question and answer session.  
Proposals from firms that do not attend the meeting will not be considered. 
 
QUESTIONS AND INQUIRIES 
Questions will be answered about the RFP at the pre-proposal meeting, and by email to the 
designated contact for the RFP until 1:00 pm on June 27, 2014.  Responses to written questions 
which involve an interpretation or change to this RFP will be issued in writing by addendum and 
emailed to all parties recorded by the City as having received a copy of this RFP and attended 
the pre-proposal meeting.  All such addenda issued by the City prior to the time that proposals 
are received shall be considered part of this RFP. 
 
Only additional information provided by formal written addenda shall be binding.  Oral and other 
interpretations or clarifications will be without legal effect. 
 
TENTATIVE SCHEDULE OF EVENTS 
 
RFP Issue Date June 10, 2014 
Required pre-proposal meeting June 19, 2014 
Questions accepted about the RFP until  June 27, 2014 
Proposals Due July 1, 2014 
Committee selects top candidates for Council consideration July 9, 2014 
Council meeting to award contract July 14, 2014 
Submittal of draft Feasibility and Programming Study September 8, 2014 
Council review of draft study September 15, 2014 
Submittal of final Feasibility and Programming Study October 13, 2014 
 
EVALUATION CRITERIA 
The Respondent selected for an award will not necessarily be the lowest bidder.  Rather, the 
selection will be based upon the proposal that is responsive, responsible and the most 
advantageous to the City as determined by the City, in its sole discretion.  The City intends to 
award a contact subject to the terms of this RFP, to the best overall valued form.  Firms will be 
prioritized based on past experience and performance, current performance capability, fees and 
other criteria as outlined in this document.  The City anticipates that all forms will have a fair and 
reasonable opportunity to provide service. 
 
The City reserves the right to add/delete/modify criteria or items, via an addendum, if it is in the 
City’s best interest, as determined by the City in its sole discretion. 
 
ISSUANCE OF RFP AND AWARD PROCESS 
Issuance of this RFP does not compel the City to award a contract.  The City reserves the right 
to reject any or all proposals wholly or in part and to waive any technicalities, informalities, or 
irregularities in any proposal at its sole option and discretion.  The City reserves the right to 



request clarification or additional information.  The City reserves the right to award a contract or 
re-solicit proposals or to temporarily or permanently abandon the procurement. 
 
PROPOSAL SUBMISSION 
 

Email a pdf of the Proposal 
Subject line of email:  Proposal for Fire Station Study 

To: Melissa Kennedy, Deputy City Clerk 
mkennedy@invergroveheights.org 

 
Do not submit proposals to any other person or location by any other method. 
Proposals sent to any other person or location (or with an improper subject line) cannot be 
guaranteed to remain unopened until the proposal due date and time.  Moreover, if sent to any 
other person or location, the proposal cannot be guaranteed to be forwarded to the Contact 
Person for this project and therefore may not be considered. 
 
Proposal MUST include: 
 

• Signed Respondent Proposal (Attachment A) 
• Reference List 
• Firm background and qualifications (Attachment B) 
• At least four examples of constructed fire stations that were designed by Respondent.   

 
PROPOSALS MUST BE RECEIVED BY EMAIL NO LATER THAN  

3:30 PM CST – TUESDAY, JULY 1, 2014 
 

• Late submissions will not be considered. 
• Attachment A must be signed by an authorized representative of your company.  

Unsigned submissions WILL NOT be considered. 
 
OWNERSHIP OF PROPOSAL  
All materials submitted in response to this request become the property of the City and may 
become a part of any resulting contract.  Award or rejection of a proposal does not affect 
this right. 
 
RELEASE OF CLAIMS 
Under no circumstances shall the City be responsible for any proposal preparation 
expenses, submission costs, or any other expenses, costs or damages of whatever nature 
incurred as the result of a Respondent’s participation in this RFP process.  The Respondent 
understands and agrees that it submits its proposal at its own risk and expense, and 
releases the City from any claim or damages or other liability arising out of the RFP and 
award process. 
 
PUBLIC PROPOSAL OPENING 
The City will save the emailed proposals unopened, and only open and print them on the 
due date and time indicated.  Respondents may attend the proposal “opening.”  Names of 
the Respondent’s and Attachment A of the proposals will be make public at the opening. 

 
 
 



DURATION OF RESPONDENT’S OFFER 
The proposal constitutes an offer by the Respondent that shall remain open and irrevocable 
for the period of 90 days from date shown on Respondent Proposal. 
 
ERRORS IN PROPOSAL 
The City shall not be liable for any errors in Respondent’s proposal.  No modifications to the 
proposal shall be accepted from the Respondent after the submittal date and time.  The 
Respondent is responsible for careful review of its entire proposal to ensure that all 
information is correct and complete,  Respondents are responsible for all errors or omissions 
contained in their proposals. 
 
WITHDRAWING PROPOSALS 
Respondents may withdraw their proposal at any time prior to the submittal deadline by 
submitting a written request to the Contacts for RFP Inquiries indicated on the submittal 
guidelines page.  The written request must be signed by an authorized representative of the 
Respondent.  The respondent may submit another proposal at any time prior to the 
submittal deadline.  Not proposal may be withdrawn after the submittal date and time 
without approval by the City.  Such approval shall be based on the Respondent’s submittal 
in writing, of a reason acceptable to the City in its sole discretion. 
 
ADDENDUMS 
The City reserves the right to issue an addendum to the RFP at any time for any reason.  If 
any addenda are issued such addenda shall be issued by the City prior to the time that 
proposals are received and shall be considered part of the RFP. 
 
RESPONSIBLE PROPOSERS (RESPONDENTS) 
The City reserves the right to award project contracts only to responsible Respondents.  
Responsible Respondents are defined as firms that meet the requirements of this RFP and 
demonstrate the financial ability, resources, skills, capability, willingness, and business 
integrity necessary to perform the contract.  The City’s determination of whether a 
Respondent is a responsible Respondent is at the City’s sole discretion. 
 
NOTIFICATION OF AWARD 
If the City makes and award as a result of this RFP process, the City will deliver to the 
selected Respondent a notice of selection.  The resulting contract shall consist of (but not 
limited to): 
 

a. The terms, conditions, specifications, and requirements of this RFP and its 
attachments; 

b. Any addenda issued by the City pursuant to this RFP; 
c. All representations (including, but not limited to, representations as to performance, 

and financial terms) made by the Respondent in its proposal and during any 
meeting(s) with the City; 

d. Any mutually agreed upon written modifications to the terms, conditions, 
specifications, and requirements to this RFP or to the proposal. 

 
SELECTION CRITERIA 
• Prior design experience with projects of similar scale and complexity 
• Firm presence in the Upper Midwest with recent (10 years) successfully completed 

projects in Minnesota. 
• Prior experience with public sector clients and process 



• Design philosophy and approach to design in general 
• Clear understanding of the functional and operational aspects of the fire service and 

emergency operations 
• Use of processes to incorporate fire department staff ideas into all stages of 

programming and design 
• Commitment to developing an energy efficient and healthy building 
• Professional qualifications of individuals assigned to this project. 

 
 
 
 
  



 
 
 

II. FEASIBILITY AND PROGRAMMING STUDY REQUIREMENTS 
 
Scope of Services 
 
The listed services are not intended to exclude other services that the Respondent believes 
necessary and is able to provide.  Required services include: 
 

• Study schedule – Due to the tight time frame for completing the Feasibility and 
Programming Study, the Respondent will need to be particularly mindful of developing a 
program capable of producing the Study in a timely manner. 

• Site Selection 
• Site Assessment  
• Evaluation of impacts of service delivery as it relates to the two existing fire stations. 
• Building Program 
• Building Concept Diagram(s) 
• Construction and Finish Assemblies 
• Building Systems 
• Sustainable Design Goals 
• Design and Construction Schedule 
• Project Budget 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
  



Attachment A 
 

RESPONDENT PROPOSAL 
 

The firm hereby proposes to provide Architectural and Engineering Services and other Services 
as specified within the scope of service at the rates shown below. 
 
Based on the scope of work for this feasibility and programming study, what is your fixed fee? 
What are your estimated total reimbursable expenses? 
 
Fixed fee: 
 
 
Reimbursable expenses: 
 
 
 
Shaded area will be redacted and replaced with a Respondent identification code prior to evaluation 
Firm: 
 
Contact: 
Telephone: 
E-Mail: 
Address: 
 
City/State/zip: 
 
Authorized Signature:  __________________________________________ ___________ 
           Date 
Name and Title:  
 
 
  



Attachment B 
 

FIRM BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS 
 

The City of Inver Grove Heights will review and evaluate each proposal, and selection will be 
made on the bases of the criteria listed below.  The submitting proposals shall include with that 
proposal statements on the following: 
 

A.  Proven management skills and technical competence including specialized experience 
in the Architectural design of fire station projects.   
 
Management Skills and Technical Expertise include as a minimum: 

• List of at least four fire station facility design projects that have been constructed, 
including description, scope, project cost, and owner’s contact information. 

• List of design projects that are LEED certified 
• Awards and letters of commendation received. 

 
B. Credentials of project team, including: lead designer’s and major subconsultant’s 

portfolio of related projects; history of the proposed team working together on past 
projects.  

 
 
Include as a minimum: 
1. Identification of project lead architect and project team. 
2. Staffing plan 
3. Lead architect resume and portfolio of related projects 
4. Lead designer’s resume and portfolio of related projects 
5. Resumes of key project staff members including identification of LEED Accredited 

Professionals. 
6. Identification of subconsultants 
7. Subconsultant’s portfolio of related projects 
8. Resumes of subconsultant’s staff. 
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